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LORDS,    MONDAY,    JULY    16.  Page 

Pier  and  Harbour  Proyiiional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill  (Ho.  189)— Bead  3*  (according 

to  Order),  and  passed. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Prorisional  Orders  (Ko.  4)  Bill  (Ho.  142)— Read  3*  (according 

to  Order),  and  passed. 

local  Ooverumaut  Provisional  Orders  (Ko.  11)  Bill  (Ko.  121)— Bead  3*  (accord- 
ing to  Order),  with  the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Local  Oovernment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  13)  Bill  (Ho.  125)— Bead  3»  (accord- 
ing to  Order),  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Industrial  Schools  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  152)— House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order) : 
Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  Bill  (Ho.  158)— Amendments  reported  (according 
to  Order),  and  Bill  to  he  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  161)— Bead  2*  (according  to  Order)  ;  and 
referred  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Berision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills. 

Goal  Hines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  153)— House  in  Committee  (accord- 
ing  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  and  re-oommitted  to  the  Standing 
Committee     ,„  ...  ...  ,„  ...  ...  3 

COMMONS,    MONDAY,    JULY     16. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


London  Stireet^  and  Buildings  Bill  (by  Order)-^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  in  the  case  of  the  London  Streets  and  Buildings  {rs-eommUted)  l^ill,  ^tdnding 
Orders  84,  314,  215,  and  239  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into 
oonsideration  provided  amended  prints  shall  have  been  previously  deposited.** 
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London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill — continued. 

Ameadment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^^  That/*  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ^^  the  Bill  be  considered  upon 
this  day  three  months,"— (if r.  ffowelL) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question "  •••  •••  ...  ••• 

After  short  Dobatl^,  Qtiestion  piiti  and  agrded  tq  ^**     «  .. .'  e     10 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

^Bill  considered. 

New  Clause — 

(Drainage  of  Sites  of  Houses.) 
"  The  site  of  erery  hoase  and  premises  to  be  built  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall  be 
drained  in  such  a  manner  as  to  barty  away  all  surface  ^l^ten  add  sudh  drainage  shall 
be  done  to  the  satisfaction  dt  the  Local  Authority,'* — (Mr.  Weir,') 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  ...  ...         11 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

After  Clause  210,  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

(Transfer  of  Powers  to  Local  Authority). 

210a.  "  After  the  passing  of  this  Act  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Council  on  the  applica- 
tion  of  any  Local  Authority  to  transfer  to  such  Local  Authority  any  of  the  powers 
conferred  by  this  Act  upon  the  Oouncil,  and  thereupon  all  the  prorisions  of  this  Act 
and  all  bye-laws  made  thereunder  relating  to  powers  so  transferred  shall  be  construed 
as  if  the  Load  Authority  were  named  therein  instead  of  the  Council,*'—  (^Sir  C,  DUke.') 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••       12 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  Debate,  Motion  and  Clause,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••       13 

Ordered^  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,— (Jfr.  J.  Stuart.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Vinancd  Bill  (No.  303)— 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  30,  after  the  Word  ''of,'*  to  insert 
the  words — • 

"  Any  nroperty  which  is  by  virtue  of  the  statute  of  the  thirty-ninth  year  of  George  the 
Third,  chapter  seventy-three,  not  liable  to  Ijegaicy  Duty,  and  such  property  shall  not 
be  aggregated  with  any  other  property  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  rate  of  Kstate 
Duty,  or,"— (5ir  J,  Luhhoch.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted "       •••  ...        32 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••       36 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  31,  to  leave  out  the  words  'Uwentj- 
five,"  and  insert  the  words  "  fifty-two," — (^r.  Hartley,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words  ^  twentj-five '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .,,  •••  •••       37 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  37,  after  the  word  "section,"  to 

insert  the  words — 

*'  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Treasury  to  remit  the  Estate  Duty  or  &nj  other  duty  leviable 
on  or  with  reference  to  death  in  respect  of  aay  such  pictures,  prints,  books, 
manuscripts,  or  antiquities  as  appear  to  the  Treasury  to  be  of  national  or  historic 
interest,  and  to  be  given  or  bequeathed  for  national  purposes,  or  to  any  County 
Council  or  Biunicipal  Corporation,  and  no  property  the  duty  in  respect  of  which  is  so 
remitted  shall  be  aggregatetl  with  any  otner  property  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the 
rate  of  Estate  Duty,"— (iS^ir  W,  Hareourt,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      •••  •••       38 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "any"  to  the  word  "given,"  in  line  4,  and  insert  the 
word  "  property," — {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  ^  such  pictures,  prints,  books, 
manuscripts,'  stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendment." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ,,,  •••  •  •  •       40 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "antiquities,"  and  insert  the  words  "other  objects," — {^Sir  J, 
Lubbock,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  antiquities  *  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment "  •••  ...  •••  •••41 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "or," — {Sir  J,  Lubbock,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  ^  or  *  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment"  •••  •••  ...  •••  ...       42 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  antiquities,"  and  insert  the  words  "  works  of  art  or  scientific 
collections," — {Sir  W,  Harcourt,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Amendment "  ...  ...  •••  •••       43 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  4,  after  the 
word  "  national,"  to  insert  the  word  "  scientific,"— (<S^tr  J,  Lubbock^ 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  5,  after  the 
word  "  purposes,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  to  any  university  or  learned 
body," — {Mr,  Freeman'Mitford.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment"  •••  •••  •••  •••  ,,•       44 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  learned  body," — {Mr,  Courtney)        •••        45 
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FiBf  ANCE  Bill — continued. 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment"    ...  •••       46 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  37,  at  end,  add— 

**  Estate  Dntj  shall  not  be  pajrable  in  respect  of  any  pension  or  annuity  payable  by  the 
OoTemment  of  British  India  to  the  widow  or  child  of  any  deceased  oflcer  of  such 
QoTemment,  notwithstanding  that  the  deceased  contributed  during  his  lifetime  to 
any  fund  out  of  which  such  pension  or  annuity  is  paid," — (^Sir  W.  Hareourt,) 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page   12,  line  37,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to 

insert  the  words — 

*'  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect  of  manuscripts  which  have  been  published 
by  the  Historical  l^nuscripts  Commission,  and  which,  since  such  publication,  have 
neither  been  alienated  by  sale  or  gift," — (JTr.  Thornton.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "...  •••         48 

After  short  Debate,   Question   put : — The   House  divided  : — ^Ajes  174  ; 
Noes  236.— (Division  List,  No.  182)  ...  ...  ...       50 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  37,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to 

insert  the  words — 

"  (1)  Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Act  contained  no  Estate  Duty  or  further  Estate 
IHity  shall  be  leviable  in  respect  of  property  passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased 
penon— 

(a)  which  is  given  or  devolyes  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  any  of  the  Royal  Family ;  or 

(b)  which  is  given  or  devolves  to  or  for  the  education  or  maintenance  of  poor 
children  in  Ireland,  or  the  support  of  any  public  charitable  institution  in  Ireland, 
or  for  any  purpose  merely  charitable. 

(2)  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  clause  contained  shall  exempt  any  property 
passing  on  the  death  of  a  decea»od  person  from  the  payment  of  a  duty  equivalent  in 
amount  to  the  Probate  Duty  which  would  have  been  payable  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  had  such  property  been  personal  estate," — {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted "     •••  .••       53 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  •••       54 

Amendment  proposed,   in  page   12,  line  37,  after  the  last  Amendment, 

to  insert  the  words — 

**  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  upon  any  death  upon  which,  but  for  this  section,  it 
woold  beoome  payable,  in  respect  of  any  annuity  granted  by  an  employer  to  an 
employee,  or  the  widow  of  an  employee,  in  consideration  of  the  past  services  of  such 
employee,"— (Ifr.  Butcher,) 

Question  proposed, '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted "     ...  ...       55 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  .«•  •••       57 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  37,  at  end,  add — 

»•  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect  of  any  advowson  or  church  patronage 
which  would  have  been  free  from  Succession  Duty  under  Section  24  of  The  Succession 
Duty  Act,  1863,"— (5»r  M.  Hicks-Beach,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  lino  37,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words — 

'*  If  any  property  passes  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  to  any  charity  or  charitable 
institution  or  hospital,  such  property  shall  not  be  aggregated  with  the  rest  of  the 
property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased,  but  shall  form  an  estate  of  itself," — 
<Jlfr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted"    ...  ...       ^^ 

After  Debate,  Question  put  : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  158  ;  Noes 
217.— (Division  List,  No.  183)      ...  ...  ...  ...       66 
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Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  settled," 
—(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  settled '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line  19,  at  end,  add — 

**  Where  the  fixed  duty  of  SOs.  or  508.  is  paid  within  12  months  after  the  death  of  the 
deceased,  interest  on  such  duty  shall  not  be  payable,"— (iVr.  i?.  T,  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  »..  •••  —       67 

Amendment   proposed,  in  page   13,  line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  scale,"  to  the  end  of  line  37,  in  order  to  insert — 


^Vlle^e  the  Value  of  the  Estate 

Exceeds —    £  £ 

100  and  does  not  exceed   500 


»» 


It 


11 


It 


»i 


»» 


it 


500 


1,000 


10,000 


25,000 


50,000 


76,000 


100,000 


)) 


» 


tt 


»f 


11 


11 


11 


It 


11 


»» 


»» 


11 


11 


tt 


1,000 


10,000 


25,000 


50,000 


75,000 


100,000 


150,000 


)f 


150,000 


II 


ft 


250,000 


»♦ 


250,000 


»» 


» 


500,000 


)• 


500,000 


11 


1,000,000 


)f 


1,000,000 


Per  Ccntage. 


One  pound  for  every  full  sum  of  £100,  and  for 
any  fractional  part  of  £100. 

One  pound  for  the  first  £500,  and  two  pounds 
for  every  further  sum  of  £100  or  fraction  of 
£100. 

Two  pounds  for  the  first  £1,000,  and  three 
pounds  for  every  further  full  sum  of  £100  or 
fractional  part  of  £100. 

Three  pounds  for  the  first  £10,000,  and  four 
pounds  for  every  further  full  sum  of  £100  or 
fractional  part  of  £100. 

Four  pounds  lor  the  first  £25,000,  and  four 
pounds  ten  shillings  for  every  further  fall 
sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part  of  £100. 

Four  pounds  ten  shillings  for  the  first  £50,000, 
and  five  pounds  for  every  further  full  sum  of 
£100  or  fractional  part  of  £100. 

Five  pounds  for  the  first  £75,000,  and  five 
pounds  ten  shillings  for  every  further  full 
sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part  of  £100. 

Five  pounds  tea  shillings  for  the  first 
£100,000,  and  six  pounds  for  every  further 
full  sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part  of 
£100. 

Six  pounds  for  the  first  £150,000,  and  six 
pounds  ten  shillings  for  every  further 
full  sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part  of 
£100. 

Six    pounds    ten     shillings     for  the     first 

£250,000,    and    seven    pounds  for    every 

further    full    sum    of    £100  or  fractional 
part  of  £100. 

Seven  pounds  for  the  first  £500,000,  and 
seven  pounds  ten  shillings  for  every  fur- 
ther full  sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part 
of  £100. 

Seven  pounds  Urn  shillings  for  the  first 
£l,0OO,0lK),  and  eight  pounds  for  every 
further  full  sum  of  £100  or  fractional 
part  of  £100. 


— (Mr.  Hartley.) 
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Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of 
the  Qaestion  *'  ...  ...  ...  •••  •••      70 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  Hd  ;  Noes 
81. — (Diyision  List,  No.  184)  .•.  ...  ...  •••       78 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  bj  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  lino  11,  after  the  seeond  word 
<^  property,**  to  insert  the  words  "  to  which  he  has  become  entitled  in 
possession,*' — (Sir  M,  Hicks'Beach.\ 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  '*      ...  ...       79 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••       82 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line  29,  after  the  words  ^^  Estate  Duty,** 
to  insert  the  words  "  derived  from  personal  property,** — {Mr,  R,  T, 
Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••83 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line  33,  leave  out  ^^  chargeable  with 
Estate  Duty,**  and  insert  '*  in  respect  of  which  Estate  Duty  is  leviable,** 
—{Mr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••  •••       84 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line  42,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^^  British 
possession,**  in  order  to  insert  the  words  ^^  place  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom,** — {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words  ^  British  possession  *  stand  part  of  the 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••87 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  per- 
sonal,*'— {Mr.  Brodrick.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  word  ^  personal  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill "    •••       88 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••       94 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line  23,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
•*  Act,"  to  the  word  "  unless,"  in  line  25, — {Mr.  Bousjield.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  in  respect  of  which  property  *  stand 
part  of  the  Bill **  ...  •••  ...  ...  •••      96 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid  and  Mr.  Byrne, 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^^  which 
has  taken  effect  before,**  in  order  to  insert  the  words  ^'  whether  made 
before  or  after,'* — {Mr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  which  has  taken  effect  before  *  stand 
part  of  the  Bill "  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...       97 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  182  ; 
Noes  120. — (Division  List,  No.  185)  ...  ...  ...      98 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  5,  to  insert,  as  a  new  sub-section, 
the  words— ' 
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"  (6)  In  the  case  of  anj  land  in  respect  of  which  Estate  Dntj  is  leyiable,  where  the 
person  accountable  for  the  duty  has  elected  to  pay  it  by  yearly  instalments,  and  such 
land  is  farmed  by  the  owner  himself  or  person  accountable  for  the  duty,  there  shall  be 
allowed  in  respect  of  every  instalment  of  duty  an  abatement  at  the  rate  of  10s.  per 
acre  in  respect  of  every  acre  of  such  land  under  cultivation  for  wheat  in  the  year 
preceding  the  date  when  the  instalment  became  due," — (Jlfr.  BowtfieldJ) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted*'       •••  ...     100 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  •••  •••     101 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  19,  at  end,  to  insert— 

"  The  expression  '  agricultural  property  *  means  agricultural  land,  pasture  and  woodland, 
and  also  includes  such  cottages,  farm  buildings,  farm  houses,  and  mansion  houses 
(together  with  the  lands  occupied  therewith)  as  are  of  a  character  appropriate  to  the 
property,"—  (.1/r.  Jl.  T.  Reld.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''or  held 
upon  the  trusts  of,'* — {Mr.  R,  T,  Reid.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,** 
put,  and  ne^aft*r6(/  •••         ...  ...  ...  ...     102 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  whether,**^- 
(ilSfr.  Byrne,) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  whether  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill,**  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  7>  to  leave  out  the  words  "or  not,** 
and  insert  the  words — 

"  And  a  person  entitled  to  a  base  fee  continuing  after  his  death,"— (ifr.  Byrne,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  or  not  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 
After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 8,  line  20,  at  end,  insert— 

**  Where  an  entailed  estate  passes  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  to  an  institute  or  heir  of 
entail  who  is  not  entitled  to  disentail  such  estate  without  either  obtaining  the 
consent  of  one  or  more  subsequent  heirs  of  entail,  or  having  the  consent  of  sudi  one 
or  more  subsequent  heirs  valued  and  dispensed  with,  Settlement  Estate  Duty  as  well 
as  Estate  Duty -shall  be  paid  in  respect  of  such  estate,  but  neither  Estate  Duty  nor 
Settlement  Estate  Duty  shall  be  payable  again  in  respect  of  such  estate  until  such 
estate  is  disentailed,  or  until  an  heir  of  entail  to  whom  it  passes  on  or  subsequent  to 
the  death  of  the  institute  or  heir  first  mentioned,  and  who  is  entitled  to  disentaij  it 
without  obtaining  the  consent  of  any  subsequent  heir  or  heirs,  or  having  the  consent 
of  any  subsequent  heir  or  heirs  valued  and  dispensed  with,  dies,"— (7%«  Lord 
Advocate.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to         ...     103 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  after  line  20,  insert — 

"  Where  an  institute  or  heir  of  entail  in  possession  of  an  entailed  estate  who  is  not 
entitled  to  disentail  such  estate  without  either  obtaining  the  consent  of  one  or  more 
subsequent  heirs  of  entail,  or  having  the  consent  of  such  one  or  more  subsequent  heirs 
valuerl  and  dispensed  with,  has  paid  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  such  estate,  and 
afterwards  disentails  such  estate,  he  shall  be  entitled  to  deduct  from  the  value  in 
money  of  the  ex()ectancy  or  interest  in  such  estate  of  such  one  or  more  subsequent 
heirs,  payable  by  him  to  them  in  respect  of  their  consents  having  been  granted  or 
dispensed  with,  a  proper  rateable  part  of  the  Estate  Duty  paid  by  him  as  aforesaid," — 
iThe  Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     10< 

Amendment  proposed,  ip  page  18,  line  32,  after  the  word  "  proper,*'  to, 
insert — 
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"  The  Court  may  in  such  order  specify  the  time  ami  place  at  which,  the  person  by 
whom,  ami  the  advertisement  or  notice  after  which  the  sale  shall  be  made,  and  may 
ordain  the  person  in  whom  the  property  is  vested  to  grant  a  disposition  thereof  in 
favour  of  the  purchaser,  and  if  the  person  in  whom  the  property  is  vested  refuses  or 
fails  to  do  so,  the  Court  shall  grant  authority  to  the  Clerk  of  Court  to  execute  such 
disposition,  and  such  disposition  so  executed  shall  be  as  valid  as  if  it  had  bean 
executed  by  the  person  in  whom  the  property  is  veste^l," — QT/te  Lord  Advocate.^ 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line  42,  after  the   word  'Wested,**  to 

insert — 

'*  And  shall  be  a  first  charge  upon  the  property  after  any  debt  or  incumbrance  for  which 
an  allowance  is  directed  to  be  made  under  this  Act,  in  determining  the  value  of  the 
property  for  the  purpose  of  Estate  Duty," — (Tfie  Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  23,  page  18,  line  4^,  at  end,  add — 

"Provided  also  that  summary  diligence  shall  not  bo  C3mpetent  thereupon,'* — (il/r. 
Ordham  Murray,) 

Amendment  agreed  to      •••  •••  •••  •••  .••     105 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20,  line  42,  at  end,  add — 

"  This  section  shall  not  affect  the  continuance  after  the  30th  day  of  June  1895  of  the 
duties  existing  prior  to  this  section  taking  effect," — (il/r.  R.  T,  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  line  10,  after  the  word  "gravity,**  to 

insert  the  words — 

"Bat this  extra  Excise  Duty  of  6d.  per  gallon  shall  not  be  chargeable  upon  those 
brewing  1,000  barrels  or  less  per  annum,  and  a  graduated  and  reduced  duty  shall  be 
chargeable  upon  all  persons  brewing  less  than  5,000  and  more  than  1,000  barrels  per 
annom,**— <jtfr.  Sigtoood.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted  **      •••  •••     106 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...     107 

Amendment  proposed,   in  page  22,   line   15,  after  the  word  ''Act,**  to 

insert  the  words — 

'*  In  estimating  the  annual  value  of  any  lands  for  the  purpose  of  Schedule  B.,  according 
to  the  Income  Tax  Act,  1853,  the  General  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  for  England 
and  Wales  may,  if  they  think  fit,  estimate  such  value  at  less  than  the  gross  estimated 
rental  at  which  such  lands  are  assessed  to  the  rate  for  the  relief  of  the  poor," — 
(ifr.  Round,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  **      ...  •••     108 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  ...     109 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22,  lino  42,  at  end,  add — 

*'  Where  the  total  joint  income  of  a  husband  and  wife  charged  to  Income  Tax,  by  way 
either  of  assessment  or  reduction,  does  not  exceed  five  hundred  pounds,  and,  upon  any 
claim  under  this  section,  the  Commissioners  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  Act« 
relating  to  Income  Tax  are  satisfied  that  such  total  income  includes  profits  of  the  wife 
deriveil  from  any  profession,  employment,  or  vocation,  chargeable  under  Scheflule  D, 
or  from  any  office  or  employment  of  profit  char;^eable  under  Schedule  E,  they  shall 
deal  with  such  claim  as  if  it  were  a  claim  for  exemption,  or  relief,  or  abatement,  as 
the  case  may  be,  in  respect  of  such  profits  of  the  wife,  and  a  separate  claim,  on  the 
part  of  the  husband,  for  exemption,  or  relief,  or  abatement  in  respect  of  the  rest  of 
such  total  income," — {The  Chfincellor  of  th-e  Exchequer.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added  **  •••  .*•     1 10 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...     1 1 3 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche(iuer  and 
Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23,  lino  36,  to  leave  out  "  three  **  and 
insert  "  five,**— (^r.  Bartley,) 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill  "         •••     114 
After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived* 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  bj  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to  ...     115 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Savings  Banks  (Societies)  Bill  (No.  233)— 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and 
Bill  withdrawn," — {Mr.  A.  Morleg.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged  :  Bill  withdrawn. 

Elementary  Education  Bill  (No.  302)— 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Reading  [11th  July]. 
Objection  being  taken,  Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow 


••• 


Local  Oovemment   (Ireland)  Proyisional  Order  GSTo,  5)  Bill  (So.  lOSh- 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  16)  Bill  (Ho.  245)— Lords  Amendment 

agreed  to. 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  agreed  to— Amendmeat  to  Water  Orders  Ooafirmation  Bill  [Zor<2*], 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  14)  Bill. 

Hautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  312)— Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

for  Monday  next. 
Zanzibar  Indemnity  Bill  (Ho.  308)'-l^ead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  (re^ommuted)  Bill   (Ho.   281)— Considered  in 

Committee  and  reported ;  Bill,  as  amended,  re-committed  for  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  316.] 

Uniforms  (re-commUted)  Bill  (Ho.    309)— Considered  in  Committeei  and  reported 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To*morrow. 

Charity  Commission — 

Ordered,  That  the  Reports  of  the  Select  Committees  of  1884  and  1886-7  upon  the 
Charitable  Trusts  Acts,  1853-1809,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  upon  the 
Charity  Commission, — (.Vr.  J.  E.  Ellis.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  iu  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  221.] 

LORDS,    TUESDAY,    JULY    17. 

Aliens  Bill  (Ho.  155)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read    •••  ...  •••117 

Movedy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%" — {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 
After  Debate,  on  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  89  ;  Not- 


••• 


Contents  37. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  WholQ 
House. 
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The  Land  Transfer  Bill — Question,  The  Chairman  of  Committees  (The 
Earl  of  Morley);  Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Herschell.) 

local  Oovernment  areland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  6)  Bill  (ITo.  116)— Returned 

from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to      ...  ,.,  ...      157 

Local  Ctoyemment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  16)  BiU  (Ho.  127)'-i^etarned  from 

the  Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

ftnarries  Bill  [h.l.]  CHo.  149) — Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee  without 
Amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Coal  Xiaes  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho-  163)— Reported  from  the  standing 

Committee  without  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Industrial  Schools  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  162)— Reported  from  the  standing  Committee 
with  Amendments  :  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  165.) 

Sea  Fisheries  (Shell  Fish)  Bill  (Ho.  141)— Reported  from  the  standing  Committee 
without  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Local  Ctovemmant  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  12)  Bill  (Ho-  122)— Reported  from 

the  Standing  Committee  without  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  (Ho.  160)— Read  3*  (according  to  Order), 

with  the  Amendments  ;  further  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
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ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1804-95. 

1.  £257,600,  War  Office,  Salaries,  and  Miscellaneous  Charges. 
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time."  ! 
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being  taken,  Further  Proceeding  stood  adjourned. 

Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 
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Mr,  Courtwif,  Mr.  Haldane ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  320.] 
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Sitting  of  the  House  (Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order) — 

Ordered,  "That  the  proceedings  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill,  if 
under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  Sittings  of  the  House,"--(<Sir  W.  Hareourt,) 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


— ro 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill  (No.  176) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Ameudment  proposed  to 
Question  [19tb  July],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end 
of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — 
(^Colonel  Saunderson.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  tbe 
Question." 

Debate  resumed  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     564 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  J,  Chamberlain)   ...  ...  ...     644 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Elementary  Education  FroviBional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &c)  Bill 

[Lordftl  (Ho.  810) — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &o. — 

Leave  to  the  Committee  to  make  a  Special  Report. 

Special  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill  reported  from  the  Joint  Committee. 

Report  and  Special  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  230.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  321.] 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c. — 

Leave  to  the  Committee  to  make  a  Special  Report  in  respect  of  the — 

Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill  [LordJi]. 

Special  Report  brought  up,  and  read ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  231.] 

Britiflh  Husenm  (Purchase  of  Land)  Bill  (So,  315)— Head  ^^e  third  time,  and 

passed. 


LORDS,  IilONDAY,  JULY  23. 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  day  of  March  last,  *  That  no  Private  Bill 
brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the 
2f>th  day  of  June  next,'  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2%"— (77tc  Barl 
ofMorley-)     ...  ...  ...  ...  .  ...      545 

'blloiyon  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*^  accordingly,  and  committed  5  TM^  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
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Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House     ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     646 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  (No.  169)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Movcdy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 
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Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills. 

Muzzling  for  Canine  Rabies — Question  and  Observations,  The  Earl  of 

Jtvosse        •••  ...  ...  ...  ..,  «••     O'xf 

After  short  Debate  thereon,  the  subject  dropped. 
Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  163)— House  in 

Committee  (according  to  Order)  ,„  ...  ...  ...     653 

Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order   (No.    17)    Bill  (No.  123)— Read  3- 

(a(!Cor(iing  to    Order),  with    the  Amendments,  and    passed,   and  returned   to   the 
Commons        ...  .„  ...  ...  ...  ...     655 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  14)  Bill    (No.  150)— Read  3- 
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Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill  [h.l.]    (No.  112)— House  in  Committee   (according  to 
Order):    Rill  reported   without  amendment;   and  re-committe  I  to  the    Standing 
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British  Huseum  (Purchase  of  Land)  Bill  -Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  !•  ; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  173.) 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  23. 
Q  UE  STIO  NS. 
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Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill  (No.  176)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [19th  July],  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end 
of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {^Colonel 
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Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Abbiteation  Bill — continued. 
Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  259  ;    Noes 
227.— (Division  List,  No.  188)       ...  ...  ...  —     784 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  (re'committed)  Bill  (No.  817) — 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Chabges  Pbovisional  Obdeb  Bills  (Joint 
Committee) — 
Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read. 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  232.] 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges    ProvlBional  Order  (No.   1)   (Canals  of    Chreat 
Northern  and  other  KaUway  Companies)  Bill  (No.  178)— Reported  from  the 

Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  322.] 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater,  &c. 

Canals)  Bill  (No.  198)— Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons 
on  Canal   Rat^,  Tolls,  and    Charges   Provisional  Order  Bills   [Provisional  Order 
confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  323.] 

Canal    Tolls     and     Charges    Provisional    Order     (No.    3)    (Aberdare, 

&C,  Canals)  Bill  (No.  215)— Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lonls  and 
Commons  on  Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Bills  [Provisional 
Order  confirmerl]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printeti. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  324.] 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  4)  (Birmingham  Canal)  BiU 

(No.  252)— Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal 
Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Onler  Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  ui)on  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed  ,,,  ...  •••     786 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  325.] 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  5)  (Regent's  Canal)  Bill 

(No.  253) — RejK)rted  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lonls  and  Commons  on  Canal 
Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Orler  Bills    [Provisional   Order   confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [  Bill  326.] 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  6)  (Eiver  Lea,  &c)  BiU 

(No.  254) — Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal 
Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Bills  [  Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printe<l. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  327.] 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &c.) 

Bill  (No.  263)— Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Bills  [Provisional  Order  con- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  l>e  printe<l. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considerctl  upon  Thurstlay,  and  to  Ixj  printeti,     [Bill  328.] 
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(No.  264) — Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal 
Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
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Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considere  I  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  329.] 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  9)  (River  Larke) 

Bill  (SO'  265) — Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Onler  Bills  [Bill  not  proceeded  with]  ; 
Reix)rt  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed  ,„  ...  ...      787 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  10)  (Canals  of  the  Cale- 
donian and  North  British  Railway  Companies)  Bill  (No.  266)— Reported 

from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges 
Provisional  Order  Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  330.] 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  11)  (Lagan,  &o.  Canals) 

Bill  (No.  267) — Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of  Ix)rd8  and  Commons  on 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisif)nal  Order  Bills    [Provisional   Order  con- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  print e<l. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  33L] 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  12)  (Grand,   &c. 

Canals)    Bill  (No.   268) — Reported  from    the    Joint  Committee   of   Lortls  and 
Commons  on  Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Bills  [Provisional 
Order  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  332.] 

liiESSAfJE    FROM    THE    LORDS — 

That  they  have  agreed  to — 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  18)  Bill  •••  •••     788 

Tlnifonns  Bill  (No-  809)  —Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Trout  FisMng  (Scotland)  Bill  [Lordk]  (No-  279)— Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Cre-commuted)  Bill  (No.  316)— Considered  in 

Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Places  of  Worship  Sites  Bill  (No-  90)— Or«l^r  for  Second  Reading  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Poor  Law  Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannnation  Bill  (No-  240)— Order  for 

Second  Reading?  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Tramwayi  Bill  (No-  72)  —Order  for  Second  Readinuj  rea  I,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Ways  and  Means — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  towards  raakinc^  goo<l  tlio  Supply  srrantcd  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  yenr  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  lSiK">,  I  In-  .sum  of  CI7,71.'»,."».'>(J  be  grante«l 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  tlie  United  Kingdom, — {The  Chancellor  of  tlu: 
Ejcchrquer.^ 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
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ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 
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Equalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill  (No.  124)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (^Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — (^Mr.  Allan 

\xlOOSj  ...  .••  ...  ...  •••  •..       o^O 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  "  ...     834 
After  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  ...     895 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  agreed  to — 

Zanzibar  Indemnity  Bill, 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (No.  17)  Bill, 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  14)  Bill. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better 
regulation  of  quarries."     [Quarries  Bill  [^Lords']'] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  provisions  of  The  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887,  with  respect  to  chock  weighers."  [Coal 
Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [^Lords'].'] 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  312)— Considcrea  in  Committee,  and 

reported,  without  ameadment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  (:re'CommUted)  Bill  (No.  317)— 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported,  without  amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and 
passeo,  ,,,  ,,,  ,,,  ,,,  ,,,  «••      oJ/D 

Wats  and  Means — Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Bill— 

Resolution  [23rd  July]  reported  ; 

"  That  towards  makinpj  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  ISQ.'),  the  sum  of  £17,715,550  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  (il/r.  Mellor^  The   CluinceUor  of  the  Eachequer^  Sir  J,  T,  Hihhcrti) — Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time. 
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tequalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill  (No.  124) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [24th  July],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end 
of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — (^Mr, 
Alhan  Gibbs.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Debate  resumed  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     897 

After  Debate,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  rose  m  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put  "  ...  ...  ...     942 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put 
accordingly,  and  agreed  to.  • 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  » 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,"  and  add  the  words — 

"  Selec*i  Committee  composcil  of  all  the  Members  who  represent  London  constituencies, 
together  with  Fifteen  other  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
and  that  the  Committee  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  47  as  far 
as  they  are  applicable  : 

That  the  Chairmen's  Panel  nominatetl  under  Standing  Order  No.  40  do  appoint  one 
of  their  Members  to  be  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  and  that  the  provisions  of 
Standing  Order  No.  50  do  apply  to  the  Bill  when  reporteil  by  the  Committee," — (^8ir 
J.  Golds mid.^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question"  ...  ...  ...  ...  •••     946 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••     950 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next. 

Merchant  Shipping  {re-committed)  Bill  (No.  132) — 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1 . 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Prize  Courts  Bill  ^Lords']  (No.  311)— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time." 
Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow  ...  ...  ...     951 
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Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr.  CozenS' Hardy.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion   agreed  to;     Bill  read   a  second  time,   and 
committed  for  Wednesday  next. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No-  14)  Bill  (No.  236)— Lords  Amend- 

ments  agreed  to. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  17)  Bill  (No-  248)— Lords  Amend- 
ments agreed  to. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No-  1)  Bill  [Lordu']  (He  806)— Reported 

without  amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed. 

Bill  to  be  consideretl  To-morrow. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No-  2)  Bill  [Lords]  (No-  807) -Reported,  with 

Amendments  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 

be  printed      ...  ...  „,  „,  ...  ...     952 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Valuation   (Metropolis)   Bill  (No.   130)— Order  for' Second    Reading   read,    and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Borougfh  Fands  Act  (1872)  Amendment  Vi}!— Ordered  {Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Sir 

ThonuiM  Rte  ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  333.] 

Patent  Agents  Bill  (No.  18) — Spscial  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Patent 
Agents  Bill  brought  up,  and  read. 

Patent  Agents  Bill — Reported  without  amendment. 

Patent  Agents  Registration  Bill  (No.  143)— Reported  with  Minutes  of  Evidence 
and  an  Appendix. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printed.    [Bill  334]  ;  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  for  Monday  next. 

Special  Report  and  other  Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  235.] 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c. — 

Report  from  the  Joint  Committee,  in  respect  of  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children 
Bill  [Lord9'\y  brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  236.  ] 


LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  26. 

Representative  Peers  for  Scotland — 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  had 
received  (by  post)  from  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  of  Scotland  „,  ,„     953 

Minutes  of  the  election  of  the  Viscount  Falklan  I  and  the  Lord  Torphichen  as  two  of  the 
sixteen  Peers  of  Sontlani,  18th  instant,  in  room  of  Jam3d  David  Viscount  Strathallan, 
and  John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay,  deceased  ;  and 

Separate  Return  by  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  of  certain  Titles  of  Peerage  called  at  the 
said  election,  in  right  of  which  respectively  no  vote  had  been  received  and  counted  at 
any  election  for  fifty  years  then  last  past  (pursuant  to  Act  14th  and  15th  Vict, 
chap.  87.)  ; 

Ordered  that  the  said  Minutes  of  Election,  &c.,  be  printed.    (No.  176.) 

VOL.  XX Vn.    [fourth  series.]  [  rf  ] 
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Chairman  of  Committees : "  agreed  to :  House  in  Committee  accordingly :  The 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  Joint  Committee  made  :  Standing  Committee 
negatived  :  The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow, 
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PRIVATE    B  USINESS. 


Bristol  Tramways  Bill  [Lords^  {by  Order) — 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

New  Clause — 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Company  to  take  or  demand  on  Sunday,  or  any  Bank, 
or  other  public  holiday,  any  higher  rates  or  charges  than  those  levied  by  them  on 
ordinary  week-days, — (Jfr.  A.  C.  Morton,) 

Clause  brought  up,  aud  read  the  first  time  ...  ...  ...     999 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Clause  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  lOCO 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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MO  T I  ON. 


Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing  Powers)  Bill- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  explain  the  provisions  of  Part  II.  of  The 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act,  1890,  with  respect  to  powers  of  borrowing." 

Motion  agreed  to  ...  •••  •••  •••  •••  1028 

Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre^  Sir  Walter  Foster :) — Bill  presented,  and 
read  first  time.     [Bill  336.] 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


Xvicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill  (No.  176)— 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
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Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill — continued. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  5,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  tenancy,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  "  tenant," — {Mr. 
Hanhury)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1029 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  tenancy  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  213  ; 
Noes  1 59.— (Division  List,  No.  189)  ...  ...  ...  1046 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  5,  after  the  word  "holding,"  to 
insert  the  words 

"  which  is  valued  under  the  Acts  relating  to  the  valuation  of  rateable  property  in 
Ireland  at  not  more  than  thirty  pounds  a  year," — (^Mr.  Brodriok,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted"     ...  ...  1050 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  133  ;  Noes 
198.— (Division  List,  No.  190)       ...  ...  ...  ...  1060 

Several  other  Amendments  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "determined,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  once  only," — {Mr,  Hanbury)  •••  •••   1069 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "     •••  ...  1070 

After  Debate,  Mr.  Clancy  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put"  .••  ...  •••  •••  1083 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  162  ;  Noes  94. — (Division  List,  No.  191.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  the  words  'once  only'  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  107  ;  Noes  183.— (Division  List,  No.  192.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "  determined,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  by  legal  process  by  reason  of  the  non-payment  of 
rent  thereof," — {Mr,  Barton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted"      ...  •••  1085 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  141  ; 
Noes  198.— (Division  List,  No.  193)  ...  ...  ...   1101 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "determined,"  to 
insert  the  words  "otherwise  than  by  way  of  breach  of  statutory  con- 
ditions 2  to  6," — {Mr.  Barton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted"      ...  •••  1103 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House  ...  ...  ...  •••  1105 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  [Guarantee  and  Expenses] — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

♦'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  guarantee  advances,  not  exceeding 
£250,000,  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  make  proWsion  for  the  restoration  of  Evicted  Tenants  in 
Ireland,  and  to  charge  the  sums  require!  to  meet  such  guarantee  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom : 
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Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration,  &c. — continued. 

And  to  aathorize  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,,  of  anjr 
salaries,  remuneration,  and  expenses  which  may  become  payable  under  the  said  Act, '' 
-^Sir  J,  T.  mbbert.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  T.  fV.  Russell^) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Prize  Courts  Bill  [^Lords']  (No.  311)— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Objection  being  takcL,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow  ...   1106 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  (re-committed)  Bill  (Ho.316)— Committeb 

IProgressy  23rd  JulyJ} 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion   made,   and   Question  proposed,   "  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  Banbury.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  1)  (Canals  of  Great  Horthenx 
and  other  Bailway  Companies)  Bill  (No.  178)— As  amended,  considered ;  to 

be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgewater,  &c* 

Canals)  Bill  (No- 198) — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow   1 107 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  8)  (Aberdare,  &c-  Canals) 

Bill  (No.  216) — As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  5)  (B«gent*s  Canal)  Bill 

(No-  258) — As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &c-> 

Bill  (No-  268)— As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  8)  (Biver  Cam,  &c-)  Bill 

(No.  264) --As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  timo  To-morrow. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  10)  (Canals  of  the  Caledonian 
and  North  British  Bailway  Companies)  Bill  (No-  266)— As  amended,  con- 
sidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  12)  (Grand,  &c- 

Canals)  Bill  (No.   268)— As  amended,  considered  ;    to  be  read  the  third  time 
To-morrow. 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled  "  An  Act  to  further  amend  The  Industrial  School* 
Act,  1866."     [Industrial  Schools  Bill  [Lord^].] 

Industrial  Schools  Bill  [h.l.]— Reatl  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  335.] 

Consolidated  Pnnd  (No-  8)  Bill — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Market  Gardeners'  Compensation  Bill  (No.  805) -Order  for  Consideration,  as 

amended  by  the  Standing  Committee,  read,  and  discharged  •••  ...    1108 

Bill  withdrawn. 
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Heritable  Securities  (Sootland)  (recommitted)  Bill  (ITo.  316)— Ck)n8idered  in 

Committee ;  Committee  report  Profi^ress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Fbus  and  Building  Leases  (Scotland)  — 

Beport  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Minut^  of  Evidence  and  Appendix,  brought 
ap,  and  read. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  238.] 

Select  Committees — 

Betum  ordered,  "  of  the  number  of  Select  Committees,  appointed  in  the  Session  of  1894, 
including  the  Standing  Committees  and  the  Court  of  Beferees;  the  subjects  of 
inquiry ;  the  names  of  the  Members  appointed  to  serve  on  each  and  the  Chairman  of 
each  ;  the  number  of  cays  each  Committee  met,  and  the  number  of  days  each 
Member  attended  ;  the  total  expense  of  the  attendance  of  Witnesses  at  each  Select 
Committee,  and  the  name  of  the  Member  wlio  moved  for  such  Select  Committee  ;  also 
the  total  number  of  Members  who  served  on  Select  Committees  (in  the  same  form  as, 
and  in  continuation  of,  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  0.175,  of  Session  1893-94)," — 
CMr,  J.  E.  Ellis,) 

Adjournment  Motions  Under  Standing  Order  17 — 

Return  ordered,  **of  Motions  for  Adjournment  under  Standing  Order  No.  17,  showing 
the  date  of  such  Motion,  the  name  of  the  Member  proposing  the  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance,  and  the  result  of  any  division  taken  thereon  in  the  Session 
1894  (in  the  same  form  as,  and  in  continuation  of,  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  99,  of 
Session  1894),"— (.l^r.  J,  E,  Ellis.) 

Closure  of  Debate  (Standing  Order  25) — 

Return  ordered,  "  respecting  application  of  Standing  Order  No.  25  (Closure  of  Debate) 
during  Session  1894  (in  the  same  form  as.  and  in  continuation  of,  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  57,  of  Session  1894),"— (itfr.  J,  E.  Ellis,) 

LORDS,     FRIDAY,    JULY     27. 
Finance  Bill  (No.  168)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  ...  ...  ...   1109 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;     Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived  ;  aud  Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday  next  •••  ...   1110 

Licensing  Bill — 

Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Act,  1872 — Presented  {The   Lord  Norton,) 
After  short  Debate,  Bill  read  1*  ;  aud  to  be  printed  (No.  181)  •••  1113 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill  (No.  132)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order.) 

Amendments  made. 

Bill   re-committed    to   the    Standing   Committee ;  and   to   be   printed  as 
amended.     (No.  182)   •••  ...  ...  •••  ...  1114 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  179) — 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAc  Lord  Tweedmouth,) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  ...  ...  •••1115 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland;  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  180) — 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TAe  Lord  Tweedmouth.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  •••  •••  •••  1116 
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local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  15)  Bill  (Ho.   126)  — Bead  a* 

(according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills — 

The  Lord  Welby  added  to  the  Joint  Committee  :  And  a  Message  ordered  to  be  sent  to 
the  House  of  Commons  to  acquaint  them  therewith,  and  to  request  them  to  add  one 
of  their  Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  166)— House  in  Committee 

(according  to  Order)  :  The  Amendments  proposed  by  the  Joint  Committee  made : 
Standing  Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  on 
Monday  next. 

Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.]  (So,  171)— Amendments  reported  (according 
to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Parochial  Electors  (Begistration  Acceleration)   Bill  (No.  174)  — Bead  3* 

(according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

Business  of  the  House — 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  on  Monday  next,  in  order  to  its  being 
dispensed  with  for  that  day's  Sitting. 
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Bvicted  Tenants  (Ireland)    Arbitration    Bill    (Ho.    176)— Committbb— 

\_Progress^  26th  July]  .-  •••  ..  ...  1146 

Bill  considered  Id  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  **  determined,"  to 

insert  the  words  "  otherwise  than  for  breach   of  statutory  conditions  2 

to  6,"— (^r.  Barton.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *♦  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

After  Debate,  Mr.  J.  Morley  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put "  ...  •••  ...  —   1165 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  175  ;  Noes  119.  —  (Division  List, 
No.  194.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  131;  Noes  177.  —  (Division  List, 
No.  195.) 

Amendment  proposeil,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  **  determined,"  to 
insert  the  words  "otherwise  than  by  voluntary  surrender," — {Mr. 
IV,  Kenny,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      •••  ...  1156 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put  : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  144  ; 

Noes  190.— (Division  List,  No.  196)  ...  ...  ...  1159 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "determined,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  otherwise  than  on  a  purchase  by  the  landlord  of  the 
tenant's  interest," — (  Viscount  fFolmer.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  143  ; 
Noes  198. — (Division  List,  No.  197)  ...  ...  •••  1168 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "  determined,"  to 

insert  the  words 

"  otherwise  than  in  pursuance  of  an  order  of  a  Fudge  of  the  High  CJourt  of  Justice 
where  a  Receiver  has  been  appointed  by  the  High  Court," — (Afr.  Barton.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "  ...  1164 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  113  ; 
Noes  171. — (Division  List,  No.  198)  ...  ...  ...  1172 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "the  first 
day  of  May  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-nine,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "  the  thirty-first  day  of  October  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-two," — (J/r.  Hanhury,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause"      ...  ...  •••  ...  ...  ...  1174 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  137  ;  Noes 
72.— .(Division  List,  No.  199)         ...  ...  ...  ...1179 
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EviCTBD  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill — continued. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  7,  after  the  words  ^^seventy-nine/'  to 
insert  the  words  ^'  and  before  the  twentj-third  day  of  May  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-seven," — {Mr.  Barton.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  •••  1181 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  103  ; 
Noes  158.— (Division  List,  No.  200)  •..  ...  ...1197 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  7,  after  the  words  "seventy-nine," 
to  insert  the  words  "  and  the  former  tenant  thereof  is  now  resident  in 
Ireland," — {Mr.  Hanhury.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      •••  ...  1199 

After  Debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  after  the 
word  •*  thereof,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  his  personal  representative," — 
{Mr,  J.  Chamberlain)  ...  ...  ...  •••  1208 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment"  •••  .«•  ...  ...  ...   1212 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  1215 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
"resident,"  to  insert  the  words  "or  domiciled," — {Mr.  Barton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  1218 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  and  the  former  tenant  thereof,  or  his 
personal  representative,  is  now  resident  or  domiciled  in  Ireland '  be  there 
inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  110  ;  Noes  165. — (Division  List,  No.  201.) 

It  beiug  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to 

the  House. 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Parochial   Electors    (Registration   Acceleration)   Bill    (No.    282) — Lords 

Amendments  considered  ;  amendments  agreed  to. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  1)    (Canals  of   Great 
Northern  and  other  Railway  Companies)  Bill  (No.  178)— Ueaii  the  third 

time,  and  passed. 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgewater, 

&0.  Canals)  Bill  (No.  198) — Head  the  thir<l  time,  and  passed. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (K  o-  3)  (Aberdare>  &o*  Canals) 

Bill  (No,  216) — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  5)  (Regent's  Canal)  Bill 

(So,  263)— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &c.) 

Bill  (No-  263)— Read  the  third  time,  and  passeil. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  8)  (River  Cam,  &c)  BiU 

(No.  264)— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  „,  „,  ...   1219 

Canal   Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-    10)    (Canals    of  the 
Caledonian  and  North  British  Railway  Companies)  Bill  (No-  266)— 

Reail  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  12)  (Chrand,  &c-, 

Canals)  Bill  (No-  268) — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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Elementary  Eduoation  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  fto.)  Bill 

[Lordii]  (JTo,  310) — Reported,  with  Amendments  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [Lords]  (No.  300)— 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Provisional  Order   confirmed]  ;   as   amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Monday  next. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  202)— Reported  from  the   standing 

Committee  (Scotland). 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  243.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed.     [No.  243.] 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing  Committee,  to    be  taken  into  consideration  upon 
Thursday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  337.] 

Pbtroleum  [Inquiry  not  Completed] — 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read. 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  244.] 

Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill  [liords] — Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 

time  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  338.]  ,,,  ,,,    1220 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  haye  agreed  to — 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Valuation  of  Lands 

i Scotland)  Acts  in  reganl  to  the  duties  of  the  Assessor  of  Railways  and  Canals.*' 
Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Lords].] 

Convention  of  Eoyal  Bnrghs  (Scotland)  Act  (1879)  Amendment  BUl—Ordered 

(J/>*.    Parker    Smithy  Dr.    Clark,    Mr.    Cochrane^     Mr.    Donald     Crawford^  Mr. 
Rensliaw:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  339.] 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (No.  3)  Bill — Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported,  without 
Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  [Guarantee  and  Expenses] — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Question  again  proposed, 

'*  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  guarantee  advances,  not  exceeding 
£250,000,  chargai  on  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  make  provision  for  the  restoration  of  Evicted  Tenants  in 
Ireland,  and  to  charge  the  sums  rec^uired  to  meet  such  guarantee  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  : 

And  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any 
salaries,  remuneration,  and  expenses  which  may  become  payable  under  the  said  Act, 


[Sir  J.  T.  Hihhert.) 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

LORDS,    MONDAY,    JULY     30. 

Business  of  the  House — 

Standing    Order    No.   XXXIX.  considered    (according    to    Order),  and 
dispensed  with  for  this  day's  Sitting. 

Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  112)— 

Bill  read  3^  (according  to  Order)        •••  •••  •••  ...   1221 

After  short  Debate,  an  Amendment  agreed  to       •••  •••  •••  1222 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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Finance  Bill  (Vo.  168)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3%"— (TAe  Earl  of  Rosebery.) 

After  Debate, Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  3*  accordingly,  &nd passed      •••  1234 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  180)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  re-committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee  ...  •••  ...  ...  1236 

The  New  Zealand  Legislature — Question,  The  Earl  of  OqsIow  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The  Marquess  of  Bipon). 

Parocliial  Electors  (Eegistration  Acceleration)  Bill  (No-  174)-'ReturQed  from 

the  Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho-  178)— Amendments  reported 

(according  to  Order)  ;  further  Amendments  made ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  171)— Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Hantical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  179)— House  in  Committee  (according  to 

Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;    and    re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ;  Then 
(Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been  dispensed  with  for  this  day's  Sitting) 
read  2» ;  Committee  negatived  ;  Bill  read  3%  and  passed. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  1)  (Canals  of  the  Great 
Northern  and  certain  other  Bailway  Companies)  Bill  — Brought  from  the 

Commons ;  read  !•;  to  be  printed ;  an  I  referr3.l  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  181)        ,,,   1237 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgewater, 

&C.,    Canals)  -Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  !• ;  to  be  printed  ;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  185.) 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges   Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  ( Aberdare,  &c.,  Canals) 

Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1»  j   to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  186.) 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  5)  (Regent's  Canal)  Bill- 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ;  to  b2  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  187.) 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  7)  (Biver  Ancholme,  &c.) 

Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  188.) 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  8)  (Biver  Cam,  &c) Bill- 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  189.) 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No-  10)  (Canals  of  Caledonian 
and  North  British  Bailway  Companies)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ; 

read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  190.) 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  12)  (Grand,  &c*. 

Canals)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  !• ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.    (No.  191)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1238 
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Tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Limerick — Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffe  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     •••  •••  ...  1264 

Wages  in  Government  Dockyards  —  Question,   Sir  G.  Baden-Powell  ; 

Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson). 
Zobehr  Pasha  —  Question,  Sir  G.    Baden-Powell  ;  Answer,    The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey). 
The  Explosion  in  the  Solent — Question,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  1265 

Bar  Practice  at  Quarter  Sessions  —  Question,    Mr.    Weir;   Answer, 

^The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  1266 

Leighlinbridge  (County  Carlo w)  National  School — Questions,  Dr. 

Kenny,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Wages  at  the  Royal  Victoria  Yard  at  Deptpord  —  Question,    Mr. 

Fisher  ;  Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson). 
Religious  Tolerance    in    Hyde  Park — Questions,   Mr.  W.  Johnston  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  1267 
Naval  Service  on   the   Australian   Station— Question,  Mr.  Gourley ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle  worth)    .•.  1268 
The  Ventilation  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament — Question,  Mr,  Weir  ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone). 
Prosecutions  for  Drunkenness  at  Boyle — Question,  Mr.  Tully  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  1269 

New  Londonderry  Asylum — Question,  Sir  T.   Lea ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J,  Morley)  •••  ...  ...  1270 

The  Gubernador  Explosion  —  Questions,    Sir    E.    Ashmead-Bartlett; 

Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  1271 
Business  of  the  House — Notice,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 

W.  Harcourt)  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Thornton,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  Chaplin, 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W 

Harcourt). 
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MO  T  I  0  N. 


National  Education  (Ireland)  (Lbighlinbridoe  Female  School) — 

Motion  for  a  Return  thereon  (JDr.  Kenny)  •••  ...  •••  1272 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to, 

OBDERS     OF     THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY, — considered  in  Committee — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1891-5. 

Third  Vote  on  Account. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,683,150,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account, 
for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charges  for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1895,  namely  (see  Debates)    1273 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  (Class  I.,  Vote  13),  of  £10,000,  for  Rates  on  Government  Property,  be 
reduced  by  £100,"— (.Sir  il.  i2<;W*^)  ...  ...  ...  ...    1276 

After  short  Debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••  1278 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  (Class  II,  Vote  3),  of  £10,000,  for  the  Treasury  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments, be  reduced  by  £200,  in  respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury," 
—(Mr.  Bartley)  ...  ...  ...  ...  .„   1291 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  73  ; 
Noes  156. — (Division  List,  No.  202)  ...  ...  ...  1298 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  (Class  II.,  Vote  6),  of  £7,000,  for  the  Foreign  Office,  be  reduced  by  £100, 
in  respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State," — (Commander  Betkell)  , , ,   1314 

After  Debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  trt^A(iratr7i         ...  •••  ...   1340 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

«  That  the  Item  (Class  II.,  Vote  6),  of  £7,000,  for  the  Foreign  Office,  be  reduced  by  £500," 
— (ifr.  Curzan)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1343 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  ...  ...  1357 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

After  short  Debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  a^r66c? /o      ...  ...  1361 

Resolution   to   be   reported   To-morrow  ;   Committee   to   sit   again   upon 
Wednesday. 

Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  294)— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
After  short  Debate,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  Wednesday. 
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JCeroh  ant  Shipping  {re-committed)  Bill  (No.  321) — Committee — \ProgresSj 
25th  July.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(la  the  Committee.) 
"Clause  1. 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,'' — {Mr. 
Penrose  Fitz Gerald)    •••  •••  •••  •••  •«•  1363 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Industrial  Schools  Bill  ILords]  (No.  335)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Iduoation  Provisional    Order   Oonfirmation  (London)   Bill    [Lords]  (No. 

300)— As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Hementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Oonfirmation  (Barry,  Ac.)  Bill 

[Lords]  (No.  310) — ^A.8  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow      1364 

Mjbssage  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  agreed  to,— 

Local  Goyemment  Proyisional  Orders  (No.  15)  Bill. 

Statute  Law  Reyision  Bills,  ^^0., — That  they  haye  added  a  Lord  to  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Reyision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills,  and  request  this  House  to  add 
one  of  its  Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee. 

Consolidated  Fond  (No.  3)  Bill — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Prize  Courts  Bill  [Lards]  (No*  311) — Biead  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To- 
morrow. 

Adjournment — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

The  Crofters  Act  Amendment  Bill — Observations  thereon.  Dr. 
Macgregor. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

m 

LORDS,    TUESDAY,    JULY    31. 
Commission — 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Bojal  Assent  :— 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3.) 
Finance. 

Zanzibar  Indemnity.  ^ 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration.) 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  14.) 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No,  17.) 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  18.) 
VOL.  XXVIL  [fourth  series.]  [  ^  ] 
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TJnifomui  Bill  (Ho.  175)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAc  Lord  Chelmsford.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

BritiBh  Museum  (PurohaBO  of  Land)  Bill  (Ho.  178)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TAc  Earl  of  Rosehery.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next  •••  •••  •••  1367 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill  GIfo.  132)^Report6d  from  the  standing  Committee  with 
further  Amendments  :  the  Beport  of  the  Amendment  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  and  of  the  Amendments  made  by  Uie  Standing  Committee,  to  be 
receiyed  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  192.) 

Vautioal  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  179)— Reported  from  the  standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments :  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  193.) 

Public  Libraries  dreland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  ISO)— Reported  from  the 

standing  Committee  with  Amendments  :  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  194.) 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  17S)— Read  3*  (according  to 

Order) ;  an  Amendment  made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Common  ,«,  ld68 


COMMONS,    TUESDAY,    JULY    31. 
PROVISIONAL      ORDER     BILLS. 


Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  4)  (Birmingham  Canal)  Bill 
{hy  Order)  (Ho.  252)— 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 
After  short  Debate, 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners        •••  •#•  •••  1369 

The  House  went ; — and  being  returned  ; — 

ROTAL  ASSBNT — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to,— > 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Act,  1894. 

Finance  Act,  1894. 

Zanzibar  Indemnity  Act,  1894. 

Registration  Acceleration  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  14)  Act, 
1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  17)  Act, 
1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  18)  Act, 
1894. 
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Canal  Tolls  and  Oharges  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  4)  (Birmingham  OanaL) ..... 
Bill  (by  Order)  (So.  252)— 
Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 
After  Debate,  several  Amendments  agreed  to. 
BiH  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow  ...  ...  ...  1373 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  ILords]  {by  Order)  (No.  306)— 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  the  Liverpool  and  Walton-ou-the-Hill  Tramways 
Order,  to  insert,  as  a  new  paragraph,  the  words — 

(As  to  fares  on  holidays  and  Sundays.) 
"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Company  to  take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  on  any  bank 
or  other  public  holiday  any  higher  rates  or  charges  than  those  levied  by  them  on 
ordinary  week-days,"— (Jtfr.  A,  C.  Morton.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  Debate,  Question  put  : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  70  ;  Noes  139. 
—(Division  List,  No.  203)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1380 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  \_Lord8]  (by  Order)  (Ho.  307)— 

Amendment  proposed  to  Croydon  Extension   Order,  in  page  22,  to  leave 
out  paragraph  34a — 

"  The  promoters  or  any  Company  or  person  working  or  using  the  tramways  shall  not 
raise  their  fares  on  any  Sunday  or  public  holiday," — (J/r.  S.  Herbert.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  said  Order "  ...  ...  ...   1381 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  W,  Johnston^) — put,  and  agreed  to       ...  ...  1385 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

QUESTIONS. 


Police  Prosecl'tions  at  Naas  and  Newbridge — Questions,  Mr.  Kennedy  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Samoa — Question,   Mr.  Hogan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)         ...  •••  ...  ...  1386 

Rural  Post3IEX — Question,  Mr.  Hogan  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 

(Mr.  A.  Morley)       .    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1387 

Cemetery  Fees  at  Dalton-in-Furxess — Question,  Mr.  Carvell  Williams  ; 

Answer,  The    Secretary    of    State    for    the   Home   Department   (Mr. 

Asquith). 
Lord  Clanricarde's  Agent — Questions,  Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J. 

Morley)      •••  ...  ...  ...  ...  .••  1388 

Colonel  Longbourn,  R.M.,  and  the  Clanricarde  Agent — Question,  Mr. 

Roche  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr,  J.  Morley)       ...  1390 
Wyndham  Pit  Mine,  South  Wales — Question,  Mr.  Woods  ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  1391 

Liverpool  Telegraph  Clerks'  Grievances — Question,  Mr.  W.  Long  ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ••.  •••  1392 

BoDTKE     Police — Questions,     Mr.    W.    Redmond ;  Answers,  The   Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
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Thx  Clare  Magistracy  —  Question,    Mr.  W,   Redmond ;   Answer,    The 

Chief  Secretarj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morlej)     •••  ...  •••  1393- 

SOLDiERS*  Workshop.'^ — Question,  Colonel  Murray ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban nerman). 
Staihes  Bifle  Range — Questions,  Mr.   R.  G.   Webster,   Colonel  Howard 

Vincent ;  Answers,    The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannerman)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1394 

The  Post  Office  axd  the  National  Telephone  Company — Question, 

Mr.  Harry  Foster ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  1395 
Inland    Revenue   Business   in    Berwickshire — Question,   Mr.  Jacks ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  1396 

Dublin  Sorting  Office — Question,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ••»  •••  •••  ...  1397 

Imperial    Penny    Postage — Questions,  Captain     Sinclair,   Mr.   Henniker 

Heaton  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
Cruelty  to   Children — Question,   Mr.   Powell  Williams  ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  1398 

Military  and  Orphan  Funds  in  India — Question,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  ...  1399 

Indian  Forest  Service  Department — Question,  Sir  R.  Temple  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  ...  ...  1400 

Carlow  District  Lunatic  Asylum — Question,  Mr.  Barton  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     ...  •••  ...  1401 

Eviction  at  Mungret — Questions,  Mr.  Barton,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Evicted  Tenancies   in   Ireland — Question,  Mr.  Fisher ;   Answer,   The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     ...  ...  ...  140S 

Board  of  Irish  Lights — Questions,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

(Mr.  Bryce). 
Inspectors  of  Metalliferous  Mines — Questions,   Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther, 

Mr.  Woods,  Mr.  Stuart- Wort  ley  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  ...  ...  1404 

Sand  Heaps  in  London  Parks — Questions,  Mr.  Crosfield,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  •••  1405 

Rating  of  Government   Buildings — Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;    Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  •••  1406 

The  Dikbs  Ministry — Questions,  Mr.  Henniker  Heatou,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ; 

Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
The  Aioieman  Prisoners  in  Turkey — Question,  Mr.  Schwann ;  Answej^ 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  •••  1407 

Ar3iy  Medical  Staff — Question,  Mr.  M^Cartau  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)   •••  •••  ...   1408 

Wills  in  the  Welsh  Language — Question,  Mr.  Bryn  Roberts  ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  J.  Rigby). 

MO  TI  0  N. 


Business  of  the  House  (Procedure  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland) 
Arbitration  Bill) — Resolution — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  proceedings  in  Committee  and  on  Report,  and  on  the  Resolution  relating  to 
Guarantees  and  Expenses,  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill,  unless 
previously  disposed  of,  shall  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at  the  times  and  in  the  manner 
hereinafter  mentioneil :— 


\ 
\ 
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Business  op  the  House — continued. 

(a)  The  proceedings  in  Committee  on  Clause  1,  at  Eleven  [p.m.  on  Thursday,  2nd 
August ; 

(b)  The  proceedings  in  Committee  on  the  Money  Resolution,  and  on  Clauses  2  and  3, 
at  Eleven  p.m.  on  Friday,  3rd  August ; 

(c)  The  proceedings  on  Report  of  the  Money  Resolution,  and  in  Committee  on 
Clauses  4  and  5,  at  Eleven  p.m.  on  Monday,  6th  August ; 

(d)  The  proceedings  in  Committee  on  the  remaining  Clauses,  new  Government 
Clauses,  Schedules,  and  new  Government  Schedules  (if  any)  at  Eleven  p.m.  on 
Tuesday,  7th  Ai^gust ; 

(e)  That  the  Consideration  of  the  Report  be  appointed  for  Thursday,  9th  August, 
and,  if  not  previously  disposed  of,  the  proceedings  thereon  be  concluded  at  Eleven 
p.m.  on  that  day. 

At  the  said  appointed  times  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  sliall  put  forthwith  the  Question 
or  Questions  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair,  and 
shall  next  proceed  successively  to  put  forthwith  the  Question  on  any  Amendments 
moved  by  the  Government,  of  which  Notice  has  been  given  (but  no  other  Amend- 
ments), and  on  every  other  Question  necessary  to  dispose  of  the  allotted  business.  In 
the  case  of  new  Clauses  and.  Schedules  he  shall  put  only  the  Question,  That  such 
Clause  or  Schedule  be  added  to  the  Bill.  Until  the  conclusion  of  the  Committee,  as 
soon  as  such  allotted  business  has  been  disposed  of,  the  Chairman  shall  report  Pro- 
gress, ami  at  the  conclusion  he  shall  report  the  Bill  to  the  House.  The  Question  on 
the  Motion  appointing  the  next  consideration  of  the  Bill  shall  be  put  forthwith. 

Proceedings  under  this  Order  shall  not  be  interrupted  under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing 
Order  relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House. 

After  the  passing  of  this  Order  no  dilatory  Motion  on  the  Bill,  nor  under  Standing 
Order  17,  nor  Motion  to  postpone  a  ('lause,  shall  be  received,  unless  moved  by  a 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  any  such  Motion  shall  be  put 
forthwith," — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Eafohequer)  ...  .„  ,,,    1411 

AmeDdment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  This  House  regrets  that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  having  thought  fit  to  urge  upon 
the  attention  of  a  Parliament  exhausted  by  18  months'  continuous  Session  a  measure 
violent  and  novel  in  its  character,  based  upon  no  adequate  inquiry,  and  involving  the 
most  controverted  problems  connected  with  the  agrarian  question  in  I  reland,  should 
endeavour  to  pass  it  through  its  various  stages  by  methods  which  deprive  the 
minority  of  their  just  rights,  make  fair  discussion  impossible,  and  are  calculated  to 
bring  the  proceedings  of  this  Honse  into  deserved  contempt,"—^ .l/r.  A,  J.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  staud  part  of 
the  Question ''  •••  ...  ...  ...  ...  1418 

^fter  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  217;  Noes  174. — 
(Division  List,  No.  204)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1446 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


ORDERS    OF     THE     DAY. 


SUPPLY— Report— 

Resolution  [30th  July]  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1894-95. 

(Third  Vote  on  Account.) 

"That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,583,150,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account, 
for  or  towards  de&aying  the  Charges  for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1895." — [See  page  1273]       1447 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

After  Debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  '^  £3,o83,150,'*  in  order 
to  insert  £3,583,050,"— ((7o/o/i€/ ;^oii7arrf  Vincent)  ...  ...  1480 
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SUPPLY — Report — continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  £3,583,150'  stand  part  of  the  Resolution  "...  1484 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  ...  ...  1486 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with 
the  Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  •••  1492 

Industrial  SohoolB  Bill  ^Lords']  (No.  SS5)— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  without 
Amendment. 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  agreed  tu — 

Finance  Bill. 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  .3)  Bill. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  *'  An  Act  to  confer  additional  powers  on  Boards 
of  Conciliation  and  Arbitration,"     [Boards  of  ConciliatioH  Bill  [^Lords'].'] 

And  also  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Copyhold  Acts."  [Copyhold 
Consolidation  Bill  \ Lords'].'] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  CN"©.  16)  Bill  (No.  237)— Lords  Amend- 
ments <z^ref&<2  ^r^  „,  ,••  •••  •••  ...  1^93 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [Lords']  (iTo.  300)— • 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &o.)  Bill 

\Litrdi(]  (No.  310) — Rea<l  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 

Public  Accounts  Committee — 

Fourth  Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  Appendix,  brought  up,  and  read. 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  249.] 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [Lords]  —Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  340.] 

Quarries  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  341.] 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  *'  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to,  and  Protection  of.  Children."  [Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children  Bill  [Lords].] 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  342.] 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  [Guarantee  and  Expenses] 
Bill — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  guarantee  advances,  not 
exceeding  £250,000,  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund,  in  pursuance  of 
any  Act  of  the  present  Se^ion  to  make  provision  for  the  restoration  of  Evicted  Tenants 
in  Ireland,  and  to  charge  the  sums  required  to  meet  such  guarantee  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

And  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any 
salaries,  remuneration,  and  expenses  which  may  become  payable  under  the  said  Act/*— 
iSir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1494 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
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Priie  Courts  Bill  iLords]  (Ho.  311)— Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
Statitte  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c. — 

Message  from  the  Lords  [30th  July],  requesting  this  House  to  nominate  an  additional 
Member  to  the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Channing  be  added  to  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  this  House 
to  join  with  the  Committee  appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law  Bevision  Bills  and 
Consolidation  Bills. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith,— (iVr.  T,  B, 
JSllis,^ 

Industrial  Schools  Bill  [J^ords]  (Ho*  335) —Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  i^ead  the  third  time,  and  passed,  without  Amendment. 

Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat  (Ho*  2  Bill  (Ho.  46)— Order  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate  on  Second  Reading  [4th  April]  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

COMMONS,   WEDNESDAY,    AUGUST    1. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Evicted      Tbnants      (Ireland)      Arbitration      [Guarantee      and 
Expenses] — 

Resolution  reported ; 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  guarantee  advances,  not  exceeding 
£250,000,  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  make  provision  for  the  restoration  of  Evicted  Tenants  in 
Ireland,  and  to  charge  the  sums  required  to  meet  such  guarantee  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  : 

And  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any 
salaries,  remuneration,  and  expenses  which  may  become  payable  under  the  said  Act     1497 

Resolution  agreed  to, 

Svicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill  (Vo.  1?6) — Committee.    [/Vo- 
gress^  27th  July,"] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(lu  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  8,  after  the  word  '*  representative,*' 

to  insert  the  words — 

*'  Not  being  an  administrator  who  has  obtained  letters  of  administration  as  a  creditor,*' 
--(^Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1498 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.^' 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  words  '^the  land> 
lord  is  in  occupation  of  the  holding  and  that," — {Mr,  Sexton,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  ^  the  landlord '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause        •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  150o 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  128  ;  Noes  57. 
— (Division  List,  No.  205)  ...  •••  •••  •••  1632 
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Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  ^iLL-^continued. 
Further  AmeDdments  agreed  to. 
Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to         •••  •••  •••  •••  1536 

Clause  2,  after  Debate,  amended  and  agreed  to    •••  «««  •••  1541 

Clause  3. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  10,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  created 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act,^^  and  insert  the  words  *'  bona  fide  created 
before  the  19th  day  of  April,  1894,"— (Jtfr.  J.  Morley.) 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,"  put,  and  negatived  •••  •••  •••  •••  1542 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  created,"  the  words  "  at  least  two  years," — (^Mr,  Clancy,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1543 

After  Debate,  Question  put  : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  14  ;  Noes 
181. — (Division  List,  No.  206)       ...  •••  •••  •••  1545 

Words  inserted. 

After  short  Debate,  and  further  Amendments  made, 

Clause,  as  amended,  a^r^edf  ^o  ...  ...  ...  ...  1551 

Clause  4. 

After  Debate,  it  being  after  half -past  Five  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the  House         •••  ,  •••  •••  1553 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  294)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time," — {Dr,  Macgregor,) 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  Second 
Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow     ...  •••  •••  ...  1554 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Previsional  Order  (Ho.  4)  (Birmingham  Canal)  Bill 

(Vo.  252) — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho,  1)  Bill  [Lords']  (Ho.  808)— Read  the  third 

tinofe,  and  passed,  without  Amendment. 

Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill  [i^c^r^i*]— Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
apon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  344.] 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  BiU  [Lords]  (Ho.  298)— Considered  in  Com- 
mittee, and  reported,  without  Amendment ;  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Settled  Land  Act  (1882)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  320)— Order  for  Second  Reading 

read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Agriooltoral  Education  in  Elementary   Schools  Bill  (Ho.  59)— Oider  for 

Second  Reading  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 
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Grown  Lands  Bill  (Ho.  4) — Reported  from  the  Select  Ck)inmittee,  with  MinatM  of 

Svidenoe. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  262.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed.    [No.  352.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  re-committed  to  a  (committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  Friday,  and  to 
be  printed.    [Bill  343.] 

Food  Products  Adulteration — 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read 
[Inquiry  not  completed]  ...  ...  ...  ...  1665 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  2.53.] 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [X/>r^]— Bead  the  first 

time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  345.] 

Trusts  Administration — 

The  Select  Committee  on  Trusts  Administration  was  nominated. 

Oidered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records : 

Ordered,  That  Five  he  the  quorum,— (i!/r.  T.  E,  EIU4.) 

Adjournment — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn/* 

Business  of  the  House — 

After  short  Debate  thereon,  Motion  agreed  to. 
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Sat  First — 
Ijord  Coleridge,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [^-^v]  (Ho.  12)— Returned  from  the 

Commons  agreed  to. 


ial  Schools  Bill  [h.l.]  (H"©.  162)-— l^etumed  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [Lords^  (No.  43)— Returned  from 

the  Commons  agreed  to. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  16)  Bill  (No.  128)— Returned  from 

the  Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  56)— 
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Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  ftoO  Bill 
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Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills— 
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Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  as  requested  hy  their  Lordships. 

Chimney   Sweepers  Bill  (Ho.  192)— Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order), 
and  Bill  to  he  read  3*  To-morrow. 


Knsenm  (Purchase  of  Land)  Bill  (Ho.  173)— House  in  Committee  (accord- 
ing  to  Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment :  Standing  Committee  n^^atiyed ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow  ...  ...  ...  ...1668 
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Fowler)      ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1584 

Jabez  Balfour — Question,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  ...  1585 
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the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
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Evicted   Tenants    (Ireland)    Arbitration   Bill — Committee.      IProgressy 
pc?/  Ist  August,^ 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  •••  •••  •••  ...  1586 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4. 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 
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Bill  reported,  with  an  amended  Title  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  346.] 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill  (No.  246)— 

Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing  Committee,  considered. 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of,  it  being 
Midnight,  Further  Proceeding  stood  adjourned  •••  •••  1660 

Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  (Ho.  166)— 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
After  short  Debate,  Committee  lef erred  till  To-morrow  .«.  ..•  1661 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  (No.  840)- 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr.  Asquith.) 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
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Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
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After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow  •••  •••  •••  1664 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  ID  (Lagan,  &o.  Canals)  Bill 

(by  Order)  (No-  267)^ As  amended,  considered  ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Prize  Courts  Bill  \ Lords]  (No.  311)— Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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Monday^  16th  July  1894. 


PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (No.  3)  BILL.- (No.  131).) 
Read  3*  (according    to    Order),    and 
passed. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.--(No.  142.) 
Read    3*  (according   to    Order),    and 
passed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  121.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

VOL.  {XXVIL    [FOURTH    SERIES.] 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.  125.) 

Read  3**  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Ameudmcnts,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

INDUSTRIAL    SCHOOLS    BILL    [h.l.] 

(No.  152.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHING   ENGINES 

BILL.— (No.  158.) 
Amendments   reported   (according    to- 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow* 

STATUTE    LAW   REVISION    BILL    [H.L.]. 

/         (No.  161.) 

Read   2*  (according  to  Order)  ;    and 

referred    to    the    Joint   Committee    on 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consoli- 

I  dation  Bills. 
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COAL  MINES  (CHBCK  WEIGHER)  BILL. 
[H.L.].—(No.  153.) 
House  iu  Committee  (accord  iDg  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half -past  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday^  16th  July  1894. 


PR  IV  ATE    B  USINE  S  S. 


LONDON     STREETS     AND     BUILDINGS 

BILL  (by  Order). 

Motion  made,  and  Question   proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Lon<lon  Streets  and 
Buildings  (re-c<mimftted)  Bill,  Standing  Orders 
84,  214,  215,  and  239  be  su8j)ended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  consideration  pro- 
vided amended  prints  shall  have  been  previously 
deposited." 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  moved  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  "  be,"  in  order  to  insert  "  considered 
upon  this  day  three  months/^  He  said 
he  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
in  the  somewhat  difficult  task  he  had 
undertaken.  The  Committee  to  which 
the  Bill  had  been  referred  had  been  ap- 
pointed on  his  own  Motion,  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  Members  of  that 
Committee  had  done  their  work  in  a 
most  exemplary  manner.  If  he  objected 
to  the  Bill  in  its  present  form  it  was. 
rather  because  of  the  materials  upon 
which  the  Committee  had  to  work  than 
because  of  anything  that  was  done  or 
left  undone  by  the  Committee.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  would  not  take  offence  at 
his  action.  He  objected  to  the  policy 
which  had  been  pursued  in  regard 
to  this  Bill.  Ho  was  of  opinion 
that  a  great  province  like  London 
ought  to  be  governed  not  by 
Private  Bill  legislation,  but  by '  Public 
Acts.  In  the  present  instancy  the 
Public  Acts,  nine  in  number,  iinder 
.which  London  had  been  governed  for  a 


great  many  years,  were  proposed  to  be 
repealed.     One  of  the  counsel  represent- 
ing the  London  County  Council  before 
the    Committee    stated    that     the    Bill 
covered   many  thousands  of  cases,  and 
affected  the  interests  of  a  vast  popula- 
tion.    The  policy  of  the  House  had  been 
for  very  many  years  past  not  to  resort  to 
Private    Bill   legislation,    but,    on     the 
contrary,  to  substitute  as  far  as  possible 
Public  for  Private  Bills.  This  policy  had 
been  carried  out  in  the  Railway  Clauses 
Consolidation    Act,  the  Lauds   Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  the    Municipal  Cor- 
porations   Act,   and    similar    measures. 
Recently  a  Bill  was  carried  through  the 
House  without  opposition  for  the  pur- 
pose of  embodying  in  a  Public  Act  many 
of  the  provisions  that  had  been  put  in  a 
Private  Act  by   a   Committee  upstairs.  , 
This  showed  that  the  tendency  of  the 
House    was    to    minimise   Private  Bill 
legislation    as   far   as    possible,   and   to 
maximise  Public  Statute  Law  in  regard  to 
these  matters.     All  the  great  municipal 
towns  in  the  country  were  governed  by 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  but  that 
Act  did  not  apply  to  London.     The  Acts 
under  which  London  had  been  governed 
were  the  Metropolis  Management  Acts, 
which  would  be  practically  repealed,  and 
the    Buildings   Acts,   which   would    be 
repealed  by  this  Bill.    As  some  Members 
did  not  agree  with  him  as  to   the  im- 
portance of  substituting  public  for  private 
law   in    regard    to   the    government   of 
London,  he  would  give  some  reasons  why 
ihis  should  be  done.     In  the  first  place, 
public  law  was  known,  or  might   have 
been  known,  to  every  person  in  the  land. 
Public  Bills  were  discussed  in  the  House 
and  held  over  from  time  to  time  in  order 
that   they  should  be  thoroughly  under- 
stood, while  every  Member  could  get  a 
copy  of  a  Public  Bill,  and  everything  in 
connection  with  it  was  done  publicly  and 
aboveboard.     Very  few  Members  of  the 
House,  however  careful  they  might  be  to  • 
watch    the    proceedings,   could   by   any 
possibility  keep  pace  with  Private  Bill 
legislation,  which  was  relegated  to  Com- 
mittees upstairs.     It  was  a  A-ery  difficult 
thing  for  a  Member  of  the  House  to  get 
a  copy  of  a  Private  Bill,  and  there  was  a 
greater  amount  of  what  he  might  venture 
to  call,  not  in  the  bad  sense  of  the  term, 
secrecy  in  the  mode  in  which  Private  Bill 
legislation   was   carried   on.     This   was 
necessarily  so,  because  no  Member  could 
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keep  his  eyes  upon  all  the  Private  Bills. 
He  felt  that  as  regarded  London  it  was 
more  important  to  have  public  legisla- 
tion than  it  was  to  have  it  with  regard  to 
anj  Municipal  Corporation  in  the  country. 
All  the  great  towns  except  London  had 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  to  fall 
back  upon,  and  all  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion must  be  in  conformity  with  that  Act. 
If  any  Private  Bill  did  not  conform  with 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Acts  a  Re- 
port had  to  be  made  to  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  divergence  from  that  Act. 
In  the  present  case,  though  the  Bill 
before  the  House  was  one  of  vast  im- 
portance, and  though  it  proposed  to 
repeal  some  nine  or  10  Public  Acts,  no 
Report  whatever  had  been  presented  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  with 
regard  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and 
their  bearing  upon  the  public  law. 
Perhaps  it  might  be  that  the  Local  Go- 
Ternment  Board  felt  that  in  this  par- 
ticular instance,  as  the  proposal  of  the 
promoters  was  to  repeal  all  the  public 
Acts  referred  to,  it  was  not  necessary  to 
make  a  Report  to  the  House  upon  it,  but 
he  thought  this  was  all  the  more  reason 
why  there  should  have  been  a  Report  as 
to  tbe  nature  of  the  changes  made  by  the 
Bill.  He  might  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  Stuart) 
that  he  had  followed  him  into  the  Lobby 
over  and  over  again  when  complaint  had 
been  made  with  regard  to  action  taken 
under  Private  Acts,  because  he  felt  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  watch 
Private  Bill  legislation  whore  it  touched 
public  rights.  It  might  be  suggested 
that  the  Loudon  County  Council  was 
80  far  superior  to  the  Municipalities 
of  the  Kingdom  that  it  would  not 
degenerate  into  some  of  the  proposals 
that  came  before  the  House.  He  was 
not  so  sure  of  that,  but  in  any  event  he 
did  not  accept  the  plea  that  it  was  less 
important  to  have  public  law  for  London 
than  it  was  to  have  public  law  for  the 
Municipalities  of  the  Kingdom,  or  that 
the  London  County  Council  was  less 
likely  to  go  wrong  than  the  Munici- 
palities. If  any  interest  were  adversely 
affected  by  this  Bill  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  call  upon  a  Member  to  bring 
forward  an  amending  Bill,  as  the  only 
chance  of  effecting  an  Amendment  would 
be  by  putting  into  motion  the  expensive 
l^nd  costly  enactment  of  Private  Bill 
legislation.    It  was    almost  impossible 


for  any  interest,  however  large,  except 
those  represented  by  wealthy  Corpora- 
tions and  companies,  to  call  into  existence 
that  machinery.  The  present  Bill 
affected  a  vast  variety  of  interests  all 
over  the  Metropolis,  and  if  those  interests 
were  injured  all  they  could  do  would  be 
to  resort  to  Private  Bill  legislation,  and 
the  ratepayers  of  London  would  be 
mulcted  in  a  portion  of  the  expenses, 
whilst  the  private  interest  affected  would 
have  to  pay  twice  over.  Had  the  Bill 
passed  in  its  original  form  he  believed 
that  London  would  have  been  up  in  arms, 
as  the  interests  that  would  have  been  in- 
terfered with  would  have  been  of  a  vast 
character.  The  Bill  had  been  shorn  by 
the  Committee  of  some  of  its  worst 
features.  In  the  form  in  which  it  passed 
the  Second  Reading  the  measure  absolutely 
proposed  that  the  County  Council  should 
be  able  to  make  bye-laws  of  any  kind 
irrespective  of  the  Act,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  put  in  a  clause  providing  that 
such  bye-laws  should  only  bo  valid  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  tbe  Act.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  General 
Powers  Bill  of  the  London  County  Council 
had  also  to  be  amended  by  the  House, 
and  it  was  obvious  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  Members  to  watch  the 
London  Countv  Council.  He  had  all 
through  been  a  supporter  of  the 
London  County  Council,  believing  as  he 
did  that  it  was  going  to  do  great  things 
for  London.  It  was  because  he  held  that 
belief,  however,  that  he  thought  Mem- 
bers ought  to  watch  the  County  Council 
and  see  that  they  did  not  take  a  false  step. 
The  Bill  was  an  immensely  better  Bill 
since  it  had  been  amended  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  had  it  been  a  Public  Bill  he 
would  not  have  raised  his  voice  against 
it.  He  felt  that  the  action  he  had  taken 
earlier  in  the  Session  had  been  justified 
by  tbe  results.  He  would  mention  one 
point  to  show  how  careful  Members 
ought  to  be  in  regard  to  putting  into 
Private  Acts  conditions  that  had  hitherto 
been  in  Public  Acts.  Members  who  knew 
anything  about  architecture  knew  what 
"footing"  meant.  The  footing  of  a 
house  meant  the  absolute  foundation  of 
the  walls  on  which  the  House  stood. 
Without  a  footing  the  house  would  topple 
over  and  fall  to  pieces.  On  tbe  sugges- 
tion of  counsel  representing  the  Duke  of 
Westminster,  power  was  given  by  the 
Committee  to  the  London  County  Council 
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to  dispeuse  with  "footing"  subject  to  the 
approval  of  tlie  surveyors  in  the  various 
districts  of  London.  He  thought  this 
was  a  dangerous  power,  and  uo  such 
power  existed  under  the  Acts  proposed  to 
be  repealed  by  the  Bill.  Apart,  how- 
ever, from  any  defects  in  the  Bill  itself, 
he  objected  to  the  Bill  as  a  niatter  of 
public  policy  on  the  ground  of  its  being 
a  substitute  for  a  number  of  Public  Acts 
that  had  been  on  the  Statute  Book  for 
many  years.  If  he  could  have  proposed 
that  this  Bill  could  have  been  transformed 
into  a  Public  Bill,  or  that  after  its 
passage  it  could  be  published  amongst  the 
Public  Statutes,  it  would  have  removed 
some  difficulties  he  felt  with  regard  to 
it ;  but,  as  it  was,  he  felt  he  had  no  other 
course  open  to  him  but  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  considered  that  day  three 
months. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  Bill  be  considered  upon  this  day 
three  months." — (Mr.  Howell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Hallum)  said,  that  the  discussion 
started  by  the  hon.  Member  was  essen- 
tially of  an  academic  character.  Ho  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  could  hardly  believe  that 
at  this  late  stage  the  fruits  of  the 
laborious  inquiry  which  had  taken  place, 
and  the  great  expenditure  that  had  been 
incurred,  should  be  entirely  cast  away  by 
a  vote  of  the  House.  He  thought  it 
right  that  the  House  should  be  remiudeil 
*  that  there  was  perhaps  no  Member  of 
the  House  who  was  less  entitled  to  pro- 
pose the  Amendment  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself.  Not  only  could  it  be  argued 
in  regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  the  House  was  fully  seised  of 
the  particular  issue  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  when  it  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time«  but  it  could  be  pointeil  out  that  its 
attention  was  specially  drawn  by  the 
hon.  Member  himself  to  the  particular 
aspect  of  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  hon.  Member's  opposition 
was  finally  withdrawn  on  terms  practi- 
cally of  his  own  choosing,  which  were 

Mr.  Howell 


that  the  Bill  should  be  referred,  not  to 
the  ordinary  Private  Bill  Committee  of 
four  Members,  but  to  a  Hybrid  Committee 
consisting    of    an    exceptionally     large 
number    of   Members.     The   Bill    now 
came   before   the   House  for  considera- 
tion, after  having  been  examined  by  the 
Hybrid  Committee,  and  it  was  under  such 
circumstances    that    the    hon.    Member 
raised   this    discussion.      Having  had  a 
Parliamentary  experience  as  long  as  that 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  having  presided 
over  the  Committee  which  considered  the 
Bill,   he  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  did    not 
think  the  precedents  quoted  by  the  hon* 
Member  in  support  of  his  view  at  all 
applied   to   the  case.      The   regulations 
applicable    to   streets   and   buildings    in 
provincial  boroughs  were  almost  invari- 
ably contained,  not  in  Public  but  in  Pri- 
vate Acts.     It  was  obvious  that  a  Bill 
of   this  kind,   whether  it  were  called  a 
Public  or  a  Private  Bill,  must  be  brought 
in  upon  notice,  must  go  before  the  ex- 
aminers, and  must  be  referred  not  to  a 
Committee  of  the  House,  but  to  a  Hybrid 
Committee,  having  the   power   to   hear 
witnesses,  and  so  on.      The  labour  and 
trouble  that  had  to  be  gone  through  was 
greater  in  regard  to  Private  Bills  than  in 
regard  to  Public  Bills.    While  ther^  was 
the  same  lengthy  discussion  before  the 
Committee,  the  same  expense  incurred, 
and  the  procedure  up  to  this  point  prac- 
tically identical,  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  what  was  the  differ- 
ence of  the  fate  of  the  Bill  on  sifbsequont 
stages.     It  was  this :     In  the  case  of  a 
Public  Bill  the  subsequent  fate  of  it,  after 
all  that   labour   and   expense   expended 
upon  it,  might  be  to  make  it  the  sport  of 
the   political  exigencies  of  the  Session, 
whereas   in  regard  to  a  Private  Bill,  it 
was  sure  of  its  opportunity  of  being  con- 
sidered.     Under  all   the   circumstances, 
he  asked  the  House  to  say  that  this  Bill 
had  received   not  only  ordinary  discus- 
sion, but   even  more  than  the  ordinary 
discussion  given  to  Public  bills, and  there- 
fore to  treat  this  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
as  having  no  doubt  raised  a  subject  of 
great  academic   importance,  but  not   aa 
one  requiring  the  serious  consideration  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  he 
rarely  had  the  pleasure  of  finding  himself 
in  sympathy  with  members  of  the  London 
County  Council ;  but  as  his  name  ap- 
peared upon  the  back  of  the  Bill,  ha 
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would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  not 
to  press  the  Motion  he  had  made.  As 
his  hon.  Friend  was  aware,  he  (Mr.  Cohen) 
had  condemned  the  resort  to  Private 
Bills  to  the  somewhat  clandestine  and 
^jomewhat  costly  process  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  ;  but  he  hoped  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  on  this  occasion  be  content 
with  the  discussion  he  had  raised.  This 
Bill  was  not  only  not  condemned,  but 
was  approved  by  his  hon.  Friend  opposite, 
and  advocated  by  him  in  The  Times  on 
the  5th  April.  The  interests  of  the 
people  of  London  were  affected  by  this 
Bill  in  such  a  way  as  he  hoped  would 
lead  the  House  to  support  the  measure. 
It  was  true  that  it  repealed  some  Acts  of 
Parliament  which  were  passed  in  1844, 
1855,  1860,  1861,  1862,  1869,  and  1871, 
but  he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend,  if  this 
Bill  before  them  was  the  good  and  urgent 
Bill  he  admitted,  if  it  was  a  legitimate 
Bill,  and  one  founded  on  an  equitable 
basis,  whether  they  ought  to  wait  until 
they  could  repeal  those  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment by  incorporating  into  a  Public  Bill 
the  provisions  contained  in  the  present 
Bill,  or  whether  they  should  not  proceed 
as  they  had  done  with  the  Bill  before  the 
House  ?  The  House  of  Commons  was  now 
congested  with  a  pressure  of  business 
Buch  as  was  never  known  in  the  days 
when  those  Acts  were  passed.  The  Bill 
was  one  in  the  interests,  almost,  of 
humanity,  and  therefore  be  thought  they 
ought  not  to  reject  it  on  the  mere  tech- 
nical ground  of  procedure. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Sham  - 
Lefevke,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  opposite  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  if,  after  all 
the  labour  expended  upon  the  Bill  by 
the  Committee  which  was  presided  over 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley),  they  were  to  reject  the 
Bill.  By  a  very  fortunate  circumstance, 
it  had  been  possible  to  deal  with  a  most 
important  matter  by  a  Private  Bill.  The 
hoD.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  having  moved  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Committee 
instead  of  to  an  ordinary  Committee,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not 
BOW  to  object  to  the  measure.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  pass  the  present  stage 
of  the  Bill. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 

the  new  clause  standing  in  his  name,  he 

thought,  would  receive   the  support  of 

every  Member  of  the  House.     Sometime 
ago  he  moved  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  should  consider  the  ques- 
tion, but  the  House   thought   it  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  the  Bill  ;  but  this 
clause  simply  asked  that  after  the  pass- 
ing of   the  Act  the   site   and   premises 
should  be  drained  in  such  a  way  as  to 
carrv  awav  all  surface  water,  and  that 
the   drainage   should    be    done    to    the 
satisfaction     of     the    Local    Authority. 
The     only     interest     that      was      not 
protected     by     this     clause     was    that 
of     the     dishonest     builder     and     the 
dishonest  surveyor,  and  the  sooner  they 
took  action  to  prevent  dishonest  people 
putting  in  bad  and  improper  work  the 
better.       He  could  not  conceive  how  the 
promoters  of  a  Bill,  which   was  in  Com- 
mittee 22  days,  and  before  whom  were 
called  an  army  of  experts,  could  allow  a 
Bill   of    214    clauses    to   pass    without 
noticing  this  first  and    most    important 
matter  in  the  construction  and  building 
of  a  house.       What  was  the  value  of  a 
house  if  the  water  was  soaking  through 
the  flooring  and  through  the  walls,  lay- 
ing the  seeds  of  disease  and  rheumatism, 
diphtheria,    typhoid,    and    many   other 
diseases  ?    ■  The  large  majority  of  the 
houses  in  the  suburbs  of  London  were 
affected  with  damp  through  not  protect- 
ing the  premises  from  surface  drainage. 
If  they  went  to  the  County  Council  they 
were  told  they  had  no  power,  and  the 
Local    Authority   said   the  same  thing. 
Of  course,  they  might  be  told  that  the 
bye-laws   of   the   County  Council   were 
approved  by  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
that  they  could  provide  that  the  site  of 
the  House  should  be  covered  with  con- 
crete for  at  least  six  feet.     He  had  here 
a  sample  of  concrete  he  had  taken  from 
the  floor  of  a  house,  and  this  material 
wjis  composed  of  coke,  breeze,  cinders, 
earthy  matter,  and  a  little  lime.     He  had 
to   hold    it   in  the  most  careful  manner 
because   it  crumbled  and   was  not  con- 
crete at  all.       He  was  afraid  that  in  a 
large  number  of  cases  no   provision  was 
made  for  concrete,  and  one  was  inclined 
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to  oak  where  the  dietriot  eurveyor  was 
and  what  were  tbe  Local  Authorities 
doing  ?  He  thought  gome  provision 
should  be  made  through  thU  Bill  to  give 
power  to  the  Local  Authority  or  the 
Ooanty  Council  to  see  that  these  sites 
were  free  from  damp,  bo  that  the 
health  of  tbo  people  might  be  preserved. 
All  he  asked  was  that  those  in  charge  of 
this  Bill  should  insert  some  clause  that 
wouldpreventthedangerous  work  of  these 
builders  being  carried  out.  When  this 
Btate  of  things  existed  iu  the  better  class 
of  houses,  what  could  it  be  iu  the  houses 
of  city  clerks  and  working  moii  ?  And 
there  were  tens  of  thousands  of  such 
houses  which  were  in  a  most  iusanitary 
condition  and  bad  to  an  alarming  extent. 
He  would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  longer,  but  ho  hoped  that 
those  in  chaj-ge  of  the  Bill  would  not 
now,  as  on  tbe  former  occasion,  object  on 
the  ground  that  the  Bill  was  already 
overloaded.  A  month  ago  he  was  told 
the  Bill  was  overloaded,  and  that  his  lo- 
struotion  would  render  its  passage  im- 
possible, bnt  since  then  they  had  added 
22  clauses  to  it. 

New  Clause — 

(Drainage  of  Sites  of  Houecb.) 

"  The  site  of  everj  honse  and  [iremiBCS  to  be 
built  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall  be 
drained  in  unch  «  mnnner  oi  to  entry  sway  all 
surface  vraier,  and  sucb  dmnege  ehaO  be  done 
to  the  satiEfaction  of  tbe  Local  Authority." — 
(Jfr.  Weir.) 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  J.  STUART  said,  that  perhaps  it 
would  be  for  the  convenienuo  of  the 
House  if  he  said  at  once  they  must 
^pose  the  introduction  of  this  clause. 
The  Bill  was  a  very  large  one,  and  they 
had  just  managed  to  carry  tbe  cousidera- 
tiou  of  it  against  a  complaint  that  it 
was  already  too  large.  This  clause 
would  greatly  enlarge  the  scope  of  it, 
and  whatever  \  iews  they  might  have  as 
to  the  policy  of  such  legislation  and  its 
desirability,  he  roust  confess  it  would  be 
impossible  to  introduce  a  clause  of  this 
kind  into  the  Bill  without  very  careful 
examination  by  the  Committee,  and  if 
it  had  been  placed  before  the  Committee 
it  would  have  accepted  it  for  a  conaider- 
ftble  time  longer.  The  House  objected 
Mr.  IVeir 
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formerly  to  the  Instruction  on  the  grounds 
he  was  now  pleading,  and,  therefore,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  clause. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
•SiE  C.  DILKE  {Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  the  clause  next  on  the 
Paper  was  the  ordinary  devolution  clauae 
which  had  now  been  placed  in  the  hands 
of  all  District  Councils  and  Farisli 
Councils  created  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act.  If,  therefore,  the  circum- 
stances of  London  were  such  as  to  make 
it  desirable  this  power  of  devolution 
should  exist,  this  clause  ought  to  be  id- 
serted,  and  lie  believed  there  would  be  no 
opposition  to  it  in  another  place.  Dr. 
LoDgstaff  was  favourable  to  the  clause, 
though  he  could  not  say  what  views 
those  who  represented  the  Coufity  Council 
in  the  House  took  in  the  matter. 

After  Clause  210,  insert  the  following 
Clause  :— 

(Transfer  of  Powers  to  Local  Authority.) 

210a.  "After  the  passing  of  thie  Act  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  the  Council  on  the  application  rf 
any  Local  Authority  to  transfer  to  such  Local 
Aathority  any  of  the  powem  conferred  by  this 
Act  upon  the  Council,  and  thereupon  all  the 
provisionB  of  this  Act  and  all  bye-lawa  made 
thereunder  relating  to  powers  so  traasferred 
shall  be  construed  as  if  the  Iiooal  Authority 
were  name.1  therein  instead  of  the  Council." — 
CSir  a  Dilke.'i 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 
*Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  trusted 
the  London  County  Council  would  accept 
this  new  clause.  When  it  was  attempted 
to  move  it  in  the  Committee,  of  which 
he  was  a  Member,  it  was  ruled  out  of 
Order  on  a  purely  technical  point,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  any  Members  of  tbe 
Committee  had  any  objection  to  it  on  any 
ground  of  principle.  For  his  part,  he 
most  heartily  concurred  that  it  was  s 
proper  addition  to  tbe  Bill,  and  if  added 
would  be  very  acceptable  tO  all  the  Local 
Authorities  tiiroughout  Loudon. 

Mh.  J.  STUART  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  addition  of  this  clause,  at 
any  rate  at  the  present  stage,  and  If 
there  n'as  a  desire  to  raise  the  question 
before  the  Committee  in  another  place  It 
could  bo  done.  He  could  not  feel  it  wm 
germane  to  the  present  Bill,  aa  it  made 
a  very  considerable  alteration,  and  if  such 
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an  iteration  w&e  to  be  made  it  sbould  in 
matle  io  otber  Bill§.  He  would  ask  thi 
House  not  to  interfere  with  tUe  Bill  as  it 
passed  through  the  Committee. 

Sw  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) thought  there  was  much  force  iu 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Geatlemsn 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir 
C.  Dilke),  but  he  would  appeal  to  him 
not  to  press  the  matter  now,  ai  it  might 
'be  dealt  with  in  another  place.  He  had 
great  coafideuce  in  the  opinion  of  Dr. 
LoDgBtafF  in  this  matter  ;  but  he  hopeit 
it  would  not  be  pressed  now,and  that  tfao 
Bill  might  be  allowed  to  go'to  another 
place  as  it  stood. 

Sir  C.  DILKE  said,  he  would  accept 
the  suggestion. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  22^ 
and  243  he  euspeuded,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time. — {Mr.  J. 
Stuart.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


at  SahM. 


14 


QUESTIONS. 

EXPORT  OF  OPIUM  TO  CHINA. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliSe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  what  was  the  number  of 
chests  of  opium  sold  for  export  to  China 
during  the  months  of  April  and  May  id 
the  years  1893  and  1894  respectively  F 

The  secretary  ok  STATE  kor 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowi.ek,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  total  exporlatioa  of 
Indian  opium  to  China  and  the  Straits  in 
April,  1893,  was  d,26G  chesty  and  iu 
Hay,  1893,  5,074  che^t^.  In  April. 
1694,  it  was  4,839  chests.  The  figures 
for  May,  1894,  have  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived. 

CRIUIXAL  APPEALS  AT  8ALEH. 
Mr.  CROSFIELD  (Lincoln) :  I  heg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  la  aware  that  in  a  large 
number  of  criminal  appeals  preferred  by 
convicts  in  the  Central  Gaol,  Salem,  to 
the  Headquarters'  Deputy  Magistrate  of 
Salem  since  January,  1893,  the  results 
of  the  appeals  were  not  communicated  to 
the  gaol  authorities  until  after  the  re- 


lease of  the  several  appellants  from  gaoli 
on  the  cxpiratioQ  of  their  respective 
terms  of  imprisonmeut,  and  that  in  cer- 
tain cases  convicts  were  detained  iu 
prison  beyond  the  period  of  their  sen- 
tence pending  the  disposal  of  their 
appeal ;  whether,  notwithstanding  that 
precise  details  as  to  these  cases,  collected 
from  official  documents,  had  been  pub- 
lished iu  the  local  papers  ;  that  formal 
complaints  had  been  made  to  the  autho- 
rities by  the  superintendent  of  the  Cen- 
tral Gaol,  Salem,  and  the  Goveruraeut 
Visitiug  Committee  ;  and  that  Petitions 
had  been  presented  to  Government  from 
the  leading  citiceos,  both  European  and 
Indian,  yet  the  senior  Member  of  Council 
stated  on  the  9th  of  April,  in  reply  to  au 
inquiry  by  the  Hon.  Rangaiya  Nayuda, 
in  the  Madras  Legislative  Council,  that 
the  Government  had  no  information  on 
these  matters  ;  and  whether  he  will  call 
for  full  information  on  the  subject,  and 
take  steps,  if  the  facts  are  as  stated,  to 
preveut  fiu'ther  miscarriage  of  jastiee  of 
this  kind,  and  take  proper  notice  of  the 
conduct  of  all  parties  responsible  for 
what  has  occurred. 


'Mk.  H.  H.  fowler  : 
formation  beyond  what  is 


I  have  no  in- 
cODlained  iu 
r.    Raugaiya 

question  on  this  subject  in  the 
Madras  Council.  As  Mr.  Bliss  (the 
executive  member  of  Council)  stated 
that  the  Government  of  Madras  had  no 

iformation  on  the  subject,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  that  was  the  real  state  of  the 
Base.  Mr,  Bliss  further  stated  that  if 
any  person  had  any  cause  for  complaint 
ue  should  address  the  Local  Government 
by  petition,  and  this  seems  to  me,  as  at 
present  advised,  to  have  been  a  proper 
und  sufficient  reply.  I  may  add  thai  a 
gaol  authority  would  not  be  justified  In 
detaining  a  prisoner  beyond  the  term 
speciHed  in  his  warrant  merely  because 
bis  appeal  had  not  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  CROSbTELD:  May  I  ask  the 
rigiit  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will 
consider  a  document  which  I  will  place 
in  his  bauds,  and  which  will  show  that 
Petitions  have  been  presented  and  not 
leen  considered  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  shall  be 
liappy  to  consider  any  document  my  hon. 
Friend  may  place  in  my  hands,  but  I 
vould  point  out  that  in  a  matter  of  this 
description  applioatiou  should  be  made 
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JD  the  lii'st  iuBtttiice  to  the  Madras  Go- 
vernmeDt,  »Tid  tlion,  if  injustice  were 
done,  to  tlie  Home  Government. 

NICABAQUA  CANAL. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Slieffield,  Ceutral)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie 
Under  Secretnrv  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  Her  MAJesty'B  Governmout  is 
aware  tjmt  »  Bill  m  before  the  Senate  of 
the  Uaited  Slateg  for  the  incorporntiou  of 
the  Maritioie  Canal  Company  of  Nicara- 
gua, and  has  been  rc(iorted  on  favour- 
ably by  the  Foreign  Affairs  Coniraittee  ; 
and,  in  such  (^aee,  what  steps  nre  being 
taken  to  preserve  British  interests,  to 
maintnin  the  Claylou-Bulwcr  Treaty  of 
1850,  and  to  promote  nnder  the  terms 
thereof  the  junction  of  the  Atlftutiu  and 
Pacific  OceariH  in  union  with  the  United 
States  ? 

Sib  E.  HAKLAND  (Belfast,  N.) : 
At  the  same  time,  1  will  ask  the 
hen.  Baronet  whether  a  communication 
dated  9th  instaut,  from  the  Chamber  of 
Shipping  of  the  United  Kingdom,  has 
been  received  by  the  Foreign  Office, 
ualliug  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Governmout  to  the  facts  that  a  Bill  has 
been  iotrodiiuod  into  the  Congress  of  the 
Uniteil  States  to  provide  for  the  con- 
btruction  of  a  ship  eanal  by  the  United 
Slates  Governmout  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  I'neific  Oceans,  through  the  State  of 
Nicaragua,  and  that  a  Eesolnliou  to 
abrogate  the  Clayton-Bulwer  Convention, 
which  was  concluded  iu  the  year  1850 
1)etween  Her  Britannic  MnjeRly  aiid  the 
United  States  of  America,  liiis  also  been 
iutroduceil  into  the  United  States  Con- 
gress by  Sciialor  Dolph  of  Oregon  ;  and 
whether,  inasmuch  as  the  maintenance  of 
the  Clayton-Bnlwer  Couvention  (by 
Article  1  of  which  the  Governmonls  of 
Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  de- 
clare that  neither  oue  nor  the  other  will 
ever  obtain  or  maintain  for  itself  any  ex- 
clusive control  over  the  said  ship  canal 
through  Nicaragua)  is  one  of  great  i  n- 
portancc  to  Britii^h  shipowners,  owning, 
as  they  collectively  do,  two-thirda  of  the 
tonnage  of  the  world,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  cause  repreeentations  to  be 
made  to  the  United  Stalea  Government 
against  the  abrogation  of  the  Claytou- 
Bulwer  Convention, and  also  against  ftoy 
provisions  in  Che  Morgan  Bill  which  may 
be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  British 
shipping  ? 

Mr.  B,  H.  Fowler 


•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  forFOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick)  : 
The  answer  to  the  first  portion  of  this 
question  is  in  the  affirmative.  The 
other  matters  referred  to  will  receive 
attention  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment when  the  proper  moment  arrives 
for  considering  tuom.  There  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  occasion  to  suppose 
that  the  United  States  Govoruraent  will 
abrogate  the  Claytou-Biilwer  Treaty. 

TKLEUKAl'HIC  BLUKDERS. 

Sir  G..OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  Iu  a  mistake  iu  au  important 
telegraphic  message  sent  by  Messrs. 
Meredith  Jones  and  Sons,  of  Wrexham, 
to  Reuler's  Telegraph  Company,  on  the 
1.5th  of  May,  for  the  purpoae  of  being 
transmiltod  to  Bombay  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  iu  consequence  of  such  mis* 
lake,  it  bccanic  necessary  for  the  senders 
of  the  message  to  re-cable  the  same  at  a 
cost  to  themselves  of  I2s. ;  and  whether 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  decline  to  be 
responsible  for  the  loss  caused  by  the 
neglect  of  their  employe:! ;  and,  if  bo, 
who  is  responsible  lor  snch  loss  ? 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoKLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
While  expressing  my  regret  for  the  mi's- 
tuko  to  which  my  right  Hon.  Friend  re- 
fers, I  am  afraid  I  can  only  call  his  at- 
tention to  the  notice  which  appears  on 
the  telegram  forma  used  by  the  public, 
that  tlie  Postmaster  Geneml  is  not  liable 
for  any  loss  which  may  be  incurred  by 
reason  of  any  mistake  in  the  transmission 
of  telegrams. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  Then 
may  I  ask  who  is  responsible  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  the 
answer  is,  "  No  ouo  is  res[H)nsible,"  for  if 
any  liability  does  exist  it  must  fall  upon 
the  innocent  taxpayer. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  :  Is 
not  what  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  has 
just  said  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
first  principle  of  English  law — that 
"there  ia  no  wrong  without  a  remedy." 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Tliat  ta  a  ques- 
tion for  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  in  the  event  of  a  mes- 
sage being  wrongly  sent  the  Government 
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ure  bound  to  have  the  mistake  rectified 
without  auy  further  cbarge  ? 
•Mi(.  A.  MORLEY  :  If  iu  the  c 
iulaod   telegram    the    first    mesaage 


1  Ireland. 


paid  with  the  exception  of 
£24  16s.  4d.  due  by  two  purchasers  in 
respectt  of  the  May  instAlment. 

Mk.  BRODKICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) : 
in  found  to  be  iucorrecl  owing  to  a  mis-  j  Have  any  rc-iu»tatemeuti>  of  the  teuauta 
take  on  the  part  of  the  Post  Office  '  <»>  Ihis  estate  occurretl  siui^o  the  expiry 
officials,  any  charge  for  repeatiug  the  of  the  13th  sectiou  of  the  Land  Act 
telegram  is  refnudcd,  but ' 


Post  Office  liable  to  muke  ?ood  any  con- 
aeqnential  loss  to  the  individual. 

DEPAETMBNTAL  REPORT  OS  RAILWAY 
ACCIUESTS. 

Mr.  CHAKKING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  Iwg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  when  the  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  on  the  form 
of  reports  of  accidents  on  railways  will 
be  presented  ? 

The  president  uk  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bkyge,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  Committee  has  been  busily  engaged 
in  dealing  with  the  forms  of  Return 
nwde  to  the  Board  of  Trade  imd  in 
biking  evidence  on  the  subject.  Com- 
paratively little  remains  to  be  done,  and 
the  Report  should  not  be  long  delayed. 

THE  PONRONBV  ESTATE. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
cau  slate  the  terms  upon  which  a  certain 
number  of  the  evicted  tenantij  on  the 
Pousonby  Estate  piircJiaised  their  hold- 
ings under  Section  I'd  of  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Act  of  1891,  giving,  if  possible, 
the  number  of  such  purchasing  tenants 
aud  the  terms  agreed  upon  and  suUL-tioned 
by  the  Land  Commission  ;  and  whether 
any  of  the  instalments  have  yet  liecome 
due,  aud  if  there  haf  Iieeu  any  default  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  ton 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moulev,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  Advances  have  been  made 
to  83  former  tenants  on  the  Ponsonby 
estate  who  had  entered  into  agreements 
for  purchase  under  the  I3th  sectiou  of 
the  Act  of  1891.  The  total  former 
rental  was  £2,249  11a.  Ud.,  the  total 
purchase  money  agreed  upon  amounted 
to  £40,153,  the  total  advances  maile 
amounted  to  £37,167,  the  total  annuities 

?iyablethereoDamountto£l,j;20 10s.  lOd. 
he  instalments  in  all  these  cases  ate  in 
collection.  The  entire  amount  of  the 
interest  and  instalments  payable  up  to 
May  1  last,  being  (he  last  gale  day,  has 


Mk.  J.  MORLEY  : 
that  without  notice. 


I   cannot  ansv 


EVICTED  FARM.S  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  jjord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the 
number  of  evicted  farms  that  have  been 
taken  siuce  the  date  of  the  Mutbcw 
Commission  Report  ? 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  replying  to  a 
qnestion  of  tbo  hun.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  ou  April  2B  of  last  year  on  the  sub- 
ject of  evicted  farm  statistics,  I  stated 
that  applications  for  such  had  on  all 
previous  occasions  been  refused  by  my 
predecessors,  and  that,  having  regard  to 
this  precedeut,  I  was  unable  to  supply 
the  information  for  which  he  applied.  I 
regret,  therefore,  that  I  cannot  now  see 
any  sufficient  reason  for  altering  the 
opinion  which  I  entertained  last  year. 

Mk.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavour 
to  give  the  House  some  information  of 
this  sort  before  we  are  asked  to  discuss 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  P 

Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  This  <|iies. 
tiou  is  not  an  inquiry  as  to  any  specific 
evicted  farm.  I  want  to  know  how  many 
of  these  farms  have  lieen  taken  since  the 
sitting  of  the  Mathew  Commission  ? 
j  Tlie  particulars  were  given  in  the  Report 
of  the  CommisBJon,  aud  what  I  desire  to 
know  is  what  progress  has  been  made 

Mr.  j.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  sure 
whether  I  can  give  the  information,  but 
I  will  consider  the  matter,  Witli  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  bon.  and  Jearued 
Member  for  Dublin  University,  I  have 
some  figures  dealing  with  the  subject, 
which  I  propose  submitting  to  the  House 
when  the  Bill  referred  to  is  proceeded 
with. 

Mk.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  I  am  glad 
to  hear  that,  otherwise  it  would  be  a  case 
of  debating  in  the  dark. 


Id 
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OCTDOOR  KBUBFTO  IRISH  EVICTED 
TENANTS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RQSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  if  it  will  be  possible, 
before  tbe  Second  Reading  of  the  Ericted 
Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill,  to 
state  the  amount  expended  for  outdoor 
relief  to  evicted  tenauts  iu  those  unions 
in  which  tbe  17  estates  investigated  by 
the  Mntbew  Commission  are  situate  F 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  At  page  22  of  tbe 
Report  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Commis- 
Bion  will  be  found  a  Return  coutaining, 
amongst  other  thiugs,  a  statement  of  tlie 
amount  of  outdoor  relief  granted  to 
evicted  tenauts  on  the  17  estates  referred 
to  since  ls79.  If  tbe  bou.  Gentleman  so 
desires.  Ibis  information  can  be  brought 
down  to  the  present  date,  but  it  would  be 
necessary  to  obtain  it  from  the  plerks  of 
the  Unions,  aod  it  would  take  a  week  or 
10  days  to  procure  the  figures. 

CLBCKHEATON  SCHOOLS. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Ro- 
chester) :  I  beg  to  Hsk  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  tlie  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  has  declared  tbe 
St.  John's  National  School  and  the 
British  School  at  Cleckheaton  to  be  un- 
available, on  account  of  distance,  for 
supplying  some  of  the  deficient  school 
accommodation  caused  by  tbe  closing  of 
tbe  Westgate  School  in  the  same  parish, 
notwithstanding  tbe  fact  that  both  these 
schools  are  less  than  1,300  yards  distant 
from  the  closed  scbool,  and  are  in  many 
cases  more  accessible  to  tbe  children  now 
attending  Westgate  School  ;  and  whether 
he  will  reconsider  tbe  case  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLAND,  York,  W.R., 
Rotberham)  :  Tiie  Department,  after  very 
careful  inquiry,  have  decided  that  no 
scbool  in  Cleckheaton,  except  the  Si. 
Luke's  Church  of  England  School,  is 
sufficiently  near  tbe  Westgate  School  to 
supply  the  deficiency  caused  by  tbe 
closure  of  the  latter.  The  two  schools 
named  by  the  noble  Ixird  are  about  three* 
quarters  of  a  mile  ofl\  It  is  especially 
necessary  that  the  half-time  children, 
many  of  whom  now  attend  tbe  Westgat« 
School,  should  have  a  school  near  the 
mills  at  which  they  work.    \ 

Viscount  CRANBORNE^:  I  would 
like  to  ask  tbe  Vice  Preaidedt  whether 


he  is  aware  ttiat  in  the  last  letter  of  th« 
Department  tbey  threatenel  to  take  the 
most  extreme  course  of  publishing  the 
statutory  notice  14  days  from  tbe  day 
of  writing  the  letter,  or  two  days  from 
the  present  time,  and  whether  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consent  to  postpone 
that  uotice  for  a  few  days,  in  oider  that 
further  communications  may  possibly  be 
made  to  him  on  the  subject,  which  might 
modify  bis  judgment  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  was  not  aware  of 
the  matter.  The  case,  I  believe,  has 
beeu  going  on  for  some  time.  I  will  look 
into  it,  and  refer  to  the  notice. 

CDBT0M8  ODTFORT  CLERKS. 

Mr.  STEWART  WALLACE  (Tow* 
Hamlets,  Limelionse)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  how  nMny 
clerks  on  the  intermedtate  class  of  Cus- 
toms outport  clerks,  created  in  1886, 
being  in  receipt  of  special  allowances, 
have  since  October,  1891,  declined  pro- 
motion to  the  first  class  of  clerks  on  tbe 
ground  that  the  minimum  salary  of  the 
first  class,  as  fixed  by  Treasury  Order  ot 
6th  March,  1880,  or  at  which  tbey  were 
proposed  to  be  appointed,  was  less  than 
the  income  (derived  from  salary  and 
allowance)  they  were  receiving  on  tbe 
lower  class,  the  diflerence  being  such 
that  tbey  could  not  afford  to  lose,  and 
how  many  since  1885  have  accepted 
such  promotion,  at  a  loss  of  immediattt 
income  derived  from  salary  and  allow- 
ance ;  whether  such  minimum  of  the 
first  class  became  inferior  to  the  tncone 
of  the  subordinate  class,  derived  from 
salary  aod  allowaoce,  owing  to  the  con- 
cessions made  iu  188.5  and  1891  in  view 
of  loss  of  prospect?,  increased  responsi- 
bilities, &c.,  and  whether  such  reasons 
ought  to  operate  to  prevent  loss  of  in- 
come on  promotion  ;  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  avoid  detracting  from  the 
grace  of  the  said  concessions  by  directing 
an  increase  of  such  minimum  salary,  so 
that  no  clerk  iu  receipt  of  a  special 
allowance,  as  authorised  by  the  Order  ot 
1880,  shall  lose  in  immediate  income  by 
accepting  promotion  to  the  first  class  ; 
and  whether  a  Petition  was  received  by 
the  Treasury  in  1893  from  certain  clerka 
at  tbe  Customs  outports  ;  if  so,  when  a 
reply  is  likelv  to  be  given  thereto  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBKST,  Oldham)  : 
Since  October,  1891,  eight  clerks  of  Ui« 
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Beeond  class  of  Customs  ouiport  clerks  have 
refused  promotion  to  the  first  class,  and 
12  have  been  actually  promoted,  of  whom 
three  suflTored  a  small  immediate  loss  by 
promotion.  Since  1882  the  responsibili- 
ties of  the  outport  clerks  as  a  body  have 
decreased,  and  the  concessions  of  the 
Treasury  referred  to  wore  made  on  ac- 
count of  slowness  of  promotion,  and  not 
of  increased  responsibilities^  The  special 
allowance  is  granted  in  addition  to  salary 
to  a  clerk  for  acting  as  collector  in  the 
absence  of  that  officer,  and  if  such  clerk 
is  promoted  to  the  first  class  his  promo- 
tion involves  transfer  to  another  port, 
and  the  payment  of  the  allowance  to  his 
successor,  who  actually  performs  the 
duties  recognised  by  that  allowance. 
To  add  any  part  of  the  special  allowance 
to  the  promoted  clerk's  salary  would  be 
to  pay,  to  that  extent,  twice  over  for  the 
same  duties.  I  have  not  seen  the  memo- 
rial referred  to,  but  I  will  inquire  how 
the  matter  stands. 

THE  DISMISSAL  OF  A  POLICE  OFFICER. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  it  has 
come  to  his  knowledge  that  Henry  Kemp, 
formerly  a  superintendent  in  the  Wor- 
cestershire Police  Force,  when  within 
six  weeks  of  the  date  at  which  he  would 
have  been  entitled  to  retire  on  a  pension 
of  £100  a  year,  was  discharged  from  the 
force  by  the  chief  constable,  on  account 
of  a  report  by  a  local  Magistrate  and  his 
gardener  that  the  said  Henry  Kemp  had 
been  guilty  of  gross  immorality  ;  that 
the  said  Henry  Kemp  brought  an  action 
at  the  Birmingham  Assizes  against  his 
defamers,  and  was  awarded  £600  damages, 
the  jury  stating  that,  but  for  the  hope 
that  some  way  would  be  found  by  which 
Kemp  could  secure  his  pension,  they 
would  have  given  much  heavier  damages, 
and  the  Judge  (Mr.  Justice  Mathew) 
concurred  in  the  statement  of  the  jury 
to  that  effect ;  that  the  chief  constable 
(who  assisted  the  defendants  in  the  trial 
in  support  of  the  charge  of  immorality 
and  set  forth  no  other  ground  for  dis- 
missal) had  since  stated,  and  the  state- 
ment had '  been  supported  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Police  Committee,  that  Kemp 
was  discharged  for  entirely  different 
reasons ;  that  the  said  Chairman  of  the 
Police  Committee  of  Worcestershire,  who 
is  also  Chairman  of  the  County  Council, 


had  threatened  to  resign  his  position  on 
the  County  Council  unless  the  Council 
sustained  the  decision  of  the  chief  con- 
stable not  to  reinstate  the  said  Kemp, 
nor  to  permit  any  independent  investiga- 
tion ;  and  whether  it  is  within  the  powers 
of  the  Home  Secretary  to  order  an 
investigation  into  the  case,  and  will  he 
do  so? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  caused  in- 
quiry to  be  made,  and  it  is  reported  to 
me  that  the  dismissal  of  Kemp  was  for 
untruthfulness  more  than  once  repeated  ; 
and  that  the  order  of  dismissal  was  given 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Worcestershire 
Standing  Joint  Committee.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Chairman  is  reported  to  have 
been  approved  by  a  unanimous  vote  of 
the  Standing  Joint  Committee,  and  of 
the  Comity  Council.  The  Chairman  of 
the  Standing  Joint  Committee  denies 
that  he  threatened  to  resign  unless  the 
decision  not  to  reinstate  Kemp  was  sus- 
tained, or  for  any  other  reason.  In  the 
circumstances,  I  am  of  opinion  that,  even 
if  I  have  the  power,  no  useful  purpose 
could  be  served  by  an  inquiry. 

A  TRADE   DISPUTE    IN   SOUTH   WALES. 

Mr.  DAVID  RANDELL  (Glamorgan, 
Gower)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  arising  out  of  a  tinplate 
trade  dispute,  the  workpeople  interested 
held  a  demonstration  at  Gorseinon,  near 
Swansea,  on  the  26th  June  last,  and, 
though  orderly,  were  charged  and  batoned 
by  a  small  body  of  police  ;  that  many 
persons  who  took  no  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings were  chased  across  the  common 
and  severely  wounded  by  the  police ; 
that  in  the  early  moruing  of  the  follow- 
ing day  some  18  or  20  tinplate  workers 
were  resting  in  a  timber  yard  by  permis- 
sion of  the  proprietor,  and,  whilst  many 
of  them  were  asleep,  were  attacked  and 
bludgeoned  over  and  through  a  barbed- 
wire  feuciug  which  encloses  the  premises, 
and  seriously  injured  by  the  police  ;  can 
he  state  at  whose  instance,  and  by  what 
authority,  was  such  attack  made  ;  and 
whether  a  full  inquiry,  at  which  the 
injured  persons  may  be  represented  and 
heard,  will  be  made  into  the  conduct 
of  the  police  on  the  occasions  re- 
ferred to  ? 
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Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  iu  commuui- 
catiou  with  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Glamorganshire,  and  as  soon  as  I  receive 
his  Report  I  shall  be  able  to  auswer  mj 
hou.  Friend's  question  ;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, I  must  ask  him  to  further  postpone 
his  question. 

THE  ACCIDENT  IN  A  LANARKSHIRE 

PIT. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  accident  which  took 
place  at  Holm  Farm  Pit,  Lanarkshire, 
on  27th  June  last,  whereby  three  men, 
Edward  Brannau,  William  Stevenson, 
and  Matthew  Corbett,  were  killed  ;  and 
whether  he  will  order  a  public  inquiry 
into  the  matter  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  accident,  but'I  do  not 
think  any  public  inquiry  necessary,  as 
the  causes  of  the  accident  are  sufficiently 
clear  from  the  Inspector's  Report.  I  am 
informed  that  the  structure  of  the  crane, 
which  caused  the  accident,  is  being 
altered.  I  will  give  further  attention 
to  the  matter  before  coming  to  a  final 
decision. 

AN  INLAND  REVENUE  PROSECUTION. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  usk  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Donald  Macrae,  of  Plockton,  Ross- 
shire,  a  crofter  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act,  and  entitled  to  keep  a  dog,  was 
recently  summoned  at  the  instance  of 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  Supervisor  of  Inland 
Revenue,  Gairloch,  for  keeping  a  dog 
without  a  licence,  and  that  the  case  was 
dismissed ;  whether  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue  and  their  officers  will 
be  required  to  make  themselves  acquainted 
with  the  rights  of  crofters  with  regard  to 
dog  licences  ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  similar  prosecutions  in 
future  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  facts  are 
not  quite  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  question.  The  exemption  granted 
by  law  is  not  specifically  in  favour  of 
crofters.     It  is  to  be  granted — 

*'  in  the  case  of  dogs  kept  and  used  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  tending  sheep  or  cattle  on  a 
farm,  or  in  the  exercise  of  the  calling  or 
occupation  of  a  shephenl "  (41  Vict.  c.  15,  s.  22). 

The  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  did 
not,    and    do    not    still,    consider    that 


Mr.  Macrae,  whose  stock  consisted  of  a 
cow  and  two  sheep,  was  entitled  to 
exemption  in  respect  of  the  dog  in  ques> 
tion,  which  was  a  Skye  terrier. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  Whether  a  Skye  terrier 
or  a  collie,  it  is  enough  if  a  dog  is  kept 
for  the  purpose  of  watching  sheep. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  not 
had  experience  of  the  qualifications  of 
Skye  terriers,  but  I  may  say  that  the  dog 
in  question  is  dead. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  I  would  ask  whether 
this  poor  man  was  not  summoned  to 
Dingwall,  a  distance  of  70  miles,  in  order 
to  appear  before  the  Justices,  without 
receiving  a  penny  of  expenses,  and 
whether  it  has  not  been  the  custom  for 
many  years  past  that  crofters  owning  a 
dog,  no  matter  what  sort  of  dog — Skye 
terrier  or  not — were  exempt  from  the 
tax  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  I  am  informed 
that  that  is  not  the  law.  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  think  this  is  a  very  hai^ 
case. 

THE  NEWCASTLE  WEST  BOARD  OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  not  ordering  a  new  election 
for  the  Mahoonagh  Electoral  Division  of 
the  Newcastle  West  (County  Limerick) 
Union,  the  sitting  Guardian  having  re- 
signed two  months  ago  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Guardian  for 
the  division  referred  to  tendered  his  resig- 
nation to  the  Board  of  Guardians  on  10th 
May  last.  The  Local  Government  Board 
thereupon  informed  the  Guardians  that 
the  resignation  must  be  tendered  to  and 
accepted  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  accordance  with  Section  22  of  the  1st 
and  2nd  Vict.  c.  56,  and  also  sent  a  form 
for  this  pur{)Ose.  This  form  was  sent  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  to  the  Guardian, 
so  that  he  might  fill  it  up  and  return  it 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  but  he 
has  not  yet  done  so,  and  until  this  has 
been  done  the  office  of  Guardian  is  not 
vacant  and  an  order  for  a  new  election 
cannot  be  issued. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  :  In  the  meantime, 
the  electoral  division  is  to  be  disfran- 
chised owing  to  the  action  of  the 
Guardian. 
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Mr.   J.   MORLEY :  I  do  not  know  |  by    the    Couuty    Committee    that   full 


how  that  is.  The  Guardiau  will  have  to 
comply  with  the  legal  requirements. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN:  Have  not  the 
Local  Government  Board  power  to  com- 
pel the  Guardiau  to  act  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No ;  I  am  told 
not. 

ST.  AUGUSTINE'S  BOYS'  SCHOOL, 
KILBURN. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  at  St.  Augustine's  Boys' 
School,  Kilburn,  some  300  boys  pay  high 
fees,  and  are  taught  in  separate  classes, 
with  a  special  curriculum  and  special 
teachers ;  what  fee  is  charged  to  these 
boys ;  whether  their  attendance  is 
reckoned  for  the  fee  grant ;  and  whe- 
ther, seeing  that  the  whole  school  is  one 
department,  this  separation  of  classes 
is  in  accordance  with  the  Code  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  calling  my  attention  to 
this  matter.  In  the  school  to  which  he 
refers,  according  to  the  Returns  for  the 
year  ended  February  28th  last,  300  boys 
pay  Is.,  14  pay  9d.,  and  615  are  free. 
The  attendance  of  all  the  scholars  has 
been  counted  for  the  fee  grant.  I  have 
not  at  present  sufficient  information  to 
be  able  to  say  definitely  whether  the 
paying  scholars  are  taught  in  separate 
classes,  with  a  special  curriculum  and 
special  teachers ;  but  I  have  directed  in- 
quiry to  be  made  at  once,  and  should  the 
facts  be  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  I 
think  that  the  school  would  consist,  not 
of  one,  but  of  two  departments,  and  I 
will  consider  what  further  steps  can  be 
taken.  I  think  it  is  clear  that  every 
scholar  attending  any  department  of  a 
school  should  be  entitled  to  all  the  edu- 
cational advantages  offered  in  that 
department. 

THE  AYR  COUNTY  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  can 
explain  the  cause  of  the  delay  on  the  part 
of  the  Ayr  Cofinty  Committee  in  paying 
over  to  Ayr  Burgh  School  Board  the 
secondary  grant  earned  at  Ayr  Academy 
and  Ayr  Grammar  School  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :     We  have   been  informed 


particulars  had  to  be  obtained  from 
the  schools.  But  these  have  now  been 
received,  and  the  payments  (except  in 
a  few  cases  where  the  particulars  have 
not  been  furnished)  have  either  now  been 
made,  or  will  be  made  at  once. 

THE  FOG  HORN  AT  THE  START  POINT. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  has  received  any 
complaints  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  the 
fog  horn  at  the  Start  Point ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther it  is  his  intention  to  take  any  action 
with  regard  to  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  received  no  complaints  of 
either  the  inadequacy  or  the  inefficiency 
of  the'fog  signal  at  the  Start  Point  Light- 
house ;  any  that  may  reach  me  will,  of 
course,  receive  immediate  attention. 

HABITUAL  INEBRIATES. 

MR.PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretarj  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  when 
he  proposes  to  introduce  his  promised 
Bill  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  on  the  treatment  of 
habitual  inebriates  ? 

Mr.  A8QUITH  :  The  Bill  is  being 
drafted,  and  I  hope  will  very  soon  be  laid 
upon  the  Table,  either  here,  or  in  another 
place. 

IRISH  PRISON-MADE  MATS. 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
will  inform  the  House  to  what  extent 
cocoanut  mats  and  matting  are  being 
made  in  Irish  prisons  for  sale;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  such  competi- 
tion with  free  labour  has  been  discon- 
tinued in  England  in  deference  to  the 
urgent  representations  of  those  engaged 
in  the  trades  in  the  Sudbury  Division 
and  elsewhere,  supported  by  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  of  the  English  Trades 
Unions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Cocoanut-fibre 
mats  and  matting  are  manufactured  to  a 
limited  extent  in  eight  Irish  prisons. 
The  total  sales  in  the  year  ended  Marcb 
31  last  amounted  to  £961  4s.  9d.  The* 
General  Prisons  Board  are  informed  that 
there  are  no  free  mat-makers  in  Ireland, 
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and  conseqiieDtly  the  competitioD  with 
free  labour  referred  to  in  the  question 
does  not  exist  in  Ireland.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Board  believe  that  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  mat-making  industry  in 
Irish  prisons  wonld  be  a  cause  of  incon- 
venience and  loss  to  the  Irish  public  and 
traders. 

TRAWLING  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether,  in  view  of  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  fisheries  caused  by  trawlers 
within  the  three-mile  limit  on  the  coast 
of  Barra  and  other  parts  of  the  Hebrides, 
anything  further  can  be  done  to  protect 
them? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  a  new  steam  cruiser  has 
quite  recently  been  supplied  for  the  services 
of  the  Fishery  Board,  with  special  reganl 
to  the  protection  of  the  fisheries  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland,  and  is  already 
actively  at  work.  The  Fishery  Board 
has  now  at  its  disposal  an  Admiralty 
steam  cruiser  on  the  east  coast,  and  one 
of  their  own  on  the  west  coast,  with 
additional  assistance  from  the  Admiraltv 
during  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  which 
is  most  useful.  Considering  that  in  the 
matter  of  protection  of  the  fisheries  out 
of  Treasury  funds  Scotland  is  now  in  a 
position  of  exceptional  advantage,  I 
cannot  hold  out  the  prospect  of  further 
action  in  this  direction  at  present. 

THE  DROWNING  DISASTER  IN 
CLEW  BAY. 

Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Robinson,  of  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board,  has'  vet  made  his 
Report  as  to  the  extent  of  the  distress 
caused  by  the  late  drowning  disaster  in 
Clew  Bay  ;  whether  he  has  suggested 
any  means  for  meeting  such  distress  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
such  disaster  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Mr.  Robinson 
proceeded  to  Achill  Island  on  the  1 4th 
of  June  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  people  consequent  upon  the  boat 
disaster  off  Westport  on  the  previous 
day,  and  his  Report  was  received  by  me 
a  few  days  afterwards.  I  understand 
that  grants  of  money  have  been  made  by 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


the  committee  in  charge  of  one  of  the  funds 
to  each  of  the  relatives  dependent  upon 
the  persons  who  were  drowned  ;  that  no 
immediate  want  has  been  left  unprovided 
for ;  and  that  the  allocation  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
local  committee  and  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  other  funds  is  now  receiving 
consideration.  The  railway  from  New- 
port to  Mullrauny  is  open,  I  believe,  for 
traffic  to-day,  and  it  is  hoped  that  the 
extension  of  the  line  thence  to  Achill 
Sound  will  also  be  ready  for  traffic  eariy 
next  month. 

THE  CONGO  FREE  STATE. 
Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY(forMr. 
J.  W.  Lowther)  :  I  beg  to  aek  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fweign 
Affairs  whether,  before  the  Estimate  for 
the  Foreign  Office  is  proposed,  any  far- 
ther papers  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment relating  to  the  Convention  of  the 
12th  of  May  with  the  Congo  Free  State, 
and  to  the  subsequent  withdrawal  of  the 
Third  Article  thereof  ? 

*SiR  E.  GREY  :  Further  Despatches 
relating  to  the  Congo  Free  State 
Convention  have  been  distributed  to- 
day. 

THE  CONTRACT  FOR  POLICE  BOOTS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  can 
explain  why  the  boots  known  as  Army 
high-lows,  the  contract  price  for  which 
is  lOs.  6d.  per  pair,  are  superior  to  those 
supplied  to  the  Metropolitan  police  con- 
stables fop  which  the  contract  price  is 
lis.  lid.  per  pair,  this  being  the  opinion 
of  those  who  have  worn  each  class  of 
boots  for  years  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  contract  for  the  Army  boots  is 
put  out  for  one  year  only,  and  that  these 
boots  are  passed  by  a  board,  whereas  the 
contract  for  police  boots  is  put  out  for 
five  years,  and  these  boots  are  passed  by 
one  examiner,  a  practical  bootmaker, 
whose  total  fee  for  this  work  amounts  to 
only  about  £150  per  annum,  although  he 
deals  with  nearly  30,000  pairs  of  boots 
involving  a  contract  to  the  amount  of 
nearly  £18,000  per  annum  ;  whether  he 
has  yet  considered  the  desirability  of 
permitting  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Newington  to  take  a  copy  of  the  eon- 
tract  for  the  supply  of  boots  for  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  or  to  cause  a  copy 
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to  be  taken  for  him  ;  and  whether  there 
is  in  the  contract  in  question  a  clause 
such  as  exists  in  most  other  similar  con- 
tracts, enabling  either  of  the  contracting 
parties  to  terminate  the  contract  upon 
certain  conditions  ;  and,  if  this  is  so,  will 
he  state  tbe  conditions  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  beg  to  refer  my 
hon.  Friend  to  roj  answers  to  a  similar 
inqniry  on  Julj  12,  and  to  add  that  the 
boots  are  of  very  different  character 
from  the  Army  high-lows,  and  reported 
to  me  as  superior  for  the  purpose  for 
which  they  are  used.  The  contract  is 
for  five  jears,  and  there  is  a  clause  in  the 
contract  enabling  the  receiver  to  ter- 
minate it  if  reasonably  dissatisfied.  As 
I  have  previously  stated,  my  hon.  Friend 
can  see  the  contract  if  he  wishes.  I  am 
not  aware,  and  he  does  not  inform  me 
why  he  wants  a  copy  of  it,  and  until  I 
know  the  purpose  for  which  the  copy  is 
asked  and  is  to  be  used  I  cannot  give 
him  a  definite  answer  on  this  point. 

Captain  NORTON:  I  desu-ed  to 
have  a  copy  of  the  contract  in  order  that 
J  might  not  be  put  to  the  inconvenience 
of  learning  it  by  heart  at  the  Home 
Office. 

THE  EMPLOYMENT  OF   DISCHARGED 

SOLDIERS. 

Major  EASCH  (£ssex,  S.E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  death  of  a  discharged 
soldier  of  the  7th  Dragoons  who  com- 
mitted suicide  at  Glasgow  owing  to  his 
inability  to  find  work  ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  possibility  o^  augment- 
ing the  Government  grant  to  the  Asso- 
ciation for  Employment  of  Discharged 
and  Reserve  men,  which  during  the  past 
year  has  found  employment  for  4,400  old 
soldiers  ? 
•Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Baxnermax,  Stir- 
ling, &c.)  :  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  case  referred  to,  nor  is  it  one 
for  which  the  War  Department  could  be 
held  responsible.  Every  effort  is  made 
to  obtain  employment  for  discharged 
soldiers,  and  on  June  1,  out  of  80,737 
reservists  who  sent  in  their  life  certifi- 
cates 73,014  had  employment.  This 
accounted  for  all  the  Reserve  except 
2,664,  who  for  various  reasons  did  not 
send  in  their  certificates.  The  House 
willy  I  am  sure,  regard  these  figures  as 


most  satisfactory,  and  an  additional  grant 
to  the  Association  referred  to  does  not 
appear  to  be  needed.  I  would  also  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  a  Committee  is  sitting  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

COMMISSIONS   IN   THE   ARMY. 

Mr.  MACDONA  (South  wark,  Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  War  Office  Warrant  of 
June  1890,  No.  197,  stated  that  soldiers 
enlisting  after  that  date  would  come 
under  it^  he  will  modify  the  Warrant 
lately  issued,  which  makes  no  such  pro- 
vision as  to  time,  so  as  to  make  it  agree 
with  the  Warrant  of  June  1890,  in  not 
having  a  retrospective  efiect,  and  thus 
obviate  the  risk  of  inflicting  hardship  on 
those  who  enlisted  with  the  hope  of 
getting  a  commission  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  Army  Order  of  August,  1893,  was 
issued  after  very  full  consideration  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Service.  Provision 
is  made  for  candidates  of  specially  meri- 
torious service,  or  who  have  given  distin- 
guished service  in  the  field  ;  but  it  is  not 
thought  desirable  that  in  ordinary  cases 
a  soldier  should  be  recommended  for  a 
commission  after  he  is  24  years  of  age, 
or  that  he  should  be  commissioned 
after  26. 

FRANCE  AND  THE  CONGO  TREATY. 
Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  (for  Sir 
E.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  negotiations 
with  France  regarding  the  Congo  Treaty 
of  12th  May,  and  as  to  the  position  of 
the  French  Forces  in  the  Upper  Congo 
Districts  and  the  Equatorial  Provinces  ? 

*SiR  E.  GREY :  I  cannot  at  the  present 
stage  make  any  statement  as  to  the  nego- 
tiations with  France.  We  have  heard 
of  no  movement  of  the  French  force  in 
the  Upper  Congo  District,  and  there 
have  not  been  any  in  the  Equatorial 
Provinces  ? 

OCCUPYING  TENANTS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  will  grant  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  occupying  tenants  in  Ire- 
land whose  holdings  have  changed  hands 
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by  death  during  the  last  five  years,  and 
the  amount  of  tenant  right  charged  with 
Death  Duties  during  those  five  years, 
classified  as  in  Return  No.  28o,  17th 
June,  1891 — namely,  those  under  £4  ; 
over  £4  and  not  over  £15  ;  over  £15  and 
not  over  £30  ;  over  £30  and  not  over 
£50  ;  over  £50  and  not  over  £150  :  over 
£150  and  not  over  £200 ;  over  £200  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  H arcouht,  Derby) : 
Both  the  Inland  Revenue  and  the  Irish 
Office  report  that  they  are  nnable  to  ob* 
tain  this  information  ? 

INLAND  REVENUE   OFFICERS. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue,  in  deciding 
complaints  made  against  their  officers, 
the  consequences  of  which  involve  cen- 
sure, reduction,  or  dismissal,  take  into 
consideration  as  against  the  officers  docu- 
mentary and  other  evidence  procured  in 
the  absence  of  these  officers ;  that  in 
many  cases  the  officers  are  not  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  disproving  or  explaining 
t]i^  gravamen  of  such  evidence  ;  and  that 
on  proceedings  of  this  sort  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  have  censured 
and  dismissed  many  officers  ;  and  whether 
the  Commissioners,  in  dealing  with 
complaints  against  their  officers,  will  l)e 
directed  to  afford  such  officers  an  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  to  any  complaints 
against  them  before  a  decision  is  arrived  at  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  practice 
of  the  Commisioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
is  not  correctly  stated  in  the  question. 
When  a  serious  complaint  is  made  against 
an  officer  an  inquiry  is  ordered,  and  is 
conducted  by  experienced  officials,  whose 
Report  is  subsequently  examined  by  the 
Board.  The  inquiry  is,  so  far  as  is  pos- 
sible, held  in  the  presence  of  the  officer. 
Where  this  is  not  possible,  he  is  given  an 
opportunity  of  denying  or  explaining  the 
evidence  against  him.  He  can  also 
produce  evidence  on  his  own  behalf. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  803.) 
CONSIDERATION.      [siXTH  NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  rose  to  move,  in 
page  12,  line  30,  after  "of,"  insert —    \ 

Mr.  Bartley  \ 


"Any  property  which  is  by  virtue  of  the 
statute  of  the  thirty-ninth  year  of  George  the 
Third,  chapter  seventy-three,  not  liable  to 
Legacy  Duty,  and  such  property  shall  not  be 
aggpregated  with  any  other  property  for  the 
purpose  of  fixing  the  rate  of  Estate  Duty,  or." 

This  Amendment,  he  said,  raised  uo 
Party  question,  and  he  trusted,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  considered  entirely  oo  its 
own  merits.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  a  somewhat  similar 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  but  it  differed 
in  two  respects.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  confined  to  works  of  art-, 
and  excluded  col  lections  of  scientific 
objects ;  in  the  second  place,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  excluded  bequests 
to  Universities  and  Colleges.  He  eoald 
not  understand  why  scientific  collections 
should  be  excluded.  Surely  all  the  arg^i- 
ments  which  applied  to  art  applied  to 
science  also.  He  submitted  to  the  House 
that  bequests  of  collections  to  Universi- 
ties and  Colleges  were  quite  as  useful  as 
those  to  any  other  Institutions.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  they  would  be 
included.  His  Amendment  was  frame<i 
on  the  existing  law.  At  present  such 
collections  were  exempted  from  Legacy 
Duty.  The  Government  were  now  im- 
posing a  new  duty,  and  he  submitted 
that  the  same  considerations  held  good. 
To  refuse  the  Amendment  would  be  a 
distinct  discouragement  to  science  and 
art,  while  to  accept  it  would  inflict  very 
little  loss  on  the  Treasury.  He  begged 
to  move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
30,  after  ^he  word  "  of,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

*'Any  property  which  is  by  virtue  of  the 
statute  of  the  thirty-ninth  year  of  Georce  the 
Third,  chapter  seventy-three,  not  liable  to 
Legacy  Duty,  and  such  property  shall  not  be 
aggregated  with  any  other  property  for  the 
purpose  of  fixing  the  rate  of  Estate  Duty,  or." 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  thought  that 
an  Amendment  of  this  kind  was  rather  a 
severe  lesson  upon  the  making  of  con- 
cessions by  the  Government.  The  first 
proposal  was  to  exempt  bequests  for 
national  purposes,  and  immediately  that 
concession  was  made  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  York  attempted  to 
give  the  exemption  an  unlimited 
character.     He  did  not,  however,  object 
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to  including  in  hiB  Amendment  ^^  seien- 
•  tific  objects."  That  was  reasonable 
enough,  and  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
incorporate  it  in  his  Amendment,  but  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
a  very  different  one.  It  had  a  very 
different  list  to  that  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  York,  and  the  bodies 
were  also  of  a  very  different  character. 
It  would  be  out  of  the  question  to  accept 
tlie  specification  of  exemption  in  the  Act 
of  George  III.  He  must  adhere  sub- 
stantially to  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  There  was  a  clear 
distinction  to  be  drawn  in  favour  of 
Municipal  Corporations  and  County 
Councils,  because  they  were  bodies  repre- 
senting the  general  community,  and 
through  them  the  public  would  have  a 
voice  in  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the 
things  bequeathed. 

Mr.  GRANT  LAWSON  (York,N.R., 
Thirsk)  said,  there  were  one  or  two 
reasons  why  the  Amendment,  which  had 
been  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  London  University,  wal«  better 
than  that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. In  the  first  place,  it  proposed 
to  apply  to  the  Estate  Duty  the  principle 
and  practice  which  had  been  in  use  for 
so  many  years,  and  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  legal  decisions,  whereas  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Amend- 
ment raised  quite  a  new  definition  in 
law. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  So  does  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  had  not  that 
Amendment  with  him,  an<*  did  not 
recollect  its  terms.  There  was  another 
reason  why  the  Amendment  under  dis- 
cussion was  better  than  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  was  that  it  would 
involve  no  delay  in  setting  up  estates, 
whereas  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
that  the  duty  should  l)e  remitted  on  these 
various  articles  which  were  of  national 
importance  or  historical  interest  would 
result  in  delaying  the  winding-up  of  the 
estate,  because  the  rate  of  duty  could  not 
be  fixed.  No  such  difficulty  would  be 
incurred  under  this  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  would 
have  to  be  decided  by  a  Court  of 
Law. 

Mr.  GRANT  LAWSON:  Do  I 
understand  that  a  Conrt  of  Law  would 
have  to  decide  whether  the  articles  came 
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nnder     this     section     of    the    Act    of 
G«orge  III*  ? 

8fB  W.  HARCOURT :  If  it  was 
disputed  it  would  be  for  a  Court  of  Law 
to  decide. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  then  he 
came  to  his  original  point,  that  the  Courts 
of  Law  had  already  decided  all  questions 
on  this  subject,  because  this  had  been  in 
force  ever  since  the  39th  year  of  George 
III.,  and  any  questions  that  could  possibly 
arise  must  already  have  been  decided. 

♦Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  thought  the  Amendment  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  fully  met  the 
point.  There  was  one  ground  on  which 
it  should  be  preferred  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  London  University.  In  the  days  of 
George  III.  vicars  and  churchwardens 
were,  no  doubt,  as  corporations  sole, 
representatives  of  the  community, 
but  their  places  as  such  had  since 
been  taken  by  the  representative 
bodies  created  by  the  various  Municipal 
and  Local  Government  Acts.  He  was 
very  glad  Municipalities  were  included  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Gifts  left  to  Municipalities 
were  certainly  gifts  left  to  the  nation  ; 
and  besides  this  exemption  would  con- 
tribute to  the  fonnatiou  of  local  collec- 
tions of  objects  of  national  and  historic 
interest,  which  were  in  the  aggregate 
even  more  representative  of  national  life 
than  central  collecitions.  He  thought  the 
Government  had  done  very  much  to  meet 
the  opinions  expressed  on  this  subject, 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  support  (heir 
Amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) appealed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  interest  of 
higher  education  in  Wales,  to  include  in 
his  Amendment  gifts  to  Universities  and 
intermediate  schools  in  Wales.  Those 
iustitutions  had  on  their  Governing  Bodies 
popular  representatives,  and  on  that 
ground,  and  also  on  the  gronnd  of  the 
desirability  of  forming  local  collections, 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  this  addition  to 
the  national  resources  of  Wales. 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  desired  to 
express  his  obligation  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  having  substan- 
tially accepted  the  Amendment  which 
had  stood  on  the  Paper  io  his  name.  He 
had  not  got  that  Amendment  with    him 
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in  printy  but  as  well  as  ho  remembered 
his  object  was  to  exempt  from  dutj  all 
such  gifts  left  to  institutious  .for  public 
purposes  ;  and  therefore,  ia  accepting  the 
Amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  desired  to  reserve  to  him- 
self the  right  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stratford,  in 
which  it  proposed  to  exempt  gifts  of  this 
extremely  limited  character  given  to  anj 
University  or  learned  body. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,    Bod- 
min) hoped  the  Chancellor  of   the  Ex- 
chequer   would   not   be  discouraged  in 
well-doing  because  of  the  reception  given 
to  his  concession.     After  all,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted  that  there 
was  force  in  raising  further  demands  for 
concessions,  because   he    had  now  con- 
.sented  to   include  collections  of  natural 
history,  which  were  not  covered  by  his 
Amendment  as   it  stood  on  the  Paper. 
Personally,  be  was  glad  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  gone  so  far  ;  but 
with  all  respect  to  the  authorship  of  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  should  say  its 
meaning   was  not    very    clear.       They 
had     had     a     plea     put     forward      on 
behalf    of    Universities.     He    was    in- 
clined     to     think      Universities     were 
(!Overed  by  the  Amendment.     Universi- 
ties were  national  institutions,  and  there- 
fore gifts  given  to  Universities  were  gifts 
given    for    national    purposes.     But    it 
would  be  better  if  the  matter  was  made 
perfectly  clear. 

Sir    W.  HARCOURT  :    The    ques- 
tion does  not  arise  under  this  Amendment. 


Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment  on  the  under- 
standing that  they  might  discuss  the 
matters  included  in  it  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.     BARTLEY      (Islington,     N.) 
moved  in  page  12,  line  31,  to  leave  out 
"twenty-five"  and    insert  "fifty-two." 
His  Amendment  was  perhaps  a  little  un- 
grateful.    The   Chancellor  of   the   Ex- 
chequer   had    given    as     a    concession 
exemption  from  duty  to  joint  aunuitiea 
of  £25,  between  husband  and  wife,  or 
two  elderly  sisters,  as  the  case  might  be, 
on  one  of  the  lives  falling  iu.     He  was 
anxious  to  raise  the  exemption  to  £1  a 
week.     He  had  made  a  calculation  as  to 
the  financial    result  which    raising   the 
exemption  from  25  to  52  would  involve 
to  the   Treasury.      In  the  case  of   the 
death  of  one   of   the    lives   in    a   joint 
annuity   of   £52,  if  the    other  life  waa 
£60,    the    value    of   half    tlie   annuity, 
if    a   male,   was   only   £150,   and   if  a 
female  £180.     If  half  the  annuity  fell 
in  at  70  years  the  value  to  a  man  waa 
£110,  and  to  a  woman  £120.     If  the 
life  dropped  at  75  years,  the  value  to  a 
man   was   £80,   and  to   a   female   £90. 
The  value  iu  the  vast  majority  of  cases 
would  therefore  be  under  £300,  and  that 
would   only  mean   308.  in   duty  to  the 
Treasury.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  had    said    it   hardly   paid   the 
Treasurv  to  collect  those  small  amouuts  ; 
and  he  was  sure  everyone  would  agree  it 


was  not  w^rth  while  putting  a  widow  to 
Mr.   COURTNEY   replied   that   the  I  the  trouble  and  inconvenience — at  a  time 


Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  little  ambiguous  ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  assure  the  House 
that  it  covered  or  would  be  made  to  cover 
gifts  to  Universities,  it  might  considerably 
shorten  discussion. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  presumed  that 
if  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  London  Univer- 
sity were  withdrawn,  all  the  descriptions 
of  property  included  in  it  might  be  dis- 
cussed with  a  view  to  their  exemption 
under  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
Amendment.  He  did  not  suggest  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn  ; 
but  he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  lose  nothing  by  so  doing. 

Hr,  Butcher 


of  sorrow  and  difficulty — of  having  the 
matter  of  the  annuity  gone  into  for  the 
sake  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  to  the 
country,  especially  as  the  expenses 
would  be  nearly  as  much  as  the  Estate 
Duty  would  bring  into  the  Treasury. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  see  his  way  to  do  so,  he  would 
not  press  it  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  12, 
line  31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  twenty- 
five  "  and  insert  the  words  "  fifty-two." — 
(3/r.  hartley.) 

I  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  twenty-five  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
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Sir  W.  HARGOUBT  tiaid,  he  could 
only  repeat  what  ho  had  said  before  on 
the  subject.  What  they  had  got  to  do 
was  to  establish  an  equality  between  the 
exemptions  made  in  one  class  and  the 
exemptions  made  in  another  class  ;  and  If 
they  gave  in  one  particular  class  of  in- 
vestments larger  exemptions  than  were 
given  in  another  class  they  would  be 
placing  the  whole  principle  of  exemption 
on  an  unsound  basis.  In  his  illustrations 
of  what  the  duty  on  joint  annuities  of 
£52  a  year  would  bring  into  the  Trea- 
flury,  the  hon.  Grentleman  took  the  cases 
of  very  old  people.  But  a  man  might  be 
killed  or  a  woman  might  be  killed 
St  an  early  age,  and  the  £52  a  year 
'Capitalised  would  mean  £1,000.  He 
•could  not,  therefore,  accept  the  Amend- 
inent. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  that  in  this  instance  he 
agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer rather  than  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendmeut.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  giving  away 
joint  annuities  of  £25  had  opened  a  leak 
in  the  vessel  which  would  be  much 
larger  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rsupposed,  because  the  exemption  was 
not  restricted  to  persons  of  small  income  ; 
«ud  joiut  annuities  of  £25,  which  might 
be  worth  £400  or  £500  for  the  purposes 
of  aggregation  and  graduation,  might  be 
withdrawn  from  every  estate  that  passed. 
An  annuity  continued  much  longer  than 
was  supposed.  In  fact,  to  give  a  person 
Au  annuity  was  to  give  them  a  long  lease 
of  life  ;  and  one  of  the  results  of  the  con- 
cession of  the  Chancellor  of*  the  Exche- 
quer would  be  the  creation  of  a  large 
number  of  joiut  annuities  of  £25  in  order 
that  so  much  of  the  estate,  at  least,  might 
be  placed  beyond  the  grasp  of  the  Trea- 
sury. He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  justified  in  refusing  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
37,  after  the  word  "  section,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Treasury  to  re- 
mit the  Estate  Duty  or  any  other  duty 
leviable  on  or  with  reference  to  death  in  re- 
spect of  any  such  pictures,  prints,  boolu, 
manuscripts,  or  i antiquities  as  appear  to  the 
Treasury  to  be  of  national  or  historic  interest, 
and  to  be  given  or  bequeathed  for  national 
purposes,  or  to  any  County  Council  or  Muni- 


cipal Corporation,  and  no  property  the  duty 
in  respect  of  which  is  so  remittcn  shall  be 
aggregated  with  any  other  property  for  the 
purpose  of  fixing  the  rate  of  Estate  Duty."— 
(^8ir  W.  Hare&nrt,) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved  to 
leave  out  of  the  proposed  Amendment 
the  words — 

"such  pictures,  prints,  books,  manuscripts, or 
antiquities  as  appear  to  the  Ti'easury  to  be  of 
national  or  historic  interest,  and  to  be," 

and  to  insert  **  property."  The  objection 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  that  instead  of  making  the 
exemption  definite  it  left  it  to  the  sweet 
will  of  the  Treasury  to  apply  exemption 
or  not  to  apply  it.  If  an  estate  were  left 
to  a  Corporation  the  Treasury  would  have 
to  decide  whether  or  not  it  was  an  estate 
of  historical  or  national  interest,  and  then 
tc  decide  whether  or  not  the  obligation 
to  pay  duty  should  be  remitted.  In  a 
matter  where  there  might  be  a  doubt  or 
difference  of  opinion  of  that  kind  the  de- 
cision should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Courts  of  Law,  and  not  in  the  hands 
of  the  officials.  When  it  was  a  question 
of  general  property  left  to  the  nation  he 
admitted  that  the  Treasury  or  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue,  to  whom 
the  Treasury  would  no  doubt  hand  over 
the  task,  should  have  the  power  of  re- 
mitting the  duty  ;  but  in  the  matter  of 
property  vaguely  described,  and  subject 
to  the  definition  whether  it  was  national 
or  historical,  the  question  should  be  left 
to  a  Court  of  Law  and  not  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  any  "  to  the  word  "  given," 
in  line  4,  and  insert  the  word  "  property." 
— {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  such  pictures,  prints,  books,  manuscripts,' 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendment." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  hon. 

Member  wanted    to    substitute  general 

property    for    specific    property.       The 

Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York,  which  he  had  ac- 
cepted, and  the  Act  of  George  III., 
regulating  the  matter  in  former  days, 
mentioned  specific  objects,  and  not  pro- 
perty generally,  and  the  insertion  of  pnn 
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perty  geuernlly  in  liie  Amcndineiit  was 
tulitlly  out  of  the  tiueatlou.  The  boo. 
Member  also  wauted  tiio  quostion  of  the 
character  of  the  property — whether  it 
was  of  Dationitl  or  historic  interest — de- 
bated in  a  Court  of  Lftw.  He  could  not 
conceive  of  a  worse  tribunal  in  which  to 
raise  snch  a  question,  and  its  decision  on 
the  matter  would  not  even  be  final,  for  it 
would  be  subject  to  appeal.  Surely  it 
was  better  to  leave  to  the  Treasury  the 
decision  of  the  question,  subject  to  the 
crilicifm  of  the  House  if  they  decided 
wrongly.  Hitherto  the  Treasury  had 
decided  these  matters  without  much 
diificalty,  and  very  properly.  Under  the 
Ameudment  of  the  lion.  Member  things 
that  were  not  appropriate  to  a  public 
oollection  might  be  left  to  a  Public  Body, 
and  though  they  might  not  be  accepted 
by  the  Public  Body  they  would  be 
exempted  from  tlie  duty.  He  was  sure 
the  lion.  Member  would  see  that  his 
Amendment  was  one  the  Government 
could  uot  accept. 

SiK  S.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Wbiteohapel)  cited  the  case  of  Ur. 
Tate,  who  had  giveo  to  the  uatiou  uot 
only  a  coUectiou  of  pictures,  but  £80,000 
to  erect  a  Gallery.  How  would  the  Trea- 
sury uuder  the  Bill  treat  such  an  oSer  if 
the  person  who  made  the  oSer  died  soon 
after?  They  would  reTuil  tiie  duty  on 
the  picturcB,  and  chiirgc  the  duty  ou  the 
money.  He  thought  the  Treasury  should 
have  the  option  of  remitting  the  duty  ou 
whatever  property  was  left  to  the  nation. 

Mr.  QUILTEB  (Suffolk.  Sudbury) 
said,  the  Ameudment  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  invested  the  Treasury 
with  the  i>ower  of  discriminating  be- 
tween the  objects  timt  were  and  were 
not  objects  of  uatioual  and  historic  in- 
terest. It  would  be  very  desirable  if 
other  Public  Bodies  had  the  same  power. 
For  instance,  the  authorities  of  South 
KeusiugtonMuseumhad  toaccept  any  col- 
lection left  to  them,  even  though  they  were 
the  old  boots  of  distinguished  men.  He 
thought  it  was  a  large  order  to  expect 
that  the  Treasury,  in  addition  to  their 
other  duties,  should  1)0  able  to  decide 
whether  or  not  a  coUectiou  was  of  national 
and  historic  interest  and  should  escape 
duty  ;  and  he  should  like  to  ask  whether 
a  collection  of  Oriental  china,  of  very 
great  value  and  of  immense  iuterest,  or  a 
eoUection  of  old  musical  instruments 
wouhl  be  covered  by  the  Amendment  ? 
Sir  W.  Hareourt 


BUI.  4a 

*SiR  M,  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  that  if  the  lion.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn  had  any  reasonable  pro- 
spect of  carrying  his  second  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  to  strike  out  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  words  "  or  to  any  Couuty  Council  or 
Municipal  Corporation,"  he  should  be 
prepared  to  support  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House,  becanse  he  could  not 
see  that  there  wa^  any  ground  for  tbe 
distinction  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  drawn  between  books,  pic(nre% 
and  manuscripts,  and  money  or  other 
property  when  it  was  left  to  tbe  nation. 
But  he  knew  therighthon.  Gentleman  had 
given  in  to  t  he  pressure  of  the  MnnicipiJ 
Corporations,  and  had  agreed  to  insert 
the  words  "any  County  Council  or 
Municipal  Corporation."  If  therefore  the 
hou.  Member  forKing'sLynnsncceeded  in 
carrying  this  Motion,  these  bodies  wontd 
be  excused  payment  of  Death  Duty  oa 
any  money  or  land  which  might  be  left 
to  them.  That  would  be  a  bad  thing  to 
do,  and  be  was  not  prepared  to  support 
anything  of  the  kind.  If  the  right  hon. 
Geutlemau  could  give  them  a  hope  tliat 
he  would  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset  they  wonld 
be  able  safely  to  give  the  Treasury  tbe 
discretion  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked. 
But.  he  failed  to  see  any  symptom  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  likelr  to 
accept  the  Ameudment  in  the  remarks  ha 
had  addressed  to  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Srn  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  now- 
desired  to  leave  out  "  antiquities,"  in 
order  (o  insert  "other  objects."  He  had 
gathere<t  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thkt  he 
wonld  be  willing  to  accept  these  words 
so  as  to  cover  scientific  objects. 

SiK  W.  HAECOURT  (interrupting) 
iiaid,  that  "other  objects"  would  cover 
more  than  scientific  objects.  If  the  right 
liou.  Gentleman  would  propose  the  words 
"  scientific  objects  "  they  would  be  accept- 
able. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  if  th»t 
were  done  be  did  uot  think  the  wonts 
wonld  cover  ancient  statues  of  grekt 
value  or  ancient  coins,  or  collections  at 
old  china,  old  glass,  gems,  or  studies  by- 
ancient  masters.  It  was  dROgerons  to 
mention  specific  articles,  as  there  might 
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be  other  things  of  great  interest  and 
valae  left  which  would  not  technically 
come  within  the  clause.  It  would  be 
left  to  the  Treasury  to  determine  whe- 
ther certain  articles  should  be  accepted 
as  coming  under  the  clause.  They  would 
not  he  bound  to  accept  them.  They 
could  refuse  them  if  they  were'  not 
worthy  of  being  accepted  by  the  nation  ; 
therefore,  he  failed  to  see  what  would  be 
gained  by  accepting  the  limitation  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  antiquities,^*  and  insert  the  words 

other  objects." — {Sir  J,  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
"^ antiquities'  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment.'* 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  this  was 
the  result  of  concession.  First  of  all, 
there  were  half-a-dozen  proposals  sub- 
mitted ;  then  when  he  made  a  concession 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  satisfied, 
but  wished  to  have  it  extended  to  every- 
thing. There  must  be  some  definition 
of  the  articles  to  be  included  under  the 
olause.  An  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
highly  of  the  intelligence  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  officials,  but  in  this  matter  the 
discretion  would  be  exercised  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  surely 
they  would  have  intelligence  enough  to 
be  able  to  discharffe  this  dutv.  He 
would  agree  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
"  scientific  collections." 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment  in  order  to 
"move  to  leave  out  the  word  "  or  "  in  line 
3  of  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  or." — {Sir  J,  Lubbock,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  or '  stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  in  naming  these 
things  they  were  running  the  risk  of 
leaving  out  something  that  it  would  be 
very  desirable  to  include.  Would  it  not 
be  much  better,  instead  of  attempting  to 


specify  everything,  to  use  the  words 
"  works  of  art  and  scientific  collections  "  ? 
There  might  be  modern  statues  as  well 
as  ancient  ones. 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  said,  that  in  select- 
ing the  word  "antiquities  "  he  was  per- 
haps a  little  unfortunate,  as  it  would  ex- 
clude such  things  as  modern  statues.  In 
principle  he  did  not  see  any  difference 
between  modern  statues  and  ancient 
statues  for  the  purpose  of  this  clause. 
He  thought  it  just  as  reasonable  to 
exempt  the  one  from  duty  as  the  other. 
It  was  desirable  above  everything  in  this 
House  to  be  modest,  but  he  was  afraid 
that  on  this  occasion  he  had  been  led  into 
too  great  a  fit  of  modesty,  and  had  made 
the  olause  too  narrow.  Fully  recognising 
as  he  did  that  the  Chancellor  of  tTie  Ex- 
chequer had  met  the  case  in  a  very  fair 
way,  he  would  ask  him  if  words  could  not 
be  introduced  into  the  Amendment  to 
prevent  its  undue  limitation. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  when 
he  had  made  his  concession  he  had 
thought  that  that  would  be  final.  If  ho 
accepted  the  words  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Boronet  opposite  what  would 
there  be  to  protect  him  from  further  de- 
mands on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
other  (juarters  ?  He  should  be  willing 
to  adopt  the  words  "  works  of  art  and 
scientific  collections."  He  trusted  that 
he  should  be  protected  against  further 
appeals  in  this  direction. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  glad 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
prepared  to  go  so  far,  and  he,  with  other 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House,  would  do  what  he  could  to 
protect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
further  demands.  He  thought  it  right 
to  say  that  many  people  considered  this  a 
very  important  matter,  although  the 
Opposition  had  discussed  it  very  briefly, 
and  with  a  desire  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
as  quickly  as  possible.  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
think  that  it  had  been  pressed  unduly. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  move  to  leave  out 
"  or  antiquities, "  in  order  to  insert 
"  works  of  art  or  scientific  collections  "  ? 

Quastion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  thought 
the  word  "antiquities,"  which  was  not 
a  thoroughly  English  word,  should  be 
left  out. 
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Amendmeut  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "antiquities,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  works  of  art  or  scientific  collections." 
— (jS^tr  fV.  Harcourt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigau)  said,  he 
must  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  "  antiqui- 
ties." Antiquities  might  not  be  works 
of  art,  and  works  of  art  might  not  be 
antiquities. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
the  Amendment  would  imply  that  pic- 
tures were  not  works  of  art.  No  doubt 
they  were  not  always  works  of  art,  but 
he  did  not  think  the  two  things  should 
be  put  in  different  categories.  The  best 
method  of  dealing  with  this  question 
would  be  to  provide  that  the  clause 
should  apply  to  articles  "  left  for  preser- 
vation and  not  for  sale."  He  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  that  effect. 

Question  put,  and  negativeil. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  4,  after  the  word 
"  national,"  to  insert  the  word  "  scien- 
tific."— (Sir  J.  Lubbock.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (War- 
wick, Stratford)  said,  he  desired  to  move, 
in  line  5  of  the  proposed  Amendment, 
after  "purposes,"  to  insert  "or  to  any 
University  or  learned  body."  His  object 
was  to  provide  that  if  a  man  left  any  valu- 
able collection  of  works  of  art  or  articles  of 
Bcietific  interest  to  a  University  or  learned 
body,  it  should  be  exempted  from  aggre- 
gation, and  no  longer  subjected  to  the 
risk  of  disappearing.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  had  iuclude<l  County  Councils 
and  Municipal  Corporations  in  the  list  of 
bodies  that  were  to  be  exempted,  but 
surely  Universities  had  a  far  more 
catholic  scope  than  either  Municipal 
Bodies  or  County  Councils.  The  Royal 
College  of  Surgeons  and  the  Hunterian 
Museum,  for  instance,  were  institutions 
to  which  people  might  very  well  leave 
valuable  collections,  and  it  would  be  very 
unfair  to  the  heirs  of  such  people  if  such 
bequests  were  aggregateil  like  the  rest  of 
the  estate.  The  verv  moderate  Amend- 
ment  he  had  put  down  needed  no  lengthy 
words  to  commend  it. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  propoied 
Amendment,  in  line  5,  after  the  word 
"  purposes,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  to 
any  university  or  learned  body."-^ Afr. 
Freeman  -  Mii/ord,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  thought 
he  had  already  stated  the  principle  on 
which  he  was  prepared  to  accept  Amend- 
ments. No  one  could  accuse  him  of  in* 
difference  to  the  Universities  of  England^ 
but  those  Universities  were  not  in  any 
sense  representative  bodies — except  in 
that  House.  That  was  to  say,  the  public 
had  no  rights  over  the  property  of  the 
Univeisities.  The  Universities  and 
learned  bodies  could  do  with  their  pro- 
perty, so  far  as  the  public  at  large  was 
concerned,  whatever  they  liked.  If  they 
chose  to  say  these  objects,  scientific  or 
artistic,  might  be  seen  by  some  people 
and  not  by  others,  they  were  perfectly 
entitled  to  do  so.  County  Councils  and 
Corporations  were  representative  bodies^ 
and  he  did  not  tbink  that  they  could 
safely  go  beyond  these.  He  rested  hia 
case  on  that  principle.  As  had  been 
well  said,  so  far  as  the  possession  of 
museums  and  such  things  were  concerned, 
these  bodies  were  merely  local  sections 
of  the  nation.  Loan  collections  were 
sent  down  to  them  from  time  to  time  from 
the  national  museums  and  galleries,  and 
in  this  way  local  collections  were 
established.  He  was  not  saying  that 
they  should  not  encourage  the  Univer- 
sities, but  that  they  were  not  on  the  same 
footing  as  these  other  bodies.  As  to 
"  learned  bodies,"  it  was  difficult  to  say 
what  was  a  learned  body,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  was  safe  to  go  beyond  the  limits 
which  had  been  specified.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol, 
the  noble  Lord  behind  him,  and  his  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt's)  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  thought  he  had  already  gone,  too 
far. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  did  not 
think  they  had  arrived  at  the  end  of  this 
question  yet.  They  were  discussing  it 
as  though  those  who  left  these  objects 
to  Universities  and  Municipalities  were 
doing  an  injury  to  the  nation  and  ought 
to  be  discouraged.  Surely  they  ought 
to   encourage  these  bequests  as   far   as 
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possible.  No  one  would  deny  that  these 
bequests,  if  made  to  Universities  and 
schools,  were  as  useful  as  if  made  to 
represeutative  bodies.  He  did  uot  see 
what  the  fact  of  a  body  being  represen- 
tative had  to  do  with  the  point.  The 
question  was,  would  it  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  nation  that  bequests  of  this 
kind  should  be  made  ?  If  it  would  they 
should  not  be  discouraged.  It  seemed  to 
him  as  though  the  Government  were 
looking  with  a  jealous  eye  upon  i  these 
bequests.  ["  No,  no  I  "]  Then  why 
did  they  not  encourage  them  ?  Although 
Universities  and  Colleges  might  not  be 
representative  bodies  the  managers  and 
trustees  had  not  power  to  use  these 
articles  to  their  profit.  They  held  them, 
practicaiiy,  for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
— in  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  was  of  opinion  that 
these  bodies  would  be  covered  by  the 
words  of  the  Amendment.  If  the  hon. 
Member  went  'to  a  Division  he  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock)  would  support  him. 

•SiK  F.  S.  POWELL  said  that,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Court  of  the  Victoria 
University,  he  desired  to  put  in  a  plea  for 
that  University — both  for  the  University 
itself  and  also  for  the  colleges,  which 
were  rapidly  advancing  in  popularity, 
and  to  which  important  bequests  were 
made.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  any  bequest  to  these  Universities 
would  not  be  open  to  the  public.  So  far 
as  the  Cambridge  University  was  con- 
cerned, its  museum  was  open  to  the 
public  once  a  week.  The  same  liberality 
would  be  shown  by  other  Universities. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  having  gone  so  far,  would 
go  one  step  further.  He  was  confident 
that  he  would  uot  regret  it. 

•Sir  M.HICKS-BEACH  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  absurd  that  the  Town  Councils  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  should  be  relieved 
from  duty  on  bequests  of  this  kind — 
bequests,  for  instance,  of  scientific  collec- 
tions— and  that  the  Universities  of  those 
towns,  which  had  far  better  means  of 
utilising  such  bequests  for  the  public 
advantage  should  pay  duty.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  so  far,  he  thought 
he  might  well  include  Universities. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  concede  the 
Universities. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Then  I  move  to 
omit  the  words  "  or  learned  body." 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  learned  body." 
— (Mr,  Courtney,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment  to  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  FREEMAN- 31ITF0RD  said, 
that  some  of  the  learned  bodies  bore  as 
national  a  character  as  the  Universities. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  thought  they 
ought  not  to  go  on  discussing  the  ques- 
tion after  the  concession  he  had  made. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said  that,  as  a  University  Member,  he 
felt  deeply  grateful  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  concession  he  had 
made. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  thought  the  various 
colleges  of  the  Universities  should  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Uni- 
versities themselves  in  regard  to  this 
concession. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT,  in  moving  an 
addition  to  Clause  15  exempting  from 
the  Estate  Duty  pensions  and  annuities 
payable  to  the  widows  and  children  of 
the  deceased  officers,  said  the  addition 
was  necessary,  because,  although  an 
annuity  or  pension  payable  entirely  by 
the  Government  would,  as  the  law  stood, 
be  exempt,  yet  if  the  officer  during  his 
lifetime  had  contributed  towards  the 
amount,  it  would  make  it  subject  to  the 
duty.  He  desired,  therefore,  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  exemption  should  apply  in 
all  cases.  He  had  discussed  this  matter 
with  gentlemen  who  were  interested  in 
the  subject,  and  they  regarded  the 
Amendment,  he  believed,  as  a  satisfac- 
torv  solution. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line- 

37,  at  end,  add — 

'*  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect 
of  any  pension  or  annuity  payable  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  Britifth  India  to  the  widow  or 
child  of  any  deceased  officer  of  such  Govern- 
ment, notwithstanding  that  the  deceased  contri- 
buted during  his  lifetime  to  any  fund  out  of 
which  such  pension  or  annuity  is  paid." — {^Sir 
W,  Harcourt,) 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be.  there 
added,'*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  said, 
that  when  the  House  in  Committee  re- 
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solved  thatiniiiiuscripts   should  bo  taxed 
upon  their  capital  value,  lie  decided  that 
ou  the  Report  stage  he  would  make  au 
appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  make  an  exception  in  the  case  of 
the  manuscripts  puhlishedhy  the  Historical 
Manuscripts    Commission,    although    he 
confessed   he  did   not  do  so  with  a  very 
good  heart,  or  with  much  hope  of  success. 
Still,  he  would   ask  the  House  to  listen 
to  him  for  a  few  minutes  while  he  tried 
to  render  less  hard  the  heart  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     The  Historical  Manu- 
scripts Commission   had  during  the  last 
50    years    issued    a    large    numl>er    of 
volumes  of  historical  records,  and  these 
volumes    had    been    indebted    for    their 
great  value  to  the  access  given  to  manu- 
scripts of  great  importance  which  were 
to    be    found    in    various    parts    of   the 
country.     He  feared  that  this  change  in 
the  law  would  militate  against  the  pub- 
lication of  these  documents,   not  in  the 
sense  that  owners  of  them  would  be  de- 
terred from  allowing  access  to  them,  but 
by  reason  of  the  expense  which  would 
have  to  be  incurred  in  putting  and  keep- 
ing them  in  order.      As  anybody  cogni- 
sant with   the  subject  well  knew,  there 
were  in  many  places  most  valuable  docu- 
ments which  were  in  a  condition  of  the 
greatest  confusion,  and  he  contended  that 
if  they  were  to  l)e  subject  to  duty  on  the 
death  of  the  owner,  the  liability  would 
act  as  a  great  deterrent  to   the  owner  in 
the    matter   of    seeking    thcni    out  and 
putting    them    in  order.     The  tendency 
would,  in  fact,  be  to  neglect  them.    Since 
be  placed  his  Motion   on  the  Paper  he 
had  endeavoured  to  discover  the  current 
prices  of  letters  of  a  holograph  character. 
He  was  very  much  struck  by  an  observation 
made  by  the  Member  for  Kochester,  to 
the  effect  that  it  would  \)e  very  difficult 
to  place  any  value  upon  them,  and  he  had 
in  his  hand  a  pamphlet  giving  the  current 
values  of  some  of  these  letters.     These 
would   show  a  great  irregularity  in  the 
value,  as  well  as  the  great  sums  at  stake. 
Taking  documents  of  the   16th  century, 
he  found  that  a  signed  letter  of  Henry 
VII.  was  to  be  sold  for  £48,  an  autograph 
letter  of  Henry  VIII.  for  £8,  a  hologiaph 
letter  of  Lord  Burleigh  for  £25,  a  signed 
letter  of  Queen  Elizabeth  to  Charles  IX. 
of  France  for  £18  ISs.,  a  holograph  letter 
of  Mary  Queen  of  Scots  for  £125,  and  a 
signed  letter,  Maitland  of   Lethington, 
for  £25.      Passing    on     to    the     next 

Mr.  Thornton 


century,  they  had  offered    a    holograph 
letter    of    Swift    for    £40,  one   of    Sir 
Joshua  Reynolds  for  £25,  three  or  four 
of   Dr.   Johnson  for  £60,  one  fetching 
£22  10s. ;  a  letter  of  Robert  Burns  £35, 
and  a  song  £32,  and  a  letter  of  Lord 
Bolingbroke  £6  6s.     High  prices  ruled, 
too,  for  holograph  letters  and  autographs 
of  Addison,   Bos  well,  the  Chevalier  de 
St.  George,  Pope,  Burke,  David  Hume, 
Lord  Byron,  Charles  Lamb,  and  Shelley, 
and   the  values,  he   ventured    to  assert, 
were  daily  increasing.     He  might  men- 
tion that,  only  recently,  a  friend  of  his, 
a  Member  of  the  House,  had  discovered 
in  his  muniment  chest  the  whole  of  the 
correspondence   l)ctween    Lord    Boling- 
broke and  his  secretary  al)Out  the  Treaty 
of  Utrecht.     It  was  very  difficult  to  put 
a  value,  for  purposes  of  duty,  upon  such 
<locuments  ;  and  he  was  certain  that  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
see  his  way  to  relax  his  intention  in  re- 
gard to  this   matter,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   would    receive    the    thanks   of 
literary    men     throughout    the    country, 
and  would  assist  in  keeping  up  the  high 
character   which  historical   learning   in 
this  country  now  possessed.     In  order  to 
maintain  that  character,  access  tu  public 
documents  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
it  could  never  have  been  attaineil  had  it 
not  been  the  practice  of  noblemen  and 
gentlemen  in  allowing  their  manuscripts 
to  be  searched.     Nol)ody  den ieil  that  this 
literature  was  of  a   hijjhlv  valuable  cha- 
ractcr,  and  he  did  api)eal   to   the  Chan- 
cellor   of    the    Exchequer    not    to    do 
anything  which  would  interfere  with  the 
success  of    the  work  of   the  Historical 
Manuscripts  Commission. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  37,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to  in- 
sert the  Avords — 

*'  Estate  Duty  shall  not  Ihj  payable  in  respect 
of  mamiscripts  which  have  Ijeen  piiblishea  by 
the  Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  and 
which,  since  such  publication,  have  neither 
been     alienated     by     sale     or      gift."— (J/r. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  had 
great  sympathy  with  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member,  and  certainly  coincided 
with  him  in  the  enormous  interest 
attaching  to  the  publications  mentioned 
in  the  Amendment.  He  thought  they 
were  by  far  the  most  interesting  books  of 
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luudcru  times,  bnt  he  whs  ufraid  he  could 
uot  (liffereutiate  iu  the  wuy  proposed. 
Tu  Jo  m  would  uot,  iudeed,  l>e  commeu- 
suralic  with  the  »rt^unieiit  of  the  hon. 
Member.  A  large  part  of  the  publica- 
ti'ius  of  the  Historical  Mauuscripte  Com- 
misstou  were  not  MSS.  in  extenio,  bnt 
were  odIj  extract."  or  catalognes.  He 
wftB  very  interested  to  bear  the  annouuce- 
inent  as  to  the  recent  discuvery  of  papers, 
aod  if  the  hoD,  Member  would  return 
good  for  evil  by  obtaJuing  for  bim  a  sight 
of  the  letters  of  Lonl  Boliug;broke  to  bis 
secretary  respecting  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht  he  would  Ikj  extremely  obliged 
to  the  hoD,  Member.  An  was  wnil 
kuown,  many  manuscript.s  could  not  with 
wisdom  be  published,  such  as  those 
which  disclosed  the  secret  history  of  the 
American  War,  nud  which,  although  not 
publielied,  were  referral  to  by  the 
HiBtorical  Mauiiscripts  Commission.  In- 
terewtiog  as  the  subject  was,  be  was 
afraid  the  Amendment  was  uot  one  which 
the  Government  could  accept. 
"Silt  M.  HICKS-BKACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  could  not  belp  thinking  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not 
oppose<l  iu  priuoiple  to  this  Amendment. 
He  suggested  that  the  right  hoii.  Gentle- 
man might,  perhaps,  sec  his  way  to 
accept  the  Ameudmeiit  in  another  form. 
The  [utrticular  objection  he  had  raised 
was  tiiatinanyof  these  manuscripts  from 
their  very  nature  could  not  l)e  published, 
but  could  not  that  difficulty  be  overcome 
by  iuscrtiug  after  "  published,"  the  words 
"  or  catalogued  "  ?  The  principle  which 
it  was  desired  to  establish  wait,  it  seemed 
to  him,  a  sound  one,  and  it  was  one 
which  they  ba<l  endeavoured  to  enforce 
ou  the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  in  many 
previous  discussions  on  the  Bill,  with 
regard  to  heirlooms  which  might  be  of 
importance  uot  only  to  the  family  bnt 
also  to  the  nation.  These  manuscripts 
were  iu  many  cases  of  greater  hintoricnl 
value  than  jewels  or  other  heirlooms  of 
tbat  kind  ;  and  a  poor  family  might  find 
it  impossiblo  to  retain  them  on  account 
of  the  heavy  duties  imposed  by  the  Bill. 
As  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had  ad- 
mitted, these  historical  manuscripts 
formed  a  moat  important  part  of  the 
hbtory  of  this  country,  and  the  fact  that 
they  had  been  carefully  preserved  in  many 
cases  was  the  proof  of  the  value  attached 
to  them  by  the  owners.  Surely  their 
being  so  preserved  there  for  the   benefii 


of  the  history  of  tbe  country  ought  uot  to 
create  a  liability  for  heavy  duties  on  the 
death  of  successive  owners  ?  He  con- 
fessed tbat  tbat  did  seem  to  him  to 
be  something  akin  to  injustice,  and, 
therefore,  if  bis  hou.  Friend  pressed  the 
Amendment  to  a  Division,  he  would  sup- 
port him  iu  the  protest  against  what  was 
iindoubtediv  a  very  great  hardship  iu- 
flicle<i  by  tiiis  Bill. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  tbat  once  again  he  fouud 
himself  to  side  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  If  maunscripts  of  public 
interest  were  left  to  a  Public  Body  they 
were  already  exempt  from  duty  ;  and, 
fnrthflr,  he  asked  the  House  to  note  tbat 
the  Ameudmont  only  proposed  to  grant 
exemption  to  such  mamiseripts  as  were 
published  by  tbe  Historical  Manuscripts 
Commission.  Therefore,  it  would  apply 
to  only  a  small  number,  and  not  to  the 
most  iuteresting  of  those  in  existence.  If 
anyone  had  manuscripls  he  wanted  to 
bring  into  the  market,  he  had  nothing  to 
do  but  give  them  to  a  County  Council, 
which  would  be  sure  to  sell  them  the 
day  after,  probably  for  about  half  their 
value.  There  was  nothing  in  the  Amend- 
ment to  prevent  tbat  being  done.  But,  if 
there  were  to  be  exemptions,  he  wonld 
rattier  exempt  a  man^s  acres  than  hia 
papers. 

CoMiiAsi>EK  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holderneas)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  was 
obviously  rather  a  Philistine.  But  he 
had  mistaken  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  was  to  grant  the  exemption 
to  all  manuscripts  wlilch  bad  either  been 
published  or  referred  to  by  the  Historical 
Manuscripts  Commission.  If  this  ex- 
emption were  passed,  there  would  bo  a 
motive  to  people  who  had  manuscripts  to 
put  them  in  order  and  bring  them  before 
tlic  Manuscripts  Commission  as  early  aa 
possible.  He  did  uot  think  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  his  reply. 
paid  sufficient  attention  to  that  point. 

Question  put. 

Tho  House  divided: — Ayes  174; 
Noes  236.— (Division  List,  No.  182.) 

Mh.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved, 
in  page  12,  line  37,  after  the  hat 
Admeudmcnt,  to  insert  the  words — 
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Duty  shall  be  leviable  in  re8])ect  of  property  ^  that  could  be  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person — 

'*  (a)  which  is  given  or  devolves  to  or  for  the 


vernment.     It  would  be  noticed  that  his 
Amendment  did  not  repeal  the  Probate 


benefit  of  any  of  the  Royal  Family  ;  ;  j^^^^^  ,^^^^  ^^  ^^^.^^^  ^^^ 

**(b)  which  is  given  or  devolves  to  or  for  the  i  "Nothing  in  this  clause  contained  shall 
education  or  maintenance  of  poor  !  exempt  any  property  passing  on  the  death  of 
children  in  Ireland,  or  the  support  of  I  a  deceased  jwrsou  from  the  payment  of  a  duty 
any  public  charitable  institution  in    equivalent  in  amount   to  the   Probate    Duty 

which  would  have  been  payable  before  the  pass- 
ing of  thiR  Act  had  such  property  been  personal 


Ireland,  or  for  any  purpose   merely 
charitable. 


"  (2)  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  j  CHtate. 
clause  contained  shall  exempt  any  proj)erty  |  He  now  came  to  paragraph  "  b,"   which 
passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person  from  |  proposed  to  continue  the  existing  secular 
the  payment  of  a  duty  equivalent  in  amount  tol*^*^^.       .  ..  .° 

the  Probate  Duty  which  would  have  been  pay-    exemption  m  respect  of  property- 


able  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  had  such 
property  been  personal  estate." 


"  Which  is  given  or  devolves  to  or  for  the 
education  or  maintenance  of  poor  children  in 


The  hoD.  Gentleman  said  the  purpose  of  i  J'«J»°<J.'»''  «'e  support  of  any  pubUc  charitable 
...  ,        ,  •      jv    /    '^    1        iu8titation  in  Ireland  or  for  any  penon  merely 


this  Amendment  was,  in  effect,  no  other 
than  to  carry  on  the  existing  exemptions 


charitable.*' 

In    its    wisdom     the     Legislature    had 


in  the  Probate  Act.     These  exemptions  ...        i  .   m,  ^  ..  ^     t    i      i    •    ^l- 

t     ,       .  ^   ,     .         ..  ^    £■  thought  fit  to  grant  to  Ireland,  m  this 

had  existed  since  the  commencement  of  •       ^i  x*       *-^ 

^1     o  IT  rk  i.     A   i.    •    I  case,  as  lu  other  cases,  exemption  froai 

the  Succession  and  Legacy  Duty  Acts  m    ^      '    ,     .    ,  .{  *       «   *i. 

I        ^  i.1      i.u  1     u     1     1        *    taxes    levied   upon   other   parts    of   the 

almost   exactly   the  words   he   had  put    rr  -^   i  v      i  a     •    ^i  ^-.l 

1  ixr**!    -^      J   *     o    a'       r^    I       united  Kiugdom.     As  in  the  case  of  the 

down.      With  regard  to  Section  C,  he  i  ^       i    ,:,     9,      ,      .,        i  *  xu  *  •*  *u-- 
VI      *  ^^  *i    i.   u  u      Hoyal    Family,  he  thought  that  if  this 

did  not  propose  to  move  that,  because  he'       "^      ^.  •^'      *.*u  *.•       j- 

•  1       1    .1      n         '^^      1    1    1     -J   1  '  exemption  was  not  to  be  continued  some 
considered   the   Committee  had  decided  ^  i      ,,  .       .  rr    i*j 

,    .      ..        1      I J  u    ^  1  -4.1  J  i  reason  should  l>e  given.     He  did  not  see 

what  action  should  be  taken  with  regard       i  ,.j*        ^        •     •  i        u     u    u 

.    ^,    ^        ...  ^       TT-Aj     whv   a    different    principle    should    be 

to  that  particular  property.    His  Amend-      i  "  ,   i  i       i  •  i       *  '^x. 

^     ixiAi*-^       I'l  X.      adopted  now — he  did  not  say  with  re- 

ment  related  that  proi)erty  which  went  to  V  *     ^i    ^         ^     «   *u     i^  *  *     r^  a 

^,      r>       1   T.^       1       u     111  i.   1    gttrd  to  that  \mrt  of   the  Estate   Duty 

the  Royal  Pnmily  should  l)e  exempted    *  i  •  .        i    i-   i  »    i    *    r*  *       u  -.    •*! 
e  i  .  "^ .    .  t      f  which  embodied  Probate  Duty — but  with 

.      ^.     ,     F  ^    ^i     i>    u  *    ^i\  A  regard  to   that  imrt  of  the  Estate  Duty 
amount  equivalent  to  the  Probate  Duty.       P.  ,  •  ^   i     r  *i     t  i  c 

rri.  X  X-       u    1       •  X   1         I      11  which  consisted  of  the  Legacy  and  Suc- 

ihat  exemption  had  existed,  as  he  had  •      ^^  ^*        it   i  i  ?u   r^ 

. ,      .        \,  .         r  !i      T  ,  cession  Duties.  He  begged  the  Committee 

said,  since    the   passing  of  the   Legacy  ■,  •  i       ^u  .^  u  i*  « 

fv  ^'    4   ,        ,     ^       1^1-     .1      T*,    *  to    consider    that    every    halfpenny    of 

Duty  Act,  and  was  ndopte<l  in  the  Sue-  '  t  i    o  '        t\  j.     l**.!    ^ 

r       ia\     A   *.        I  *         At       -.    *i  •  Legacy    and    Succession    Duty  hitherto 

cession  Duty  Act,  and  from  then  to  this  i-i^i  .-         j_xj*i. 

,  T     -^  rj  .       T^  i.    1    J  levied  at  1  per  cent,  formed  part  of  the 

day  no   Legacy  or  Succession  Dutv  had  -rn  ,  ^     i.  5  i        ^i      t?-  umi 

,    "^    ,     .    ,  .    -^         ,  ^  ^       •    .  Estate   Duty    under    the   Finance   BilL 

been  levie<l  m  regard  to  property  passing  r,,,       ^       ./  i 

*    *u    13       1  u      •!       'pu    T>    i'  :    i\  i.  I  hercfore  it  was  necessary,  unless  a  new 
to  the  Royal  family.    I  he  Pro»)ate  Duty        ..|  ^       ij^i       ^.i.* 

i,,'',.,'^..  .        '^  i)riiiciple     was     to     lie     adopted,      that 

had  been  levietl  except  m  case  of  pro-  f .       i         i        ^  ^i  •        i-u    •* 

^     xi     5  •  I    *^  his    Ameiidinent,    or  something   like  it, 

perty  passing  to  the  Sovereign,  who  re-  ,      , ,  ,  •   i   u  *i        •     *u 

'^.'^/  '^     n       ,.         ^^  XX  should  be  carried,  because  otherwise  the 

quireit    no    confirmation    of    any    testa-  ^  ^  n   i      • 

^      .         ,.        .^.         1    X     -xi  1  i.  Government  would  be  imposing  a  new 

men tary  disposition;  but  with  regard  to  ,  i    xi   .i       i  u    i5   i     ^'       j 

.-..*'        ^  ^,  ,         r  xi      r>       1  tax  oil  l>oth  the  classes  he  had  mentioned, 

gifts  to  any  other  member  of  the  Royal  mu    «       i    i.^      -i  i  i    • 

r^      •!      "d"  V  *     r\  X  i-i     il  x  The  Royal   ramily  was  a  large  and  in- 

Family,  Probate  Duty  was  payable,  but  i  .     ■'  ,  i  i     xi        i  *  *i     m 

^  T  k3  •        i\'x       >rL  creasing  class,  and  he  thought  the  Chan- 

not  Legacv  or  Succession    Duty.     1  he       „        c  xi     l'     i  1 1   «    i  -.u  - 

V  ^  2.      T^  \         X  1       xi      T3'n  cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  feel  that 

Estate   Duty    set   up   by   the   Bill    was  ..  ,.    ,  .^  x     u       i  ^   i 

fid     f   t  rt  —      tl       f   tl  "  *"  entirely  new  tax  was  to  be  placed 

'^jTjLx      r\x  jxi        r'  upon  them  the  least  lie  could  do  was  to 

increased  Probate    Duty   and    partly   of  •    i  r      "x 

^,  JO  •  IT  give  a  reason  for  it. 

the     merged    Succession     and    Legacy ,  ^ 

Duties.  That  increased  charge  was  |  Amendment  proposal,  in  page  12, 
very  considerable.  He  did  not  know  '»««  37,  after  the  last  Amendment^  to 
whether  it  was  intended  by  tliis  Bill  to 
place  for  the  first  time  through  the 
agency  of  this  Estate  Duty — in  case  no 
such  exemption  as  he  proposed  was 
made — upon  the  Roval  Family  a  Suc- 
cession and  Legacy  Duty  of  1  per  cent., 
inasmuch  as  this  formed  part  of  the 
merged  Estate  Duty.     He  did  not  think 

Jfr,  Gihson  Bowles 


insert  the  words, — 

"  (1)  Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Act 
contained  no  Estate  Duty  or  further  Estate 
Duty  shall  be  leviable  in  i-espect  of  property 
{Missing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person — 

(a)  which  is  given  or  devolves  to  or  for  the 
benefit  of  any  of  the  Royal  Family  ;  or 

(b)  which  is  given  or  devolves  to  or  for  the 
education  or  maintenance  of  poor  children 
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in  Ireland,  or  the  support  of  any  public 
charitable  institution  in  Ireland,  or  for 
any  purpose  merely  charitable. 
(2)  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in    this 
clause  contained  shall  exempt   any  property 
passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person  from 
the  payment  of  a  duty  equivalent  in  amount  to 
the  Probate  Duty  which  would  have  been  pay- 
able before  the  passing  of  this  Act  had  such 
property  been  i)er8onal  estate."— -(*l/r.  Gibson 
Bowles.^ 

Qaestion  proposed.  That  those  words 
be  there  i  user  ted /^ 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  en- 
tirely disputed  that  this  Bill  added  any- 
thing to  the  liability  of  the  persous  to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  referred. 
The  exemptions  of  which  he  had  spokeii 
would  be  continued  as  now.  These 
persons  had  always  paid  Probate  Duty, 
and  now  it  was  proposed  that  they  should 
pay  Estate  Duty.  He  demurred  alto- 
gether to  the  assertion  that  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duty  was  merged  in  the 
Estate  Duty.  On  the  contrary,  the 
Legacy  Duty  was,  to  a  large  extent,  dis- 
charged altogether.  In  fact,  it  might  be 
said  to  have  gone. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  There  is 
1  per  cent. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  continuing, 
said,  No  ;  and  that  while  it  was  perfectly 
true  that  there  would  be  a  higher  pay- 
ment under  the  Bill,  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  persons  named  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  pay  the  Estate 
Duty.  The  Government  saw  no  reason 
why  any  such  exemption  should  be  made. 
It  was  true  that  Probate  Duty  was  not  paid 
in  respect  of  gifts  to  the  Sovereign,  but 
he  could  conceive  of  no  argument  whatever 
for  making  exemptions  under  the  Bill  to 
members  of  the  Royal  Family,  who  at 
present  had  an  immunity  which  they 
would  continue  to  enjoy.  As  they  paid 
Probate,  so  they  would  now  pay  Estate 
Duty  ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  seemed  to  have  in 
view  the  keeping  up  of  the  old  Probate 
Duty,  which  was  discharged  under  the 
Bill,  iPor  the  purpose  of  putting  the  tax 
upon  the  Royal  Family. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  bad 
mentioned  also  the  Irish  charities. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  there  was 
no  additional  burden  put  upon  the  Irish 
charities  either.  He  thought  that  the 
suggestion  to  keep  alive  a  separate  system 
for  the  purpose  of  charging  the  two 
classes    of     persons    mentioned    in   the 


Amendment  was  not  a  practical  pro- 
posal, and  ought  not  to  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  moved,  in  page  12, 
line  37,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to  in- 
sert the  words — 

"  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  upon  any 
death  upon  which,  but  for  this  section,  it  would 
become  payable,  in  respeot  of  any  annuity 
granted  by  an  employer  to  an  employee,  or  the 
widow  of  an  employee,  in  consideration  of  the 
past  services  of  such  employee." 

He  said  he  thought  the  Amendment 
which  he  proposed  would  be  of  con- 
siderable interest  in  the  country. 
Its  object  was  to  obtain  a  re- 
mission of  duty  in  cases  where 
an  employer  having  made  an  ar- 
rangement by  which  an  injured  work- 
man was  to  receive  an  annuity,  that 
annuity  fell  in.  The  House  might  con- 
sider the  case  of  a  workman  injured  in 
course  of  his  employment  to  whom  the 
employer  gave  £200.  In  case  of  a  gift 
that  amount  would  go  out  of  the  em- 
ployer's estate,  and,  of  course,  would  not 
be  chargeable  with  duty.  But  if,  instead 
of  giving  the  workman  a  lump  sum  down, 
the  employer  did  what  was  very  much 
better  in  the  interest  of  the  workman, 
and  expended  £200  in  the  purchase  of  an 
annuity  during  his  life,  in  case  of  accident, 
or  for  the  benefit  of  his  widow  in  case  of 
death,  what  happened  would  be  this  :  that 
if  the  workman  or  his  widow  died  during 
the  life  of  the  employer,  the  employer, 
when  the  annuity  fell  in,  would  have  to 
pay  duty  upon  the  value  of  the  annuity. 
Surely  that  was  neither  fair  nor  just,  nor 
was  it  to  the  interest  of  the  working 
classes  that  there  should  be  procedure  of 
the  sort.  He  was  not  saying  that  a 
generous  employer  would  not  make  the 
best  possible  provision  for  his  workmen 
without  any  regard  to  the  circumstances 
attending  the  possible  falling  in  of  an 
annuity,  but  he  did  think  that  the  State 
ought  to  encourage  generosity  as  be- 
tween employers  and  their  workmen  by 
making  exemptions  of  Estate  Duty  in 
such  a  case  as  he  had  described.  He 
would  ask  the  Solicitor  General  to 
favourably  consider  his  proposition,  and 
to  take  into  account  that  unless  the  ex- 
emption were  granted  the  duty  might 
be  evaded  by  the  payment  of  a  lump  sum 
down  instead  of  in  the  form  of  an 
annuity. 
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Amendmeut  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
87,  after  the  last  Amendmeut,  to  insert 
the  words — 

•'  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  upon  any 
ileath  upon  which,  but  for  this  section,  it  would 
become  payable,  in  respect  of  any  an  nuity  gran  terl 
by  an  employer  to  an  employee,  or  the  widow 
of  an  employee,  in  consideration  of  the  past 
services  of  such  employee."— (.1/r.  Butcher!) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  this  was  another 
instance  of  the  ingenuity  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  endeavouring  to  find  out 
exceptional  instances  under  which  there 
should  be  no  payment  of  the  duty. 
In  ail  probability  a  case  would  never  arise 
to  which  this  Amendment  would  apply, 
and  he  did  not  suppose  that  anyone  ever 
heard  of  an  employer,  charging  his  estate 
with  an  annuity  in  favour  of  a  workman 
or  a  servant.  He  should  think  that  it 
would  be  only  once  in  a  hundred  thousand 
times  that  an  employer  having  charged 
his  estate  with  an  annuity  to  an  em- 
ployee, that  annuity  fqll  in.  If  there 
were  no  charge  there  would  be  no  passing 
of  property  and  no  Estate  Duty. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  there 
must  be  a  good  many  instances  in  which 
employers  gave  annuities  to  their  old 
servants,  and  he  knew  some  cases  him- 
self. He  was  sorry  that  the  Attorney 
General  should  have  cast  a  slur  upon  the 
employers  of  this  country.  If  a  man 
covenanted  to  pay  an  annuity  to  a  person 
and  that  person  died,  the  estate  of  the 
man  who  had  made  the  covenant  was 
increased  by  the  death  of  that  person, 
and  he  was  certain  that  if  the  estate  was 
increased  in  value  the  frainers  of  the  Bill 
intended  to  create  something  for  the 
State  out  of  the  increase  of  property. 
These  matters  had  to  bo  regarded  with  a 
view  to  graduation  and  aggregation. 
The  Attorney  Genenil  had  paid  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  a 
compliment  as  to  the  ingenuity  with 
which  they  sought  for  exceptional  cases, 
but  this,  at  all  events,  was  a  question  of 
great  importance,  because  a  remission  of 
the  sort  must  have  the  effect  of  placing 
the  estate  in  a  position  in  which  the 
lower  Estate  Duty  had  to  be  paid. 
According  to  the  clauses  of  the  Govern- 
ment a  man  would  have  to  pay  upon  his 
own  money  when  an  annuity  fell  in. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
somewhat  puzzled  by  the  speech  of  the 


Attorney  General,  and  he  should  like  to 
put  a  question  or  two  to  the  Solicitor 
General  in  order  to  clear  up  several  im- 
portant points.  He  understood  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  to  mean  that  the  exemption 
applied  only  to  cases  where  the  property 
was  charged,  and  not  to  cases  where  an 
employer  covenanted  to  pay  a  workman 
an  annuity  for  life,  and  that  to  make  an 
employer  pay  Estate  Duty  when  that 
annuity  was  not  a  charge  upon  the  estate 
but  only  a  covenant  to  pay  would  l>e  a 
great  hardship.  That  was  an  intelligible 
view  enough,  but  the  question  was 
whether  it  was  the  view  which  the 
Government  took  in  the  Bill.  As  he 
read  Sul)-section  2  of  Clause  2  of  the 
Bill  it  made  no  difference  whether  an 
annuity  was  charged  on  an  estate  or 
whether  there  wa»  only  a  covenant  to 
pay,  because  in  either  case  it  was  clearly 
property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  do- 
ceased,  and  actually  would  pass  to  the  man 
who  originally  gave  that  property,  and 
revert  to  him  although  he  had  only 
promised  to  pay  the  money  and  did 
not  charge  it  upon  his  estate.  If  the 
Attorney  General  was  right,  and  if  a 
man  having  made  a  covenant  to  pay  uw 
annuity  of  £25  a  year  or  £2,500  a  year 
had  not  to  pay  Succession  Duty  in  case  of 
such  annuity  falling  in,  well  and  good,  and 
the  Amendment  neeil  not  be  pressed  ;  but 
if  he  (Mr.  Balfour)  was  right  in  his 
rendering  of  Sub-section  2,  and,  as  he 
thought,  the  Government  meant  to 
patch  this  as  every  other  kind 
of  property  in  their  net,  then  it 
was  obvious  that  the  speech  which  the 
Attorney  General  had  made  was  irrele- 
vant from  beginning  to  end,  and  that 
they  must  require  a  new  defence  of  the 
action  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  R.  T.  re  id  said,  he  was  happy 
to  be  able  to  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  tliat  the  Bill 
was  not  so  drastic  as  he  appeared  to 
imagine.  If  a  man  promised  or  co- 
venanted to  pay  a  certain  amount  by  way 
of  annuity  to  a  workman  during  life, 
upon  the  death  of  that  workman  no  pro- 
perty would  be  released  at  all  and  no 
Estate  Duty  could  be  calculated.  But 
if  the  annuity  had  actually  been  charged 
on  the  property,  it  would,  upon  falling 
in,  naturally  have  to  pay  Estate  Duty. 
He  thought  that  matter  must  be  perfectly 
clear. 
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Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  should  like 
to  understand  whether  the  Goverumeut 
meant  that  if  a  parent  coveuauted  to  give 
a  certain  amount  to  a  child  and  that  child 
died  during  the  life  of  the  parent,  there 
would  be  no  Estate  Duty  payable,  or 
that  in  the  ease  of  a  marriage  settlement 
of  so  much  a  lyear  the  amount  would  not 
be  taxable  if  the  child  should  die  before 
the  parent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Estate 
Duty  would  not  be  chargeable  upon  a 
covenant. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  move*i,  in 
page  12,  line  37,  at  end,  add — 

"'  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  rcsuect 
of  any  advowson  or  cliurch  patroiia^^'  which 
would  have  been  free  from  Succession  Duty 
under  Section  24  of  The  Succession  Duty  Act, 
1853.' " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  butcher  movcil,  in  iMige  12, 
line  37,  after  the  last  Amendment^  to  in- 
sert the  words — 

**  If  any  property  iMisses  on  the  dciith  of  the 
deceased  to  any  charity  or  charitable  institution 
or  hospital,  such  pro}>erty  shall  not  be  aggre- 
gated with  the  rest  of  the  property  i tossing  on 
the  death  of  the  decease<1,  but  shall  form  an 
estate  of  itself/* 

He  said  the  House  would  see  that  the 
Amendment  was  framed  in  the  interests 
of  charitv.  So  far  as  charities  were  con- 
cemed,  ho  would  point  out  that  if  ever 
there  was  a  time  when  relief  ought  to  be 
given  it  was  the  present^  because  many 
of  the  large  London  hospitals  were  depen- 
dent upon  revenues  derived  from  agricul- 
tural lands,  and  owing  to  the  depressed 
condition  of  agriculture  they  had  suffered 
severely.  Consequently,  he  thought  they 
ought  even  to  stretch  a  point  in  favour 
of  hospitals.  But  the  Amendment 
affected  other  interests.  In  the  case  of  a 
man  who  settled  £6,000  upon  his  son, 
bat  who  chose  to  give  £«50,000  to 
charities,  the  £5,000  won  Id  be  aggrcgatx^d 
with  the  £50,000,  and  instead  of  paying 
2  per  cent,  the  son  would  have  to  pay  4 
or  5  per  oent.  He  asked  the  House  if 
that  was  reasonable  ?  Surely  if  a  man 
was  benevolent  enough  to  give  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  charities  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  say  that  that  sum  should  pay 
Estate  Duty  and  be  aggregated  for  that 
porpose  with  the  rest  of  his  property. 
The  House  would  understand  that  he 


did  not  propose  by  this  Amendment  to 
exempt  from  duty  all  gifts  to  charities 
and  hospitals.  What  he  proposed  to  do 
was  to  charge  the  duty  at  the  proper 
figure,  so  that  if  a  man  separated  a 
charitable  bequest  from  the  rest  of  his 
property,  the  separated  properties  should 
only  pay  the  amount  of  Estate  Duty 
appropriate  to  the  individual  amounts. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  \yage  12,  line 

37,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to  insert 

the  words — 

**  If  any  property  passes  on  the  death  of  the 
deceased  to  any  charity  or  charitable  institution 
or  iKjspital,  such  property  sliall  not  l^e  af^TC- 
gated  with  the  rent  of  the  property  passing  on 
the  death  of  the  deceased,  but  shall  form  an 
estate  of  itself."— (.Vr.  Jiutt)wi\) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserte<l.'* 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  had  enjoyed 
the  benefit  of  as  much  experience  as  any- 
one in  the  House  with  reference  to  these 
charitable  bequests.  Ho  admitted  that 
there  were  nianv  estimable  charities,  but 
he  maintained  that  it  was  impossible  to 
pick  out  the  meritorious  ones  at  a  time 
like  the  present.  To  grant  this  concession 
would  not  be  in  harmony  with  the 
declarations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer made  on  the  same  subject  earlier 
in  these  discussions.  The  majority  of 
these  testamentary  gifts  to  charities  were 
aninmteil  bv  verv  doubtful  motives,  and 
he  thought  that  no  encouragement  ought 
to  be  given  to  wills  that  were  described 
as  charitable  and  benevolent,  but  were 
not  in  general  either  charitable  or 
benevolent. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  hopeil  the  Government  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  lie  had  every 
respect  for  hospitals  and  charities,  but  he 
had  no  sympathy  with  people  who  left 
money  to  them  when  they  had  no  further 
use  for  it  themselves.  These  cliarituble 
bequests  were  a  sort  of  fire  insunince, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
en<;ourage  them. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  said,  he  understood  this  Amend- 
ment was  moved  in  the  interest  of  the 
residuary  legatee  who  might  take  a  very 
small  amount  of  property  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  executor,  and  yet  would 
have  to  pay  a  very  large  Estate  Duty, 
because  his  small  property  wouhl  be 
aggregated  with  any  large  bequest  which 
the  testator  might   make  to  a  charity. 


o9 


Finance 


{COMMONS) 


Bill. 


60 


He  hoped  the  Goverument  would  do 
sometliiDg  to  remedy  this  great  injustice. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
Attorney  General  had  given  them  two 
arguments  against  the  Amendment.  He 
said,  in  the  first  instance,  that  to  make 
this  concession  would  be  inconsistent 
with  a  declaration  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  regard  to 
some  previous  Amendment  on  the  same 
subject.  He  had  a  great  regard  for  the 
consistency  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  should  be  glad  to  aid  his 
colleagues  in  maintaining  it.  But  he  did 
not  know  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  con- 
sistency was  a  good  argument  against 
this  Amendment.  What  was  the  more 
substantial  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ?  It  was  that  he  had 
had  an  unique  experience  in  dealing  with 
testamentary  gifts  to  charities,  and  that 
his  experience  convinced  him  that  the 
great  majority  of  those  who  left  money 
to  charities  were  animated  by  contempt- 
ible or  wicked  motives,  and  that  nothing 
ought  to  be  done  to  encourage  them. 
The  object  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment was  to  secure,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  the  residuary  legatee  should  be  pro- 
tected from  payment  of  duty  on  charit- 
able bequests,  although  but  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  estate  might  pass  to  him. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  behind 
him  (Major  Ilasch)  seemed  to  agree  with 
the  Attorney  General  that  testators  made 
these  bequests  from  unworthy  motives. 
Did  not  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
8ee  that  these  testamentary  bequests 
would  be  promoted  by  the  Bill  and 
diminished  by  the  Amendment  ?  Sup- 
pose testators  should  have  a  desire  to 
spite  their  natural  heirs  by  leaving  some 
of  their  money  away  to  hospitals  and 
public  institutions,  what  an  additional 
pleasure  to  the  persons  representing  those 
institutions — what  an  additional  drop  of 
gall  in  the  cup  of  the  unfortunate  heir 
that  this  money  would  go  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  aggregation  to  increase  the  tax 
inflicted  upon  the  heir  !  He  altogether 
objected  to  assist  the  wicked  in  their 
path  of  wickedness,  but  it  seemed  that 
the  Government  were  desirous  of  placing 
Hu  additional  weapon  in  the  hands  of 
those  malevolent  beings,  while  he  was 
desirous  of  depriving  them  of  tjie  power, 
not  of  leaving  part  of  their  property 
away  to  whom  or  for  whatever  objects 
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they  chose,  but,  in  leaving  it  away,  of 
saddling  the  rest  of  the  property  not  left 
away,  with  an  additional  burden.  That 
was  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  the  House 
need  concern  itself  much  with  either  the 
morals  here  or  the  prospects  hereafter  of 
those  wicked  monsters.  Whatever  the 
object  of  the  Bill  might  be,  it  was  not, 
at  all  events,  a  missionary  efforc.  But 
they  might  have  some  regard  to  the 
destination  of  these  l>equests  to  charit- 
able institutions  though  their  benefit  might 
be  possibly  the  last  motive  of  these 
testators.  What  did  it  matter  to  the  House 
whether  they  meant  to  spite  their  heirs 
or  not  if  the  recipients  of  the  bequests 
were  some  of  the  great  London  hospitals 
or  other  public  institutions  greatly  in 
want  of  money  ?  He  agreed  that  if  this 
Amendment  would  encourage  testators 
to  spite  their  heirs,  he  should  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it  ;  but  if  they  were 
to  have  regard  to  the  motives  of  these 
black-hearted  gentlemen  who  were  dis- 
posed to  leave  their  money  away  in  this 
manner,  the  House  ought  to  do  every- 
thing in  its  power  to  increase  the  amount 
of  money  so  given  away  rather  than 
diminish  it.  In  America  bequests  were 
often  made  during  lifetime,  and  when  he 
reflected  upon  the  amount  of  money 
given  in  that  way  to  public  institutions, 
and  compared  it  with  the  comparatively 
thin  and  poverty-stricken  stream  which 
flowed  into  the  coffers  of  our  great 
charities  and  philanthropic  societies,  he 
felt  that  they  set  us  an  example  which 
we  should  do  well  to  follow.  We  had 
had,  of  course,  many  instances  even  in 
recent  times  of  such  bequests,  but  they 
should  not  be  discouraged  even  after 
death..  While  agreeing  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  this  Amendment  was 
largely  made  in  the  interests  of  the  heir' 
and  not  so  much  in  the  interests  of  the 
charities,  he  still  felt  that  in  cases  where 
money  was  not  given  for  any  malignant 
purpose,  such  as  was  suggested,  but 
from  a  desire  to  benefit  some  public 
institution  by  a  bequest  of  which  it 
stood  in  need,  care  should  be  taken  to 
avoid  the  injury  which  would  neverthe- 
less fall  on  the  ordinary  natural  heirs  of 
the  testator  taking  the  rest  of  the  pro- 
perty. At  an  earlier  period  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Bill  he  had  expressed 
these  opinions  to  the  House,  and  must 
apologise  for  repeating  them,  but  he  ven- 
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tared  again  to  hope  that  the  GovernroeDt 
would  Bee  its  way  to  making  some  con- 
eesflioQ  in  this  matter. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  this 
was  too  large  a  concossioD  to  make,  be- 
cause the  effect  on  the  Revenue  would 
be  of  a  serious  character. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  No;  it  is  only 
a  question  of  the  mode  of  aggregation. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  confessed  that 
ke  did  not  understand  upon  what  prin- 
ciple this  claim  to  exemption  rested. 
The  Statute  of  Mortmain  was  established 
to  prevent  real  property  from  being  given 
away  in  this  manner,  and  he  asked  for 
whom  was  this  particular  relief  sought  ? 
It  was  not  for  the  heir,  but  for  the  benefit 
of  the  residuary  legatee.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
that  the  stream  of  liberality  did  not  flow 
very  fully  in  England  with  reference  to 
charities.  An  institution  like  St. 
Greorge's  Hospital  relied  upon  its  income 
being  supplemented  by  largo  bequests, 
and  the  authorities  found  they  were  not 
disappointed.  No  doubt,  this  was  the 
case  with  many  institution?  of  a  similar 
character.  There  were  other  motives  in 
these  matters  than  the  malevolence  of 
testators  towards  heirs  as  had  been  sug- 
gested. Some  years  ago  a  great  bequest 
was  made  for  the  Established  Church  in 
Scotland,  and  was  said  to  be  the  largest 
sum  ever  paid  as  a  premium  against  lire. 
Various  other  motives  might  also  bo 
attributed  to  persons  making  these 
bequests.  For  his  own  part,  however, 
he  was  bound  to  speak  in  the  interests  of 
the  Exchequer.  It  would  be  an  injury 
to  the  Revenue  to  make  such  an  exception 
as  this,  and  one  which  he  did  not  think 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  opposite 
could  sufficiently  appreciate.  It  would, 
in  fact,  involve  a  very  large  deduction 
from  the  Revenue,  and  he  must  once 
more  remind  the  House  that  they  had  to 
provide  £5,000,000,  or  thereabouts,  for  a 
public  object,  in  regard  to  which  the  ex- 
penditure had  been  authorised  by  Parlia- 
ment. Their  duty  was  to  find  means  to 
meet  that  expenditure,  and  it  was  not  his 
duty  to  cut  down  the  Revenue  by  accept- 
ing Amendments  of  this  kind.  lie 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
not  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  for- 
gotten in  his  argument  that  what  was 
propoved  here  was  not  that  money  be- 


queathed should  be  exempted  from  duty, 
but  that  it  should  be  made  the  subject  of 
separate  aggregation.  He  did  not  think 
the  principle  of  aggregation  would  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  much  money, 
or  that  he  would  lose  much  by  adopting 
it  in  this  particular  instance.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  agreed 
to  exempt  from  all  duty  the  megatherium 
or  the  picture  of  the  president  of  the 
London  County  Council  as  a  work  of 
historic  interest. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  They  are  not 
money. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the  re- 
cipients  might  be  depended  upon  if  it  were 
possible  to  do  so,  whether  in  the  case  of 
a  megatherium  or  anything  else,  they 
would  turn  it  into  moner.  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  refusing  to 
aggregate  separately  any  sum  whether 
large  or  small  left  to  a  charity ;  he 
wanted  to  get  the  last  drop  of  blood,  the 
uttermost  farthing  out  of  a  contribution 
made  even  to  his  own  property,  St. 
George's  Hospital.  That  seemed  hardly 
reasonable,  and  he  would  rather  see  the 
megatherium  charged  and  let  the  legacy 
to  the  hospital  go  free.  But  he  would 
point  out  that  this  principle  of  sepa- 
rate aggregation  had  been  adopted 
in  more  than  one  instance  in  the  Bill ; 
in  several  cases  small  gifts  of  property 
were  to  be  separately  aggregated 
and  made  estates  of  themselves. 
That  was  all  that  was  asked  in  this  ease, 
and  not  exemption  of  duty  at  all.  Con- 
sider the  hardship  in  the  case  of  a  man 
who  was  not  particularly  in  love  with  his 
eldest  son.  In  the  first  place,  he  must 
point  out  that  this  duty  would  not  fall 
necessarily  on  the  residuary  legatee.  The 
Attornev  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General,  who  knew  more  about 
this  Bill  than  anybody  else,  constantly 
made  the  assumption  that  there  must  in 
all  cases  be  a  residuary  estate  and  a 
residuary  legatee.  But  it  was  a  matter 
of  constant  occurrence  for  people  to  leave 
by  their  wills  more  property  than  they 
possessed,  and  the  specific  legacies  had 
to  be  paid  rateably.  It  was  not  the  fact, 
therefore,  that  this  large  burden  would 
always  fall  upon  a  residuary  legatee,  for 
in  many  cases  there  would  be  no  residue 
for  it  to  fall  upon.  Take  the  hard  case 
of  a  man  leaving  £1,000,000  to  a  hospital 
and  £600  only  to  his  son.  W^'hat  would 
be  the  result  ?     By  the  separate  aggre- 
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gation  proposed  the  hospital  would  pay 
£80,  and  the  son  £2  10s.  But,  as  matters 
stood,  the  SOD  would  have  to  pay  at  the 
rate  of  £40.  Not  only  would  he  be  de- 
prived of  his  patrimony  by  his  wicked, 
malignant  father  leaving  practically  all 
his  property  to  the  charity,  but  he  would 
be  fined  £40  instead  of  £2  10s.  Surely 
that  was  never  in  the  contemplation  of 
the  Government.  In  fact,  there  appeared 
to  be  a  good  many  things  in  the  Bill 
which  were  never  in  the  Government's 
contemplation.  At  all  events,  in  this 
case  there  seemed  to  be  no  reason  why 
the  Amendment  should  not  be  adopted, 
as  it  sought  not  exemption  from  duty, 
but  only  separate  aggregation. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  appeal 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
vote  against  the  Amendment  on  account 
of  the  loss  which  it  would  entail  on  the 
Revenue  would  have  been  more  effective 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
the  House  some  idea  of  the  estimated 
extent  of  that  loss.  The  House  had  not 
been  informed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man of  more  than  the  general  effect  of 
any  portion  of  this  measure.  So  far  he 
had  spoken  of  the  necessity  of  providing 
£1,000,000,  but  he  now  talked  about 
£5,000,000.  All  that  the  House  had  to  do 
with  this  year,  in  regard  to  the  Death 
Duties,  was  £1,000,000,  and  they  were 
only  now  concernetl  with  one  year.  As 
the  Amendment  did  not  touch  the  duty, 
but  only  the  aggregation,  the  difference 
which  its  acceptance  would  make  to  the 
Exchequer  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  be 
very  large.  They  had  only  the  ipse 
dixit  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  loss  would  be  sustained. 

Sir  W.  H  ARCOURT  said,  that  state- 
ment was  founded  not  merely  upon  his 
ipse  dixity  but  on  the  opinion  formed  by 
gentlemen  who  were  most  competent  to 
judge,  and  who  assured  him  that  in  no 
other  part  of  the  Bill  would  the  loss  be  so 
great  as  if  this  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  if  that  were  the 
case  they  must  assume  that  there  was 
some  foundation  for  the  statement  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
made  ;  but  still  he  was  unable  to  see 
how  so  great  a  loss  was  to  fall  upon  the 
Revenue  simply  by  the  aggregation  of 
property  passing  away  from  a  family 
separately  from  that  left  to  the  family. 
He  would  ask    whether  it  was  just  or 
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equitable  that  where  property  was  left 
away  from  a  family,  the  property  left  to 
the  family  was  nevertheless  to  be  charged 
as  if  that  other  property  remained  in  Xhe 
family  ?  Was  not  that  departing  from 
the  doctrine  of  equality  of  sacrifice  ? 
which,  although  it  was,  lie  be- 
lieved, repudiated  by  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  yet  mast  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemuu's  supporters 
put  it  forward  on  public  platforms. 
The  principle  of  aggregation  landed  the 
Government  in  every  kind  of  anomaly 
and  injustice.  It  was  full  of  inequalities, 
and  it  was  now  admitted  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  tliat  it  wu»  an- 
ticipat^ed  a  large  revenue  was  going  to 
be  realised  frpm  the  aggregation  of 
property  left  away  from  a  testatorV 
family  with  that  left  to  the  family. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  : 
reminded  the  House  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  upon  an  Ameudmeut 
dealing  with  insurance  had  stated  that 
the  loss  to  the  Revenue  would  be 
£000,00^),  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  stated  that  he  anticipated  a  loss  of 
more  than  half-a-million  from  the  accept- 
ance of  the  present  Amendment.  That 
must  be  the  case,  as  he  had  stated  that 
this  would  make  the  largest  inro^id  into 
the  Revenue  of  any  Amendment  proposed 
in  regard  to  revenue  from  Death  Duty 
taxes 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  was  speak- 
ing  not  merely  of  the  present,  but  of 
future  years. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  thought  that  future 
years  might  be  left  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. The  House  had  been  told  ex- 
actly the  same  tale  as  to  losses  of  Revenue 
in  regard  to  other  Amendments,  and  all 
other  statements  could  not  be  literally 
accepted.  If  all  the  losses  anticipated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  from 
the  acceptance  of  Amendments  could 
arise  the  total  loss  would  amount  to  at 
least  three  times  as  much  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  get. 

•Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  said,  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  hardly  done  justice  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General,  who  ob- 
jected to  the  Amendment,  and  desired 
the  clause  to  stand  in  it^  present  form  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  desirable  not  to 
discourage  testators  from  leaving  be- 
quests to  hospitals  and  other  public 
eharities.       The  Amendment^  it  was  ob- 
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jected  by  tliiB  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, would  prevent  people  from  making 
«uch  bequests  at  all,  while  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  objected  to  the 
loss  which  the  State  would  sustain  from 
this  pernicious  practice  of  leaving 
money  to  hospitals  and  other  public 
Hud  charitable  institutions  instead  of 
leliviDg  it  to  the  persons  to  whom 
otherwise  it  naturally  would  go.  If 
it  were  said  that  this  Amendment 
eould  not  be  accepted  because  it  would 
interfere  too  much  with  the  scheme  and 
framework  of  the  Bill  how  did  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer justify  Clause  4  which  told  them 
how  they  were  to  determine  the  an)ount  of 
the  Estate  Duty  and  went  on  to  say — 

"  Proviile<l  tint  any  i)rr>|»erty  so  imssiii^  in 
which  the  deceancil  never  lia<I  an  interest  or 
which  under  a  dinposition  not  made  by  the 
rleoeaaetl  ))asaes  immediat^^ly  on  the  clenth  of  the 
deceased  to  8onie  person  other  than  tlie  wife,  or 
husbandf  or  a  lineal  ancestor,  or  lineal  descen- 
dant of  the  deceased,  shall  not  l)e  a<,'y:re<ratcl 
with  any  other  prr>pcrty,  but  sliall  be  an  estate 
bj  itself^  and  the  Estate  Duty  hIuiU  be  levied  at 
the  proper  graduated  rate  on  the  princii>al 
value  thereof ; " 

and  so  on.  Why,  if  the  settlement  was 
not  made  by  the  deceased,  was  it  right  to 
deprive  the  Exchequer  of  this  money, 
which  would  have  come  from  the  aggre- 
gation of  the  estate,  and  \yrong  to  do  it  if 
the  settlement  or  will  was  made  by  the 
deceased  ?  In  the  one  case  the  property 
was  not  going  to  a  relation,  and  this  excep- 
tion w^as  made  so  as  to  prevent  its  being 
aggregated.  But  in  the  present  case, 
where  the  money  was  to  go  to  a  hospital, 
no  such  exception  was  to  be  made  for  the 
conflicting  reasons  that  (according  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  the 
State  would  lose,  and  (according  to  the 
Attorney  General)  if  the  Bill  were  left 
as  it  was  no  one  w<mld  leave  money  to 
hospitals  which,  as  he  said,  was  a 
desirable  state  of  tilings  to  bring  about. 
It  had  been  assumed  that  people  leaving 
property  behind  them  would  never  be- 
queath a  large  amount  to  hospiUils  and 
a  small  amount  to  their  relatives.  But 
he  believed  the  late  Sir  Erasmus  Wilson 
left  £260,000,  of  which  £200,000  was 
to  go  to  the  College  of  Physicians 
or  the  College  of  Surgeons  and 
£60,000  to  the  widow  and  other  per- 
sons. He  could  not  see  the  justice 
of  askini(  the  surviving  relatives  to  pay 
dntj  at  the  high  rate  of  7  per  cent.,  be- 
caase  the  £60,000  came  out  of  an  aggre- 
gated estate  of  £260,000,     Clearly  the 

VOL.  XXVII.    ["foubth  sEuiEs.^ 


Attorney  General's  reason  was  the  one 
actuathig  the  Government ;  that  was  to 
say,  the  desire  to  discourage  people  from 
leaving  money  to  charities  in  any  shape 
or  form.  Now  that  this  was  seen  to  be 
the  object  of  the  Government,  he  ho{)ed 
that  people  who  were  likely  to  be  bene- 
fited by  hospitals  and  charitable  institu- 
tions in  London  would  take  note  of  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  lo8  ; 
Noes,  217. — (Division  List,  No.  183.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  I^.  T.  Keid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  12,  line  41,  leave  out  "proce- 
dure for." 

Page  12,  line  41,  after  '*  obtaining," 
insert  "of." 

Page  13,  line  3,  leave  out  "on,"  and 
insert  "  in  resiKJct  of." 

Amendment  pro[)Oscd,  in  page  13,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  word  "settled." — (3/r. 
R,  T.  Rcid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  Tlint  the  word 
'settled'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  this 
was  a  portion  of  a  further  Amendment 
which  largely  increased  the  jiresi  of  pro- 
perty for  taxation.     The  clause  said — 

"  Where  the  jrn »v«  value  nf  the  property  real 
jiiul  personal  on  which  Estate  I>iity  i:*  j)ayable 
on  the  tleJith  of  the  deee:tsi*  I.  exclusive  of 
.settled  property,  does  not  exceel  five  hundred 
pounds,  and  where  the  ^ross  value  «lots  not 
execwl  threi  hundreil  pounU,  the  fixe«l  <luty 
shall  Ikj  thirty  shilliniftj,  and  where  t he  >«:ros<4 
value  exeeei Is  three  hum Ireij  pou:i'ls.  the  lixtKl 
jluty  shall  be  lifty  sliillintr**." 

He  ohjectcd  to  leaving  out  the  won  I 
"settled  "  in  order  to  insert,  after  "pro- 
perty "  the  words  "settled  otherwise 
than  by  the  will  of  the  deceased." 
Whether  the  projierty  was  settleil  by  de- 
ceased or  otherwise  it  did  not  seem  to 
him  to  matter  at  all,  and  under  cover  of 
leaving  out  "  settled  "  a  largo  increase  of 
the  tax  would  be  raised.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Amendment  was  a  breach 
of  the  arrangement  made  with  the  Irish 
Members.  Almost  all  the  properties  in 
Ireland  were  small,  and  it  was  largely  in 
deference  to  the  representation  of  tho 
Irish  Members  that  these  exemptions 
were  made.  Now  it  was  proposed  in  a 
large  number  of  cases  to  withdraw  them. 
Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber quite  exaggerated  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment.  With  the  Amendment 
the  clause  would  read — 
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**  Where  the  gross  value  of  the  profperty  real 
and  personal  in  respect  of  which  Estate  Daty 
is  ))ayable  on  the  death  of  the  deceased,  exclu- 
sive of  property  settled  otherwise  than  by  the 
will  of  the  deceased,  does  not  exceed  £500." 

Question  put,  and  negatiyed. 

AmendmeDt  proposed,  in  page  18, 
line  Id*,  at  end,  add — 

"  Where  the  fixed  duty  of  SOs.  or  60s.  is  paid 
within  12  months  after  the  death  of  the  de- 
ceased, interest  on  such  duty  shall  not  be 
payable."— (J/r.  R.  T.  Reid,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  Thai  those  words 
be  there  added/' 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  this  Amendment,  but  he  thought  it 
should  be  distinctly  understood  that  it 
was  not  much  of  a  couoession  as  the 
highest  interest  that  could  be  claimed 
during  the  12  months  would  be  only 
Is.  6d.  and  the  lowest  would  be  8d. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

*Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  had  to  move 
the  insertion  of  a  new  scale  in  place  of 
that  which  appeared  in  Clause  17.  He 
was  sorry  to  see  that  the  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  was 
not  in  his  place,  as  he  had  hoped  that  he 
would  have  considered,  even  at  the  last  mo- 
ment, that  some  alteration  might  be  made 
in  the  scale  he  proposed.  In  the  Com- 
mittee stage  another  scale  which  he  pro- 
posed was  not  accepted,  and  he  now 
ventured  to  move  this  new  one  with  the 
object  of  doing  away  with  grievous 
anomalies  which  would  arise  near  the 
points  where  the  line  was  drawn  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  scale 
he  proposed  seemed  to  be  very  much 
fairer  in  every  way  than  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  thought  it  would  not 
materially  affect  the  receipts  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  scale  given  in  the  Bill 
named  a  number  of  points  at  which  a 
large  jump  was  made  in  the  duties  im- 
posed. The  jumps  thus  made  were 
biggest  at  the  bottom  and  smaller  as  the 
scale  went  up.  He  thought  that  was 
somewhat  anomalous,  and  that  the  scale 
should  make  larger  jumps  at  the  top  than 
at  the  bottom.  As  it  was,  the  scale 
would  inflict  immense  hardship  on  those 
persons  whose  estates  happened  to  be 
near  the  line,  and  the  result  must  be  to 
induce  such  persons  wherever  they 
possibly  could  to  bring  their  estates 
below  the  line.  It  must  be  obvious  that 
in  valuing  personal  estates  and  even 
JStock  Exchange  securities  of  the  first 
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class  it   was   possible   to  vary   the  rate 
1  or  2  per  cent,  according  to  the  scale 
given  in  the  Stock  Exchange  lists,  and 
it  would  be  comparatively  easy  in  this 
way  to  bring  an  estate  below  the  fictitious 
lines  drawn  in  the  Bill.  Under  the  Chan<- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer's  scale  an  estate 
of  £500  would  pay  a  duty  of  50s.,  while 
an  estate  of  £600  would  pay  a  duty^of 
£12,  so  that  practically   £9'  10s.  extra 
would  be  paid  for  the  additional  £100. 
Therefore,  the  additional  £100  would  be 
made  to  pay  at  a  higher  rate  than  that  of 
the  highest  possible  scale  on   which  a 
millionaire  was  charged.     He  wished  to 
ask  the  House  whether  this  was  a  reason- 
able proposal  ?     Then  they  came  to  the 
scale  of  £1,000.     A  man  leaving  £1,000 
would  pay  £20  duty,  but  a  man  leaving 
£1,100  would  pay  33  per  cent.,  t>.,  he 
would  pay  no  less  than  13  per  cent,  or 
more  than  double  that  which  a  million- 
aire would  pay  for  this  extra  thrift  of 
£100.      Surely    that   was   an   anomaly. 
Again,  if  a  man  left  £10,000  he   paid 
£300  ;    if    he    left    £11,000    he    paid 
£440  — for     an      extra     £1,000      he 
paid      no     less     than     14      per     cent. 
On  £25,000  he  paid  £1,000  duty,  but  if 
he  left  £26,000  he  had  to  pay  £1,170,  or 
17  per  cent,  on  the  extra  £1,000.     The 
higher  they  went  the  worse  it  became, 
and   when    it  'came    to    £250,000    and 
£251,000,  he  paid  no  less  than   132  per 
cent,    on    the    extra.       On    that    part 
of     the    scale    a    man    paid    so    much 
that     his     estate     had     better     be     of 
smaller     amount.       He     thought      this 
scale  showed  the  enormous  inducement 
there  would  be,  whatever  the   value  of 
the  estate,  to  cut  it  down  to  just  below 
the  margin  of  the  various  lines.     The 
fact  of  bringing  the  amount  below   the 
margin  would  have  the  effect  of  bringing 
in  less  money  in  many  cases.     It  was 
only  right  that  the  scale  should  be  such 
as   to   induce  a  person   to  make  a  fair 
return.     He  asserted  that   this  scale  in 
the  Bill  had  been  framed  in  such  a  way 
as   to   inflict  the  maximum   amount  of 
hardship.     The  scale  he  proposed  would 
remove  that  hardship,  and  make  the  scale 
fairer.     It  provided  that  in  the  case  of 
an    estate    of    £600,  the  duty    on  the 
additional  £100  only  should  be  on   the 
higher    scale.      The    same    with    the 
other    amounts     above     given.       That 
would  make  the  scale    as    fair    as    it 
could  possibly  be.     The  simple  fact  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not 
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preMDt  told  him  diatiDCtiy  that  the  scale 
he  proposed  would  uot  he  accepted.  He 
could  not  help  that,  however,  and  he 
would  divide  the  House  upon  his  pro- 
posal, heoause  he  thought  it  was  one  of 
the  most  important  points  that  had  been 
brought  forward.  The  whole  system  of 
the  Bill  would  inflict  immense  hardship  ; 
but  if  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  that  the  smaller  people  would 
resent  it  was  that  there  were  these  ex- 
treme cases  of  hardship  just  on  the  line. 


and  he  undertook  to  say  that  many  men 
who  had  saved  small  amounts  would 
rather  spend  the  £100  uot  wisely  than 
pay  this  iniquitous  taxation.  His  scale 
would  do  away  with  all  these 
anomalies,  and  he  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  scale  ** 
to  the  end  of  line  37,  in  order  to 
insert — 


Where  the  Value  of  the  Estate 


Exceeds—  £- 

100  and  does  not  exceed 


Per  Centage. 
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It 


600 


„         1,000 


„       10,000 


„       25,000 


„       60,000 


„       76,000 


„    100,000 


„    150,000 


„    250,000 


„    500,000 


1,000,000 


•» 


)» 


?> 


j> 


»» 


•} 
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»» 


9» 


it 


» 


» 
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n 


it.    ; 

500    One  pound  for  every  full  sum  of  £100,  and  for 
any  fractional  part  of  £100. 

1,000  j  One  poun<l  for  the  first  £500,  and  two  iMunds 
I  for  every  further  sum  of  £100  or  fraction 
i      of  £100. 


10,000 


Two  |)0und8  for  the  first  £1,000^  and  three 
pounds  for  every  further  full  sum  of  £100  or 
fractional  part  of  £100. 


26,000  ^  Three  pounds  for  the  first  £10,000,  and  fou** 
I      pounds  for  every  further  full  sum  of  £100  oi* 
fractional  part  of  £100. 


50,000 


75,000 


100,000 


150,000 


250,000 


500,000 


1,000,000 


Four  i)ound8  for  the  first  £25,000,  and  four 
poundd  ten  shillings  for  every  further  full 
sum  of  £100  or  fractional  {xart  of  £100. 

Four  pounds  ten  shillings  for  the  first  £50,000, 
and  five  {lounds  for  every  further  full  sum  of 
£100  or  fractional  i)artof  £100. 

Five  pounds  for  the  first  £75,000,  and  five 
|)ound8  ten  shillings  for  everj  further  full 
sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part  of  £100. 

Five  i)oundK  ten  shillings  for  the  first 
£1()(J,(X)0,  and  six  pounds  for  everj  further 
full  sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part  of 
£100. 

Six  pounds  for  the  first  £150,000,  and  six 
pounds  ten  shillings  for  every  further 
full  sum  of  £1U0  or  fractional  part  of 
£1<X). 

Six    ]x)unds    ten     shillings     for  the     first 

£25(»/)00,    and    seven     )K)unds  for    every 

further   full    sum    of    £100  or  fractional 
part  of  £100. 

Seven  |>minds  for  the  first  £500,000,  and 
seven  pounds  ten  shillings  for  every  fur- 
ther full  sum  of  £100  or  fractional  part 
of  £100. 

Seven  i)oundB  ten  shillings  for  the  first 
£1,000,000,  and  eight  pounds  for  every 
further  full  sum  A  £100  or  fractional 
part  of  £100. 
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♦Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  The  scale  which  has 
been  put  forward  by  the  Government  has 
been  attacked  on  several  occasions  and 
has  always  been  defended.  1  do  not 
think  it  falls  specially  to  my  duty  to 
defend  it  again,  nor  do  I  think  a  further 
defence  necessary.  We  must  take  a 
Division  if  the  hon.  Meml>er  wishes  to 
go  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  We  have  had  mauv 
curious  incidents  in  the  course  of  these 
Debates^  but  a  more  curious  incident  than 
that  which  we  have  just  witnessed  T  tfo 
not  tliink  we  have  experienced.     I  will 
frankly  say  that  the  Bill  has  been  a  very 
heavy  task   for  the   Chancellor   of   the 
Exchequer,  and  every  reasonable  allow-, 
anoe,  I  think,  should  be  made  for  him  ; 
but  that  there  should  be  no  Minister  here 
when   an    important    financial   question 
like  this  scale  comes  on,  and  when  a  full 
and  reasonable  speech   like  that  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  made,  is  almost  an  out- 
rage.    The  Solicitor  General,  the  Attor- 
ney General,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  have  been  doing   their  duty 
in  connection    with    legal   Amendments 
dealing   with    exemptions,    and   for    the 
Government  to  say  when  we  come  to  one 
of  the  most  important  parts  of  the  Bill, 
"Oh,-   this   has   been   debated    once    or 
twice,  we   had   better   take   a   Division 
upon  it,"  is,  I  think,  a  most  unparalleled 
proceeding.     Of  course,  the  Government 
are  at  an  immense  disadvantage.     None 
of  their  supporters  get  up  to  assist  them 
in  thtt  slightest  degree  except  an  hon. 
Member    who   sits    behind  them.     It  is, 
therefore,  all  the  more  incumbent  on  the 
Government  to  do  their  full  duty  in  dis- 
cussing important  and  reasonable  Amend- 
ments.    This  is  distinctly  a  reasonable 
Amendment.      Whether  it  is  the  right 
scheme  or  the  wrong  scheme  it  is  surely 
worthy    the    attention    of    the    House. 
I  frankly  say — I  do   not  know  what  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  will  say  upon 
it — that  had  it  been  at  any  other  time 
than  on  the   last   evening   of   our   pro- 
ceedings   we   ought  to  report   Progress 
upon  the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General. 
It  is  useless  for  us  to  sit  here  if  the  Law 
Officer  is  to  get  up  in  reply  to  a  speech 
made  by  a  gentleman  perfectly,  compe- 
tent to  speak  upon  the  question  and  say, 
"  We  had  better  take  a  Division."    Whv 
did  he  not  say  so  on  all  the  other  ques- 
tions ?     Why  is  this  important  Ameud- 
ment   to   be   singled   out  for   this  co^ 


temptuous  treatment  ?     With  regard  to 
the  substance  of  this  Amendment,  does 
it  not  strike  anybody  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  force  in  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  ?     It  may  be  that  his  is  not  the 
best   scale ;  but,   at   all  events,    he  has 
made    out    a    good    prima  facie   case. 
Everybody  must   have  been  struck  with 
his  arguments.     One  of  them  was  that 
these   great   jumps  in   the    percentages 
would  create  a  tendencv  hostile  to  the 
Revenue   and   in   the   direction   of  pro- 
m'ofln^  *llfe"  IbV  Talimtioir  of  estates. 
That  may  or  may  not  be  a  good  argu- 
ment.    At  all  events,  it  is  one  that  ought 
to  be  dealt  with.     If  my  memory  does 
not   betrav   me,    these   scales   have  not 
been  adequately  debated  ;  they  are  parts 
of  the  Bill  which  have  not  been  so  fullv 
debated  as  the  other  parts.    Is  it  reason- 
able that  at  one  point  the  tax  should  be 
£2  10s.,    while   on  an  estate   worth  £1 
more  it  should  be  £10  .'^     It  must  strike 
anyone  that  this  is  not  a  question  of  rich 
and  poor.      If  it  were  a  question  out  of 
which  political  capital  could  be  made  we 
would  have  found  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  here  denouncing  the  landed 
interest    and    the    capitalists.      But    it 
touches  the  poor  and    the   middle-class 
people.     Wo  cannot  compel  the  Govern- 
ment to  argue,  but  I  must  say  it  is  not 
in  accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
House   or   with    the  general    treatment 
which   they    have  shown    to    us  in  the 
course  of  these  Debates,  that  a  speech 
like  that  of  my  hon.   Friend  should  not 
have  been  answered. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  two  things  were  clear-^the  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  had  made  out  a 
very  good  case  for  discussion  and  the 
Attorney  General  had  not  even  attempted 
to  reply.  Considering  the  extraordinary 
character  of  the  graduation  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  he  was  not 
altogether  surprised  that  the  Attorney 
General  was  ashamed  to  defend  it.  It 
was  not  graduation  at  all.  Used  in  its 
ordinary  sense  graduation  was  the  begin- 
ning with  a  minimum  and  going  up 
gradually  to  a  maximum,  but  this  clause 
did  nothing  of  the  sort.  Whether  the 
scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
was  the  best  one  or  not  that  could  be 
devised  to  meet  the  atiomalies  he  had 
pointed  out,  it  was  patent  that  the  scheme 
proposed  by  the  Government  was  not 
satisfactory.     He  intended  to  vote  with 
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the  hoD«  Member  agaiDst  such  a  spurious 
gradnatioDy  because  it  was  in  uo  sense 
fair  or  equitable. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  tlie 
Attorney  General  had  told  them  that 
this  graduation  clause  had  been  defended 
before.  That  was  true,  but  it  had  not 
been  defended  with  any  kind  of  success. 
It  hod  been  defended  not  by  arguments, 
bat  by  majorities.  The  Attorney  General 
had  simply  stood  up  and  rated  them  as 
though  he  was  an  angry  nurse.  The  so- 
called  graduated  scheme  proposed  in  the 
Bill  had  every  defect  which  a  graduated 
scale  could  have.  He  had  pointed  out 
when  the  question  was  brought  forward 
in  Committee  that  the  Victorian  colonies 
in  1870  made  the  same  mistake  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  now 
eommitting,  by  putting  the  whole  range 
of  property  into  a  few  categories  for 
taxation.  When  it  was  found  that  the 
result  of  this  was  to  reiluce  the  Revenue 
and  to  lead  to  subterfuge  in  order  to  keep 
estates  below  a  certain  mark,  the  Vic- 
torian Parliament  increased  the  number  of 
categories  of  property  first  from  five  to 
10,  and  then,  in  1892,  to  37.  He  had 
often  told  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  he  would  have  to  introduce 
an  amending  Act  to  this  farrago  which 
was  called  the  P^inance  Bill,  and  one  of 
the  points  it  would  be  ne<?essary  to  amend 
would  be  the  extraordinary  length  of  the 
jumps  made  from  one  category  to 
another.  In  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
scale  no  principle  of  graduation  was 
followed ;  it  was  simply  the  outcome 
of  a  nonsensical  nile  of  thumb. 
The  scheme  of  his  hon.  Friend,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  a  rational,  consistent, 
and  scientific  one,  and  if  ho  went  to  a 
Division  he  should  support  him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  extra- 
ordinary performance,  or  want  of  per- 
formance, on  the  part  of  the  Attorney 
General  has  l>een  already  commented 
upon  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer,  but  I  do  not  think  the  House 
realises  the  full  character  of  the  proceed- 
ing to  which  we  have  just  l>eeu  sub- 
jected. It  is  perfectly  well  known  that 
an  amicable  arrangement  has  been  come 
to  by  which  the  Debate  on  the  Report 
stage  shall  fiu!sh  to-night-,  for  the  con- 
Yonience  of  both  sides.  Taking  advan- 
tage of  that  arrangement,  the  Attorney 
Greneral  has  done  what  he  never  would 


I  have  luul  the  audacity  to  do  otherwise. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knows 
that  with  that  arrangement  in  view  the 
onlinary  expedients  by  which  an  Oppo- 
sition   can  obtain   de<;ent   courtesy   aud 
treatment  from  those  who  are  responsible 
for  the  management  of  the  Debate  cannot 
be  resorted  to.     The  Opposition  being 
deprived   of    those  means  the  Attorney 
General  abuses  the  situation,  and  simply 
tells  the  House  that  this  matter  has  been 
discussed  before,  and  that  it  is  not  worth 
arguing  again.     We  have  no  means  of 
compelling  the  Attorney  General  to  talk 
sense ;  but,  at  all  events,  we  might  get 
out  of  him  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
reply  to  a  serious  argument,  and  I  think 
it  is  intolerable  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should    think   it  proper  and 
befitting  his  position  and  the  po:?ition  of 
the   House    to    get   up  in   this  cavalier 
manner  and  give  the  go-by  to  the  per- 
fectly reasonable  and  unanswerable  argu- 
ments of   my    hon.  Friend  the  Meml>er 
for    Islington.      It  cannot    be  that   the 
Attorney  General  has  been  animated  by 
a  desire  to  save  time  in  the  course  he  has 
adopted,  for  earlier  in  the  day  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  treated  us  to  a 
long    and    interesting    disquisition   u|>on 
his      own      reminiscences      in     connec- 
tion    with    Lord    North's    manuscripts. 
One  must  feel,  therefore,  that  whatever 
motive  may  animate  the  Governmeirt  in 
their  present  policy  of  silence,  it  is  not 
due  to  a  desire  to  save  time  in  this  stage 
of  our  proceedings.     In  the  Committee 
stage  on  the  Bill  the  Government  did  not 
argue   on    this    question  ;    they   simply 
vote<l.     Let   us   now   have   some    little 
variety  ;  let  us  have   argument  on  the 
present  occasion  instead  of  voting.     In 
the  meanwhile,  1  must  repeat  the  protest 
1  got  up  ])rincipally  to  make,  that  this 
mode   of  treating   arguments   addresseil 
to  the  Government  from  this  side  of  the 
House  when  we  are  defenceless  on  account 
of  our  own  agreement  is  not,  under  the 
circumstances,    worthy   of   the  Govern- 
ment nor  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  of  course 
they  could  not  expect  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  he  always  in  his  place  ; 
but  certainly  some  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment ought,  in  ordinary  courtesy,  to 
reply  to  the  reasonable  arguments  that 
hiul  been  jtut  forward  on   this  important 
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matter  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington. 
Whj  did  not  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasurj,  who  was  present, 
defend  the  scheme  ?  It  was  true  that 
the  question  came  up  in  Committee,  but 
it  was  yery  briefly  discussed,  and  the 
remarks  then  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  showed  that  he  had  not 
grasped  the  full  effect  of  the  scale  laid 
down  in  the  Bill.  That  scale  was  not  a 
reasonable  one,  and  it  would  prove  to  be 
a  great  discouragement  to  thrift.  He 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  give  the  House  some  reply. 

Mb.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
observed  that  it  was  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  the  Government  insisted  on 
their  scale  in  face  of  the  arguments  which 
had  been  used  to  show  its  impracticability. 
If  this  scheme  of  graduation  was  wrongly 
conceived  there  could  not  be  the  slightest 
doubt  that  it  would  not  merely  operate  as 
a  check  upon  thrift,  but  that  it  would 
lead  to  evasion  in  all  directions  because, 
however  it  might  be  with  people  of  large 
properties  who  would  not  be  able  to  tell 
within  £10,000  or  £50,000  what  the 
amount  of  their  property  would  be,  it 
would  be  the  case  with  people  with 
small  earnings  who  had  saved  £10,000 
that  they  would  be  able  to  reckon  up  to 
within  £100  or  so  the  value  of  their 
property  and  they  would  be  so  able  to 
arrknge  matters  by  making  gifts  during 
their  lives  that  there  would  be  a  great 
loss  to  the  Revenue.  Although  it  was 
the  larger  estates  which  brought  in  large 
sums  to  the  Treasury,  it  was  the  multitude 
of  estates  which  brought  in  the  multitude 
of  payments  on  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  must  rely.  This  scale  of 
the  Government  was  a  great  temptation 
to  immorality.  They  had  already  one  or 
two  schemes  of  graduation  in  vogue,  and 
he  appealed  to  anybody  who  had  had  a 
small  iucome  whether  it  must  not  put  the 
greatest  strain  upon  a  mau^s  conscience 
when  there  was  a  certain  point  which 
made  all  the  difference  whether  he  was 
to  pay  or  not.  The  truth  was,  that 
in  all  these  eases  of  graduation  it 
was  easy  to  make  a  continuous 
instead  of  a  discontinuous  graduation, 
and  then  they  would  remove  every  temp- 
tation to  fraud  and  evasion.  This  was  a 
matter  of  business  ;  he  had  always  un- 
derstood the  House  of  Commons  was  an 
Assembly  of   business   men   who   could 

Sir  J,  Lubbock 

I 
I 


come  to  a  really  practical  conclusion,  but 
when  these  practical  arguments  were  put 
before  the  Government  all  they  had  to 
say  was  ^Oh,  let  us  divide  and  solve 
the  matter  by  walking  through  the 
Division  Lobby.''  He  appealed  to  the 
Government  whether  really  upon  this 
pure  matter  of  business  that  was  a  busi- 
ness-like way  of  dealing  with  it  ?  Why 
was  it  necessary  on  such  a  question  as 
this  for  the  Government  to  insist  on  the 
Division  being  on  strict  Party  lines  ? 
If  they  had  left  the  House  of  Commons 
I  as  business  men  to  say  what  they  con- 
sidered it  best  to  do,  he  felt  sure  that 
nine  out  of  ten  business  men  would  con- 
demn the  graduation  scheme  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  ap- 
prove of  that  of  his  hon.  Frieud.  The 
Opposition  made  their  protest  not  from 
interested  motives,  and  not  certainly 
with  any  desire  to  waste  time,  but  solely 
from  the  conviction  they  had  that  this 
scale  of  the  Government  proceeded  upon 
a  wrong  principle,  would  lead  to  fraud 
and  evasion  and  loss  of  Revenue,  and  he 
failed  to  understand  why  this  business 
matter  was  not  treated  bv  the  Govern- 
ment  in  a  business  spirit. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  disclaimed  any 
want  of  courtesy  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  towards  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, but  he  would  remind  them  of  the 
legal  maxim.  Interest  rei  pubHc<e  ut 
finem  sit  dispuiationibus.  It  was  to 
the  public  advantage  that  there  should 
be  some  end  to  disputations.  Did 
anybody  seriously  believe  that  at  this 
eleventh  hour  the  whole  scheme  of  the 
Government  upon  this  graduation  was 
now  to  be  changed  ?  They  had  dis- 
cussed this  matter  before  at  great  length, 
aud  ■  the  Government  had  stated  their 
reason  for  adhering  to  the  scale  they  had 
chosen.  To  adopt  the  scale  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  would  require  that  the 
Government  should  alter  the  whole  of 
their  graduation.  ["No,  no!"]  Oh,  yes. 
He  was  speaking  of  that  which  he  knew. 
He  had  had  calculations  made  of  what 
would  be  the  result  of  adopting  this  gradua- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  aud  the  loss  from 
it  compared  with  the  graduation  in  the 
Bill  would  be  £643,000;  therefore,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  they 
adopted  it  they  must  raise  the  maximum 
of  the  graduation  far  above  8  per  cent. — 
probably  it  would  amount  to  something 
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like  15  per  ceul. — to  realise  tlie  revenae 
which  thej  intended  to  raise  bj  this  Bill. 
Was  It  feasible  or  reasoDsble  to  suppose 
that  at  this  last  stage  of  the  Bill  they 
ahonld  make  such  a  change  as  would 
necessitate  the  reconstnietiug  of  the  Bill 
altogether,  and  practically  revolutiouise 
the  whole  scheme  of  the  Bill  ?  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  could  not  think  it 
necessary  to  repeat  the  whole  discussion 
over  again  whicL  they  had  had  on  the 
Committee  stage.  The  scheme  of  the 
Crovemment  had  been  before  the  country 
for  three  months  ;  they  had,  he  supposed, 
heard  all  the  objections  that  could  be 
raised  against  it.  They  had  been  answered 
bj  the  Government  as  well  as  they  could  be 
answered,  and  a  Division  taken  on  the 
question.  [Mr.  Bartley  :  Not  on  this 
scale.]  At  all  events,  in  the  Division 
that  was  taken  the  Government  stood  by 
their  own  scale,  and  the  scale  of  the  hoo. 
Member  was  on  similar  lines  to  his  pre- 
sent one.  He  hoped,  iu  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  House  would  now  come 
to  a  decision  on  the  subject. 

Colonel  KEN  YON -SLA  NEY 
(Shropshire,   Newport)   couM   not   help 
thinking  that  had  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  been  in  the  House  when  the 
hon.    Member  who   moved  the  Amend- 
ment   was    speaking   he    would    hardly 
have  left  his  argument  so  completely  un- 
answered as  it  was.     In  Committee  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  even  then 
expressed    the    opinion    that    the  large 
steps  which  he  seemed  to  think  inevit- 
able had  in  them  a  certain  measure  of 
hardship  and  injustice.     If  there  was  in- 
justice and   hardship   in  the   scale   laid 
'  down,  surely  it  was  not  imreasonahlc  that 
the  Government  should  try  and  nccopt  nn 
Amendment  which  would  take  some  of 
that  sting  of  injustice  out.     It  was  per- 
fectly  impossible  that  this  proposal  of 
the  Government  could  be  uplield  in  face 
of  the  counter  proposal  made  from  the 
Opposition   side  of  the  House  without 
breaking  through  every  principle  of  fair 

5 lay  and  common  sense  in  this  matter. 
'he  Government  might  say  they  would 
get  £643,000  more  by  their  scheme  than 
hr  that  proposed  by  the  hou.  Member. 
What  of  that  if  they  got  it  by  a  gross 
act  of  injustice  and  inequality  ?  When 
the  country  had  the  two  schemes  before 
them  they  would  recognise  in  the  scheme 
proposed  by  the  lion.  Member  for  Isling- 


ton the  principles  of  fair  play  and  of  a 
real  and  genuine  graduation,  whilst  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  was  one 
which  inflicted  injustice  upon  the  poor, 
the  middle-class,  and  the  rich  alike. 

Question  put. 

The    House    divided  :  —  Ayes    143  ; 
Noes  81. — (Division  List,  No.  184.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to:-— 

Page  14,  line  1,  leave  out  "further," 
and  insert  "  settlement." 

Page  14,  line  4,  leave  out  "further," 
and  insert  "  settlement." 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH   moved,  in 
page    14,    line    11,    after     the    second 
'*  property,"    insert   "  to   which    he  has 
become    entitled    in   possession."      The 
Amendment  was  intended  to  carry  out 
the  object  he  had  in  view  in  moving  a 
new  clause  relating  to  cumulative  duties 
in   the  case   of    Succession    Duty   and 
Legacy  Duty.     After  the  decision  of  the 
House  on  that  clause  with  regard  to  the 
Legacy  Duty  he  would  not  refer  to  that 
duty.     But  in  replying  to  the  clause  the 
Solicitor   General    stated   very    frankly 
that  he  believed  the  law  with  regard  to 
the  Succession  Duty  prevented  cumula- 
tive duties  ;    and  that  at  any  rate  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  leave 
unaltered  the  law  on  the  subject.     He 
was  advised  by  those  who  were   quite 
competent     to      express     an      opinion 
that    the    clause    in    its    present   form 
did  not  carry  out  that  intention.     The 
14th  section  of  the  Succession  Duty  Act 
prevented    cumulative    duties    with   re- 
gard   to    personal    property,    and    with 
regard  to  realty,  cumulative  duties  were 
prevented    by    the    facts   of    the    case. 
Succession  Duty  being  leviable  on  the 
life    interest,    it    could    not   be   payable 
before  that  life  interest  began  to  accrue. 
Therefore,  an  interest  in  expectancy  that 
did  not  come  into  possession  could  not 
become  liable  to  Succession  Duty,  as  was 
the  case  with  regard  to  Legacy  Duty. 
The  Government  proposed,  with  regard 
to  pro|)erty  the  successor  was  competent 
to  dis]x>se  of  to  alter  the  law  so  as  to 
make  the  duty  chargeable  on  the  principal 
value  instead  of  on  the  life  interest.     He 
was  advised  that  the  etfec t  of  thatiwould  be, 
in  a  case  where  the  successor  was  com- 
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peteiit  to  dispose  of  the  propert|y,  to 
reiiik-r  it  probable,  or  »t  aajr  rate 
posxiliie,  tbat  the  euecessor  might  have 
t3  [uty  duty  upou  au  iutereat  which  did 
not  uome  into  possesiiioD.  He  did  not 
think,  tts  the  clause  at  prexeut  ittood,  that 
this  poiut  was  sufficieutly  guarded.  The 
words  were  these  ; — 

"  Aiut  the  <1uty  Bhatl  be  iiajable  \>y  tbe  game 
instalments  as  are  authorial  by  chis  Act  for 
Ks'ste  Duty  on  real  ('Tol^rtj  with  interest  at  the 
niteof  three  per  cent,  iierannvim  from  the  eipira- 
tion of  tirelTe  maathsnfter  tbedafeonwhichbc 
became  entitled  iu  possevtion  of  bis  EQccewion." 
That  might  be  held  simply  to  meao  that 
the  interest  was  to  be  calculated  frum 
that  date.  It  did  not  seem  to  override 
the  earlier  words — namely, 

'■  The  value  for  the  parpose  of  Succession  Dntj 
of  A  saccession  to  real  property  arising  on  tbe 
ileath  of  a  deoeoseil  p«r«>n  shall,  where  tbe 
"  mpeteiit     to   dispose   of    the 


resiiect  thereof  on  the  saiil  iteatb  and  the 
expenneH,  if  any.  properly  incurreil  of  raisioii 
anil  psyiug  the  anme,  and  the  duty  shall  be  a 
charge  thereon." 

Those  words  appeared  to  charge  the 
duty,  and  the  latter  words  appeared 
merely  to  refer  to  the  date  on  which  the 
instalments  were  to  be  paid,  and  oo 
which  the  interest  would  begin  to  accrue. 
Tbe  Amendment  would  make  it  clear 
that  no  duty  could  be  payable  until  the 
successor  became  entitled,  iu  possession, 
to  the  property.  He  was  advlseJ  that 
the  Amendmeut  would  keep  tbe  law 
exactly  as  it  was  at  present.  Tbe  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemao  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Wight  had  given  notice  of  au 
Amendmeut  to  the  same  effect  which 
might  or  might  not  be  better  than  his.  If 
tbe  Solicitor  General  preferred  it  be 
should  he  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Amendmeut  in  its  favour. 

Amendmeut  proposed,  in  page  14,  liue 
II,  after  tbe  second  word  "property," 
to  insert  the  words  "  to  wliich  he  has  be- 
come entitled  iu  possession." — {Sir  M, 
Hicks- Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  T.  RETD  said,  the  objects  ui 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment were  precisely  identical.  They 
were  to  provide  that  Succeesioa  Duty 
should  be  payable  ouly  under  the  circum- 
tftances  uiuler  which  it  was  payable  now, 
-Sir  JIf.  Wcks-Beieh 


He  had  au  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
lower  down  which  be  thought  would 
meet  tlie  point  raised,  by  the  right  hon. 
BaroDel.  He  proposed  to  Insert  words 
providing  that  "  tbe  first  instalment  shall 
be  payable  and  the  interest  Bhall  begiu  to 
run  "  at "  the  expiration  of  twelvemontha 
after  the  date  on  whicli  be  became  entitled 
in  possession  to  bis  successicm." 
*Mr.  butcher  said,  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  Uppositiou  were  iu  complete 
accord  with  theGovernmeutas  to  their  in- 
tentions. Their  intentions  were  both  good  ; 
but  the  question  was,  whether  tbe  words 
to  he  projMsed  by  the  Solicitor  General 
would  carry  out  those  intentions  ?  Many 
persons  were  of  opinion  that  they  would 
not,  for  the  reason  that  the  Amendment 
appeared  only  to  refer  to  the  date  at  which 
the  first  iustalment  would  be  payable.  If 
there  was  au  interest  iu  expectancy — that 
was  to  say,  if  n  man  was  entitled  to  pro- 
perty in  the  event  of  bis  surviving  some- 
body else,  M  he  did  not  survive  no  duty 
ought  to  be  payable.  Under  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment  no  duty  would 
be  payable  until  the  man  came  into  pos- 
session. That  went  to  the  question  of 
principle,  but  the  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemau's  Amendmeut  only  hod  reference 
to  tbe  date  when  tbe  duty  would  become 
payable.  It  might  be  that  iu  the  in- 
terval one  or  two  other  duties  would  have 
fallen  due,  and  iu  that  case,  no  doubt, 
the  whole  of  the  duty  would  be  post- 
poned till  after  the  succession  had  come 
into  posseKsion,  but  there  might  be  several 
duties  then  payable.  The  first  instal- 
ment of  several  duties  would  have  to  be 
paid  after  the  property  bod  fallen  into 
possession.  If  the  property  passed  from 
A  to  B,  inasmuch  as  there  might  be 
several  interests  iu  expectancy,  when  the 
unfortunate  B  came  into  bts  inheritance 
he  would  find  that  there  were  several 
Death  Duties  to  be  paid.  They  recog- 
nised that  the  intentions  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment were  excellent,  tut  they  did  not 
tbiuk  it  would  do  harm  to  insert  the 
Amendment  proposed.  If  tbe  Solicitor 
General  did  not  tbiuk  it  would  do  barm 
let  him  accept  it. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  he  also  would 
make  au  appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tbe  Solicitor  General.  Tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he  under- 
stood him  aright,  did  not  object  to  the 
words  of  tbe  Amendment  ou  tbe  ground 
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-that  they  were  improper.  Ou  the  cou- 
tnirj,  he  agreed  tliat  they  would  etfect 
what  everyone  deBired,  aud  what  his 
owu  AmeDdment  would  briug  about. 
He  (Mr.  Byrne)  did  uot  thiuk  the 
Aineudmeot  before  the  Uousc,  if  accepted, 
would  prejudicially  affect  the  Solicitor 
General's  proposal  later  ou. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
shared  the  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
Amendment  of  the  Solicitor  Geueral 
guarded  the  danger  attempted  to  l>e  dealt 
with  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
qneation  divided  itself  iuto  two  parts, 
one  of  which  would  be  met  by  the  Soli- 
citor Generars  proposal,  and  the  other  of 
which  would  not.  One  part  of  the  clause 
touched  the  value  of  the  proi)erty,  whilst 
the  other  settled  the  time  when  tlie  dutv 
would  become  payable.  His  doubt  arose 
on  the  matter  of  property.  In  Clause  22 
they  found  the  following  : — 

"  The  expreKbitm  *  proiKjrty '  inchules  real 
property  and  personal  })roi)orty  arnl  the  proceed  is 
of  flale  thereof  renitectively  ninl  any  money  or 
investment  for  the  time  bciii^r  representlDg  the 
ppxNieds  of  sale/* 

These  words  were  in  part  taken  from 
the  Succession  Duty  Act,  but  they  hud 
been  altered  to  suit  the  necessities  of  the 
present  case. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  We  do  not  inter- 
fere with  succession. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  they 
must  rememl>er  that  thev  were  dealing; 
with  Succession  Duty  alone,  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  have  l)een  almost  better  to 
have  to  deal  with  the  subject  hy  refer- 
ence to  the  Succession  Dutv  Act.  The 
Government  hod  establishcil  here  a  new 
system  of  valuation  in  i-cspect  of  pro- 
perty to  which  the  successor  hud  bo- 
come  entitled  in  |>osscssion.  The  words 
^'the  value  is  the  princi]ml  value 
of  the  property"  clearly  referred  to 
the  property  to  which  the  successor  liud 
come  into  possession.  As  regarded  the 
period  at  which  the  duty  would  become 
payable,  and  at  which  the  interest  wus 
to  run,  the  clause  was  clear.  He  wus 
satisfied  as  to  that,  but  the  doubt  he  felt 
-was  as  to  the  definition  of  ^'  projierty.'" 

Mb.  grant  LAWSON  was  sur- 
prised tliat  during  the  discussion  the 
most  alarming  words  of  the  clause — **and 
ihe  duty  shall  be  charged  on  the  pro- 
perty" — had  not  been  alluded  to  at  all. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  wanted  to  limit  the 


amount  of  dutv,  and  the  Solicitor 
General  wunteil  to  limit  the  time  at 
which  the  duty  was  to  l>e  payable  by  the 
person  coming  into  the  property.  The 
charge  on  the  property  continueil,  and  it 
was  im]>ossible  to  conceive  that  there 
could  l)e  a  charge  which  was  not  payable 
by  someboily  ;  yet,  according  to  the 
Solicitor  General,  if  no  one  came  into 
possession,  there  was  no  person  charged, 
although  there  w:is  a  duty  chargeable. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  9aid,hecoi> 
fessed  he  liked  his  words  l)etter  than 
those  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicit(»r  General.  The  hon.  and 
learncil  Gentleman,  however,  preferretl 
his  own  Amendment  ;  therefore,  on  a 
matter  of  dnifting,  he  (Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach)  would  have  to  give  way. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reii>,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to: — 

Page  14,  line  14,  leave  out  "thereon," 
and  insert  *'  on  the  property." 

Line  17,  leave  out  "  from,''  and  insert 
"and  the  first  instalment  shall  be 
payable  and  the  interest  shall  begin  to 
run  ut.^' 

Line  IS,  leave  out  "he,"  and  insert 
"  the  successor." 

Line  19,  after  the  second  "and,"  in- 
sert "after  the  expiration  of  the  said 
twelve  months." 

Line  24,  after  "  duty,"  add— 

"  aiul  ill  the  (rjiK?  «»f  any  jij^ricultural  pmiKjity 
where  no  i)art  of  tin;  principal  value  is  clue  to 
the  expectation  of  an  increase*!  income  from 
such  property,  the  annual  raluc  for  the  pur- 
lH.>sc  of  Siurcession  Duty  shall  be  arrived  at  in 
the  same  manner  as  under  the  provisions  of  this 
part  (jf  this  A<-t  for  the  pnrp(.»se  of  Estate 
Duty." 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  14,  line  29, 
after  the  wonls  "  Kstute  Duty,"  to  insert 
the  words  **derivetl  from  personal  pro- 
perty."—(J/r.  B.  T.  Itcid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Siu  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  us  he  hml  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  the  same  effect  as  that  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  and  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  dentlcmau  hud  ofiered  no 
explanation  of  his  proposal,  he  (Sir  R. 
Tenii)le)  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to 
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SAj  a  few  words  bj  way  of  explanation. 
Bj  the  Act  of  1888  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  late  Government  to  make  a  eon- 
cession  to  the  landed  interest,  or  rather 
to  the  interest  of  real  property,  which  was 
very  unequally  burdened  with  local  rates 
throughout  the  Kingdom.  The  compara- 
tive  injustice  of  the  incidence  of  these 
burdens  were  complained  of  at  the  time, 
and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
relief  that  the  particular  concession  was 
arranged  by  the  late  Government.  The 
concession  was  that  a  certain  sum  of 
several  millions  sterling  were  to  be  paid 
annually  out  of  the  moneys  received 
from  the  then  Estate  Duty  levied  npon 
personal  property.  Personal  property  did 
not  contribute  to  local  rates ;  therefore, 
out  of  the  Probate  Duty  it  was  to  give 
a  contribution  in  aid  of  these  rates. 
This  contribution  was  supposed  to  be 
tantamount  to  a  relief  of  6d.  in  the  £1. 
This  was  a  substantial  advantage  con- 
ceded to  real  property  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  that  advantage  was  contributed 
from  personal  property.  Now,  by  this 
Bill  it  was  proposed  that  the  advantage 
should  be  given  to  local  rates  from  the  new 
Estate  Duty  in  substitution  for  the  relief 
given  from  the  duty  paid  by  personal 
property.  The  money  obtained  from  the 
Estate  Duty  would  be  obtained  largely, 
no  doubt,  from  personal  property,  but 
partly,  also,  from  real  property  ;  therefore, 
the  concession  to  be  made  to  real  property 
was  made  out  of  the  fund  to  which  real 
property  contributed.  It  was  to  remedy 
that  that  he  had  placed  his  Amendment 
on  the  Paper.  With  that  Amendment, 
or  with  the  one  now  moved  by  the 
Solicitor  General,  the  matter  would  be 
put  right.  It  might  be  urged  that  the 
local  rates  were  to  receive  the  same  sum 
as  before,  and  that  the  new  Estate  Duty 
levied  from  personalty  would  be  sufficient 
to  meet  the  demand.  That  no  doubt 
was  true,  but  it  was  well  that  the  fact 
should  be  stated  pretty  clearly  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill  for  the  satisfaction  of  real 
property  that  felt  keenly  the  unequal 
burdens  im])osed  on  it  in  respect  of  local 
rates. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reii>,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  14,  line  33,  leave  out  "charge- 
able with  Estate  Duty,'*  and  insert  '*  in 

Sir  R.  Temple 


respect  of  which   Estate  Daty  is  levi- 
Bble."— (ilfr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wished  to  sabstitnte  for  the  phrase 
"British  possession''  the  words  "an^ 
place  out  of  the  United  Kingdom."  He 
could  notbut  think  that  an  insufficient 
amount  of  attention-had  been  given  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  proposed  to  impose  this 
duty  on  foreign  countries  in  a  different  way 
to  the  way  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 
apply  it  in  the  Colonies.  It  was  proposed 
to  allow  a  deduction  in  the  case  of  the 
Colonies,  while  in  the  case  of  foreign 
countries  no  deduction  would  be  given. 
This,  of  counte,  was  setting  up  a  differential 
treatment.  At  tlie  Conference. sitting  at 
Ottawa,  a  resolution  had  been  passed 
pointing  out  that  in  consequence  of  the 
Favoured  Nation  Clauses  with  other 
countries.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  precluded  from  adopting  preferen- 
tial treatment  with  the  Colonies  as  to 
commerce.  The  matter  was  one  which 
the  Government  must  deal  with. 
They  had  to  decide  whether  they  had 
power  to  extend  to  the  Colonies  a 
differential  duty  under  the  Finance  Bill 
as  compared  with  that  they  accorded  to 
foreign  countries.  He  had  read  the 
Favoured  Nation  Clauses  in  our  Treaties 
with  foreign  countries,  and  they  seemed  to 
him  to  prohibit  Her  Majesty's  Government 
from  meting  out  to  foreign  countries  a 
worse  treatment  than  they  allowed  their 
own  Colonies.  The  point  of  it  was  that 
the  Colonies  were  of  that  opinion  them- 
selves. And  a  further  point  was  that 
when  he  had  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  the  Colonies  were  right  in 
their  opinion  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
had  not  given  him  an  answer,  but  had 
said  the  subject  was  an  important  one,  as 
to  which  he  could  not  make  a  statement 
across  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
Treaty  with  France,  dated  the  28th 
February,  1882,  declared  that  Frenchmen 
should  be  put  on  exactly  the  same  foot- 
ing as  was  given  to  the  people  of  any 
third  nation — 

^'  In  all  matters  relating  to  the  exercise  of 
commerce  an<l  industry  and  in  respect  to 
residence  whether  temix)rary  or  permanent,  the 
exercise  of  any  calling  or  profession,  the  pay* 
ment  of  taxes  or  other  im{>ositions.'* 

Then,  again,  the  German  Treaty  pre- 
scril>ed  that  the  subjects  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty  should  not  be  subjected  to  any 
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higher  or  other  tax  than  the  Bubjecia  of ! 
the  third  nation  most  faroored  in  that 
respect — words  somewhat  wider  even 
than  those  oontained  in  the  French 
Treatj.  He  submitted .  that  before  at- 
tempting to  impose  upon  investments  in 
France  or  Germany  differential  or  less 
favoured  treatment  than  was  accorded  to 
investments  in  the  Colonies,  it  was  their 
dutj  to  ascertain  whether  those- countries 
took  the  same  view  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  professed  to  take,  that 
these  Favoured  Nation  Clauses  did  not  in 
anj  waj  prohibit  us  from  according  pre- 
ferential treatment  to  our  Colonies  in  re- 
apect  of  the  Estate  Duty.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  told  them 
that  these  Favoured  Nation  Clauses  did 
not  apply  to  the  Colonies  at  all,  and  that 
they  only  applied  to  countries  with  whom 
we  €POuld  make  Treaties,  and  that  that  was 
not  our  position  in  regard  to  our  Colonies. 
But  did  France,  and  Germany,  and  Bel- 
gium take  the  same  view  ?  If  they  did 
not,  what  sort  of  a  situation  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  find  himself  in 
when  the  Act  was  put  in  operation  ?  It 
would  be  found  that  there  was  a  great 
disadvantage  awaiting  the  investment  of 
English  capital  in  France,  Germany,  and 
Belgium  as  compared  with  investments 
in  the  English  Colonies.  Such  invest- 
ments wonld  be  subjected  to  more  onerous 
treatment  than  in  the  Colonies,  and,  for 
instance,  there  would  be  undoubtedly  a 
damaging  effect  on  French  as  compared 
with  Colonial  investmeuts.  Was  it 
likely  that  France,  who  had  gone  out  of  her 
way  to  find  a  quarrel  with  us  as  to  a  strip 
of  land  in  the  Congo,  would  allow  an 
occasion  like  this  to  slip  without  protest  ? 
Was  it  not  likely  that  Germany  would 
join  with  France  in  the  protest  ?  Why, 
there  was  a  stronger  case  here  for  inter- 
national remonstrance  than  in  the  ca8eof 
the  Congo  Treaty.  He  believed  there 
was  a  very  serious  danger  in  this  attempt 
to  discriminate  between  the  Colonies  and 
other  countries,  especially  when  the 
return  would  be  very  small.  Now  he 
came  to  the  Colonies)  themselves.  This 
clause  as  it  stood  represented  the  con- 
cession made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  appeal  of  the  Colonies 
of  the  12th  June.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  at  all  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the 
representations  made  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  believed  that  a  letter 


of  the  13th  June  from  the  leading  official 
representative  of  the  Colonists — which 
had  been  promised  but  which  had  not  yet 
been  laid  on  the  Table — gave  expression 
to  the  dissatisfaction  felt.  He  had,  in 
fact,  been  informed  by  the  leader  of  the 
official  colonial  representatives  that  the 
Colonies  were  by  no  means  satisfied  with 
the  concession  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  would  like  to  know 
what  would  be  the  result  if  they  passed 
the  clause  in  its  present  shape  and  form  ? 
They  would  dissatisfy  the  Colonies  as 
well  as  possibly  several  foreign  countries, 
and  all  for  the  sake  of  a  very  small 
return.  It  was  to  prevent  such  troubles 
that  he  ventured  to  move  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
42,  to  leave  out  the  words  "British 
possession,'*  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"place  out  of  the  United  Kingdom." — 
(Mr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  British   possession'  stand   part  of  the 

Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  this  was  not 
the  first  time  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  on  this  Amendment,  because  he 
brought  the  matter  forward  in  Committee 
and  expressed  the  same  views  on  that 
occasion.  Everyone  must  feel  that  the 
topic  was  a  delicate  one,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  desire  for  further  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject  largely  prevailed 
among  hon.  Members.  It  was  to  be 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  contrast  the 
Colonies  with  foreign  countries  in  this 
matter,  especially  as  the  opinion  of 
successive  Law  Officers  had  been  given 
with  regard  to  it.  No  good  purpose 
could  be  served  by  making  such  a  com- 
parison. He  appealed  to  thehon.  Moml>er 
that  it  would  be  more  wise  and  sensible 
to  allow  this  question  to  stand  as  it 
had  been  settled  by  the  proposals 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  best  way  of 
avoiding  quarrels  was  to  raise  these 
questions,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  further  pursue 
a  subject  in  regard  to  which  ho  could 
not  expect  the  Government  to  accept 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  supposed  they 
might  take  it  to  bo  the  opinion  of  the 
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Law  Officers  of  the  Grown  that  Nothing 
in  the  Act  infringed  or  entrenched  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  Most  Favoured 
Nation  Clauses  in  the  Treaties  referred 
to,  and,  that  being  so,  he  would  advise 
his  hon.  Friend  that  they  were  bound  to 
accept  that  opinion,  and  that  it  was  not 
desirable  to  further  press  the  Amend'* 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T^  Reib,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 

Page  15,  line  10,  leave  out  "charge" 
able,"  and  insert  "  leviable." 

Page  15,  line  13,  leave  out  "charge- 
able," and  insert  "  leviable." 

Mr.  BRODRICE  said,  he  had '  the 
advantage  of  introducing  in  Committee 
the  Amendment  he  now  proposed,  and 
which  was  bound  up  with  another  Amend- 
ment of  his  lower  down  on  the  Paper.  He 
did  not,  however,  propose  to  argue  the 
question  on  the  present  Amendment.  No 
doubt  the  Solicitor  General  was  aware 
that   there  was  a  strong  feeling  on  the 

Opposition  side  of  the  House  that  the 
pledge  given  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men the  Member  for  East  Manchester 
and  St.  George^s,  Hanover  Square,  that 
there  should  be  equality  of  treatment  for 
realty  and  personalty,  was  not  fulfilled  or 
given  effect  to  in  this  clause.  There 
was  absolutely  no  reason  why  this  re- 
striction as  to  personal  property  should 
have  been  inserted.  What  was  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
in  putting  it  in  did  not  meet  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case.  His  idea,  no  doubt, 
was  that  Avhere  probate  had  been  paid 
upon  property  under  a  settlement  that 
property  should  be  exempted  from 
Estate  Duty,  but  it  evidently  had  not 
occurred  to  him  that  property  which  had 
paid  Succession  Duty  and  not  Probate 
Duty  would  be  subjected  to  a  much 
heavier  charge.  When  he  came  to  his 
later  Amendment  he  would  be  prepared 
to  show  that  the  difference  in  the  ex- 
emption given  to  personalty  at  the  ex- 
pense of  realty  in  some  cases  amounted 
to  50  per  cent.,  75  per  cent.,  and  even  to 
90  per  cent.  He  wished  to  place  personal 
and  real  property  on  the  same  level. 
When   he  raised  the  point  on  the  last 

Mr^  Byrne 


occasion  the  Solicitor '  General  professed 
that  he  had*  been  taken  by  surprise  by 
the  figures  then  put  before  hini^  and 
instead  of  dealing  with  those  figures,  he 
addressed  himself  more  to  the  draftsman- 
ship of -the  clause  and  not  to  the  equities 
of  the  position.  However,  this  was  a 
matter  he  would  discuss  on  the  later 
Amendment,  and  at  present  he  would 
content  himself  with  moving  the  omis- 
sion of  the  word  "  personal,"  his  object 
being  to  place  personalty  and  realty  on 
an  equality  and  to  secure  that  realty  was 
not  subjected  to  a  charge  for  which  per- 
sonalty was  exempted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line 
21,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  personal." — 
{Mr:  Brodrick.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  personal  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  was  not 
quite  certain  which  was  the  more  con- 
venient course  to  take.  The  Amend- 
ment just  proposed  would  have  to  be 
read  with  one  to  be  proposed  later  on. 
Of  course,  they  did  not  want  to  discuss 
the  matter  twice  over.  He  was  unable 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  and  was  pre- 
pared, if  necessary,  now  to  adduce  his 
arguments  against  it,  but  as  the  same 
point  would  crop  up  again  he  did  not 
wish  to  repeat  himself.  This  was  a 
clause  which  could  not  possibly  apply  to 
real  property ;  it  dealt  with  estates 
which  before  the  commencement  of  the 
Act  had  paid  Probate  Duty,  and  that  was 
not  applicable  to  realty  at  all.  He  was 
afraid  that  if  the  House  negatived  this 
Amendment  it  would  make  it  very  em- 
barrassing for  the  hon.  Member  to  pro- 
pose the  subsequent  one. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wishes,  I  will  with- 
draw this  Amendment  and  take  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  other  one.  Of  course,  if 
I  carry  that,  and  a  change  of  words  is 
thereby  rendered  necessary,  I  shall  not 
be  met  with  any  difficulty  as  to  drafting. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  hope  I  have 
never  raised  such  a  difficulty.  I  only 
want  to  know  how  best  we  can  raise 
this  point.  If  the  hon.  Member  likes  to 
withdraw  this  and  take  the  Debate  on 
the  later  Amendment,  words  can,  if 
necessary,  be  brought  up  at  a  later  stage 
should  the  adoption  of  that  Amendment 
render  such  a  course  necessary. 
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Mr.    BRODRICK    said,     it    would 
perhaps  be   the  more  couveDieut  course 
to  discuss   tlie    whole    subject    on  that 
Amendment,  and  therefore,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  put  for- 
ward the  arguments  he  liad  intended  to 
reserve  for  the  later  Amendment.     It  was 
absolutely    necessary    that     the    House 
should   consider  the  position   of    realty 
under  this  Bill,  and  compare  it  with  the 
position  of  personalty.      Accepting  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  found  that 
real  property   would    pay  u   very  much 
larger  sum  than  personalty.     The  clause 
dealt   with   property  which  was  settled 
before  this  Bill  became  law,  and  of  which 
the  testator  had  at  no   time  any  power 
to  dispose.     What  would  be  the  position 
of  the   settlement  ?     There   wore  gene- 
rally three  lives  concerned  in  these  set- 
tlements.     Suppose  a   case    where   the 
first  life  had  fallen  before  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  and  where  £50,000  of  realty  and 
£60,000  of  personalty  were  left    to  two 
brothers — one  taking  the  personalty  and 
the  other  the  realty.     On  the  fall  of  the 
first  life  the  personalty  would  pay  Probate 
Dnty,  £1,600,  and  the  Goschen  Estate 
Duty  of  1888  (if  he  might  be  allowed  to 
use  the  term),  £600,  and  it  would  then  be 
clear.      That   was  the  position   of    the 
fortunate   possessor   of  personalty  under 
the  Bill.     The   realty  on  the  fall'  of  the 
first   life   would    pay    Succession    Duty 
£387,  and  Estate  Duty  of  1 888  £268— 
a  total  of  £646.     But  instead  of  being 
clear,  on  the  fall  of  the  next  life  it  would 
pay  £2,260  Estate  Duty.     That  inade  a 
total  of  £2,896  paid  by  land  as  against 
£2,000  paid  by  personalty  of  equal  value. 
This  was  in  the  case  of  lineals.     In  the 
case  of  collaterals,  where,  for  instance, 
the   property   went    to   a   nephew,  per- 
sonalty paid,    before  this    Bill,  Probate 
Duty  £1,600,  Estate  Duty  of  1888  £600, 
L^acy    Duty   £1,600  — total,    £3,600. 
Then  the  property  was  clear  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  settlement.     On  the  fall 
of  the  next  life,  in  fact,  it  paid  nothing. 
lu  the  case  of  realty,  however,  land  would 
pay,  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  Suc- 
cession Duty  £1,161,  Estate  Duty  of  1888 
£268— total,  £1,419.     But  at  the  fall  of 
the  next  life,  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
the  land  would  pay  Estate  Duty  £2,260, 
Saccession  Duty,  at  3  percent.,  £1,600 — 
total,  £8,760.     Therefore   the   £60,000 
personaUy  would  pay  only  £3,600,  while 
the  £60,000  realty  paid  £6, 1 69.     He  con- 


fidently asserted  that  that  was  a  position 
never  contemplated  by  those  who  framed 
the  Bill.     He  was  quite  certain  from  the 
way  that  the  Amendment  was  received  in 
Committee  that  the  Solicitor  General  did 
not  have  a  vestige  of  an  idea  of  the  injus- 
tice he  was  perpetrating.     He  felt,  too, 
he      must      have      the     Chancellor     of 
the    Exchequer     on     his     side    in    this 
matter,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  told  them  time  after  time  that 
what  he  desired    was    perfect  equality. 
There  was  only  one  possible  outlet  for 
him,  and  that  he  would  at  ouce  make  a 
present  to  the  Leader  of  the  House.     He 
might  tell  them  that  the  larger  sum  paid 
in  the  case .  of  personal  property  at  the 
earlier    stage    would   have   borne  some 
little  interest  in  the  interval,  but  what 
would    that   be   as    compared   with    the 
enormously    extra    charge     now    being 
thrown  on  realty  ?     He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would    not   indulge   in 
any  theories  of  retrospective  justice,  and 
say  that  land  had  got  off  very  well  in  the 
past.     He,  for  one,  could  not  admit  that 
thus  the  sins   of  the  fathers  should  be 
visited  on  the  children.    They  must  take 
what  had  been  paid  under  the  settlement 
as  absolutelv  a  fair  basis.     This  was  bv 
no  means  a  small  question,  for  the  clause 
would    cover,    in   all   probability,    one- 
third,  if  not  one-half,  of  the  settlements 
made  before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  The 
question  of  aggregation  was  ]iot  involved 
as  this  property  would  stand  absolutely 
alone,  and  he  did  ask  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman to  l>ear  in  mind  that   the  figures 
he  had  given  showed  that  land  was  going 
to  pay  very  nearly  three  times  as  much 
as  formerly. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  no. 
Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  the  point  was 
not  even  arguable,  for  he  had  shown  by 
the  figures  he  had  quotetl  that  in  the  ease 
of  a  lineal  the  payment  on  realty  on  the 
fall  of  the  first  life  would  be  £64:5,  and 
under  the  Estate  Duty  £2,260,  on  the 
fall  of  the  next  life,  or  a  total  of  £2,896 
paid  by  land,  while  personalty  would 
escape  with  one  payment  of  £2,000. 
Then,  again,  in  thejcase  of  a  collateral, 
the  old  duty  was  £1,419,  and  there 
would,  under  the  Bill,  be  payable  £3,750, 
giving  a  total  of  £6,169  charged  on  realty 
as  against  only  £3.600  on  personalty. 
If  they  were  to  have  a  class  of  hard 
cases  arising  in  this  way,  it  was  certain 
that  the  injustices  must  be  corrected  by  u 
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future  Bill.  These  hardships  would 
take  their  place  with  the  inequalities, 
which  they  had  endeavoured  to  remedy 
in  the  case  of  the  husband  and  wife,  and 
between  the  £500  and  the  £505  gradua- 
tion, and  the  case  of  a  man  who  was  a 
collateral,  and  who,  having  property  in 
France  would  pay  8  per  cent,  in  one  case, 
and  8  per  cent,  in  the  other — 16  per  cent, 
in  all.  He  put  it  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  these  were  injus- 
tices that  ought  to  be  remedied. 

Mr.  R.  T.  R£ID  said  that  this  matter 
was  brought  forward  in  Committee.  He 
had  not  had  time  to  study  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's figures,  but  he  might  point  out 
that  the  clause  now  under  discussion  ap- 
plied wholly  to  the  case  of  persons 
dying  before  the  commencement  of  this 
Act,  and  its  provisions  were  temporary 
provisions.  The  necessity  for  the  clause 
arose  from  this  consideration — namely, 
that  in  cases  in  which  Estate  Duty  would 
afterwards  become  payable  in  respect  of 
personalty  Probate  Duty  might  have  been 
paid  ;  but  in  reference  to  realty  no  such 
contingency  could  arise,  because  probate 
could  not  be  paid  in  respect  of  real 
estate.  The  arrangement  had  been  made 
that  in  case  the  probate  had  been  paid 
upon  personalty,  the  Estate  Duty  should 
be  forgiven.  ^Personalty  had  alone  borne 
the  burden  of  the  Probate  Duty  hitherto. 
In  regard  to  the  strong  case  put  by  the 
hoD.  Member,  he  admitted  that,  if  it  was 
assumed  that  all  the  sams  mentioned 
were  paid  on  the  same  date  and  at  the 
same  hour,  the  result  would  work  out 
that  realty  would  pay  an  apparently  ex- 
cessive sum  as  compared  with  personalty. 
Yes  ;  but  that  was  exactly  the  fallacy 
that  underlay  the  whole  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  figures,  that  they  took  no 
notice  of  the  dates  on  which  the  different 
payments  were  made.  Very  often  it 
might  have  happened  that  10,  12,  or  15 
years  ago  the  Probate  Duty  had  been 
paid,  and  interest  during  that  time  ought 
to  be  reckoned  in  the  calculation.  That 
did  not  apply  in  the  case  of  the  person 
coming  into  possession  of  real  estate. 
He  made  this  concession  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  :  that,  if  the  interval  was 
very  short  between  the  payment  of  Pro- 
bate and  the  time  when  the  life  fell  in 
on  which  Estate  Duty  would  have  to  be 
paid,  the  scheme  of  the  Bill  would  be  in 
favour  of  personalty  and  against  realty  ; 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  interval  was 
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comparatively  long,  it  was  in  favour  of 
realty  and  against  personalty.  But 
taking  it  roughly,  the  thing  worked  out 
equally  and  he  thought  the  plan  would 
be  found  to  be  fair  as  between  realty  and 
personalty.  Under  this  Amendment 
long  periods  were  established  between 
the  payment  of  probate  and  the  first 
will  and  the  time  when  the  first  life  fell 
under  the  settlement.  There  were  cases 
where  realty  would  pay  more  than  per- 
sonalty, and  other  cases  where  personalty 
would  pay  more  than  realty.  What  they 
had  to  do  was  to  take  the  average.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  upon  the  whole  realty 
fared  very  well.  There  could  not  be 
absolute  precision  in  these  affairs,  but  he 
repeated  that  on  the  average  it  would  be 
found  that  realty  came  out  distinctly  well 
as  compared  with  personalty. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  he  admitted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  had  given  them  a  very  good 
reply  to  the  case  which  had  been  stated ; 
but  the  prima  facie  fact  remained  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  the 
incidence  of  the  impost  upon  personal 
property  and  upon  real  estates  under 
settlement.  He  noticed  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  confined  his 
argument  to  the  case  of  lineals  instead 
of  dealing  with  collateral  successions. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
admitted  that,  in  certain  cases,  injustice 
would  be  done  under  this  clause,  and  be 
failed  to  understand  why  such  injustice 
should  be  done.  In  the  very  case  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself 
had  put,  whereas  personalty  would  only 
have  to  pay  £3,500,  real  estate  would 
have  to  pay  £5,159,  or  a  disparity  of 
taxation  amounting  to  nearly  two  years' 
income  of  the  estate.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  defended  the 
clause  on  the  ground  that  its  effect 
would  be  merely  temporary,  and  he  had 
pointed  out  that  it  dealt  only  with  cases 
where  a  first  life  in  settlement  had  come 
to  an  end  before  this  Bill  became  law. 
But  why  should  there  be  this  temporary 
injustice  ?  Would  the  fact  that  the  clause 
was  temporary  be  any  consolation  to 
the  man  who  suffered  present  injustice  ? 
Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  in  the  second  place  this  clause 
dealt  with  Probate  Duty  upon  personal 
property,  and  that  the  Probate  Duty  had 
not  been  paid  upon  realty  in  the  past, 
and  that  real   property  would  have  to 
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paj  more  in  the  future  in  order  to  make 
Hpfor  its  exemption  in  the  past.  It  was 
no  doubt  the  case  that  realty  had  not 
paid  Probate  Duty  in  the  past ;  but  if  this 
forgiveness  of  the  Estate  Duty  in  oon- 
sideratton  of  Probate  Duty  already  paid 
created  an  injustice  as  between  personalty 
and  real  property,  they  said  that  the  fact 
that  in  the  past  real  property  had  not 
paid  Probate  Duty  would  not  console 
those  persons  who  were  suffering  injus- 
tice at  the  hands  of  the  Government 
now.  In  the  third  portion  of  his  argu- 
ment the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  ap- 
parently taken  no  notice  of  the  fact  that 
this  Probate  Duty  was  paid  a  long  time 
ago,  and  that  interest  might  be  assumed 
to  have  accrued  to  the  Treasury  during 
all  these  years,  and  that  it  was  only  fair 
now  to  places  greater  burden  upon  realty 
in  order  to  exact  from  it  the  payments 
which  it  had  hitherto  avoided. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  was  understood  to 
say  tliat  in  the  case  of  personalty  released 
under  this  clause  by  reason  of  payment 
of  the  Probate  Duty,  it  might  be  that 
the  Probate  Duty  was  paid  a  long  time 
ago. 

MB.WYNDHAM  (continuing)  said, 
be  thought  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  rather  weakened 
than  strengthened  his  case.  He  ad- 
mitted that  this  plea  could  only  be  put 
in  where  the  Probate  Duty  was  paid  a  long 
time  ago.  The  hon.  and  learned  Geu« 
tleman  was  really  inviting  them  to  a 
repetition  of  arguments  from  which  he 
(Mr.  Wyndham)  would  willingly  refrain. 
He  pointed  to  |the  disparity  in  the  past, 
and  they  on  their  side  could  rejoin  if  they 
wished  with  arguments  to  show  that  that 
disparity  was  not  without  its  justifica- 
tion. They  had  constantly  brought  for- 
ward cases  of  anomalies  and  dnjustice 
which  were  invariably  met  by  the  cry 
for  symmetry.  Only  that  evening  the 
hon.  Member  for  Islington  brought  for- 
ward a  most  glaring  anomaly,  and  it  was 
swept  aside  by  the  statement  that  under 
this  Bill  a  great  scheme  had  been  arrived 
at  which  would  equalise  the  Death 
Duties,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to 
depart  from  the  principle  of  that  magni- 
ficent conception.  That  was  all  very 
well,  but  he  could  hardly  conceive  that 
a  responsible  Government  should  per- 
petuate injustices  under  the  guise  of 
giving  symmetry  to  a  Budget  Bill.    The 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  excused 
himself  for  refusing  to  make  changes  in 
the  Bill  at  this  the  eleventh  hour,  but  he 
might  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  even  the  most  eminent  academicians 
did  not  disdain  to  avail  themselves  of 
Varnishing  Day  in  order  to  correct  any 
small  defects  that  they  might  have  dis- 
covered to  exist  in  their  pictures. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  might 
remind  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  that  if  to-day  was  Varnishing 
Day,  it  was  Private  View  Day  to-morrow. 
The  Government  absolutely  accepted  the 
principle  of  equality,  and  they  did  not 
go  back  upon  that  principle  at  all.  He 
would  like  to  point  out  that  the  case  for 
payment  of  the  Probate  Duty  was  not  at 
all  the  same  as  that  for  payment  of  the 
Probate  Duty.  Probate  Duty  being  taken 
out  of  the  estate,  they  were  not  com- 
paring like  with  like.  Coming  to  the 
question  of  equality,  he  must  deny  that 
any  inequality  in  the  treatment  of  the 
two  classes  of  property  would  occur 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  the 
future.  At  the  same  time,  they  could 
not  have  equality  in  every  instance.  It 
really  depended  upon  the  period  in  which 
the  life  fell.  In  one  instance  there  was 
a  considerable  difference  of  time,  and 
there  would  be  au  advautage  to  per- 
sonalty in  some  cases,  whereas  there 
would  be  an  advautage  to  realty  in 
other  cases.  What  the  Government 
maintained  was  that  in  any  two 
parallel  cases  the  balance  would  be 
about  equal,  and  that  therefore  they 
did  not  depart  from  any  principle  of 
quality.  No  inequality  would  occur  in 
future  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
in  the  treatment  of  the  two  classes  of 
property.  It  was,  he  maintained,  im- 
possible to  secure  absolute  equality  in 
every  case.  The  whole  question  de- 
pended on  the  period  at  which  the  life 
fell,  and  he  denied  that  the  Government 
proposals  would,  as  had  been  argue<l, 
always  have  the  effect  of  operating  to 
the  disadvantage  of  realty  as  compare<l 
with  personalty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
suggested  that  it  would  be  advisable  for 
the  Government  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  making  a  recantation  of  the  meaning 
they  had  attached  to  the  words  in  ques- 
tion.    The  matter  had  already  been  dis- 
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cussed  to  some  extent  Id  Committee,  but 
be  would  call  attention  to  the  incidence 
of  duty   in   cases   where    persons    died 
before   and  after  the  commencement  of 
the  Act.     Suppose  A  died  a  few   days 
before  the  commencement   of   the   Act, 
leaving  a  limited  interest  in  his  personal 
property  to  B,  who  died  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Act.     The  proviso  in 
the  clause  was  that  if  A's  estate  paid 
Probate  Duty  upon  what  was  left  to  B, 
thou  B's  estate  would  not  have  to  pay. 
The   question   put    to  the   Government 
was  whether  in  any  event    two   duties 
could  be  payable  together.      Certainly, 
th6   clause   was  quite  clear  that  in  the 
case  he  had  put  B  would  not  have  to  pay 
Estate    Duty.       But    suppose    Probate 
Duty  had  not  been  paid  on  A's  estate, 
and   B    was  ciilled  upon  to  pay,   what 
about  A^s  estate  afterwards  ?     He  sub-« 
niitted  that  it  was   obvious   A^s  estate 
would    still    remain    liable   to  pay  the 
money.     The  duty  cumulative  and  both 
estates  would  be  apparently  liable.     The 
Government  said  that  was  not  the  case, 
and     that     in     no     event    could     both 
A     and    B    be     called    upon     to     pay 
duty.     Assuming  that  construction  was 
right,  this  curious    result  would  follow. 
It  was   said  that    the    object   of   these 
provisions     was     to     make     executors 
diligent  in    paying    Probate    Duty ;  but 
evidently,  instead  of  making  A's  execu- 
tors diligent,  this  would  have  exactly  the 
opposite  effect,  and  cause  them   to  delay 
the  paynieut  in  order  to  throw  it  upon  B. 
It    almost  recalled   the  incident  of  the 
schoolmaster  who  punished  one  boy  be- 
cause another  had  broken  his  companion's 
head,  for  A  would  be  rewarded  by  ex- 
emptiou  from  payment  of  Probate  Duty 
because   B's  estate  would  be  liable    to 
pay.     Surely  the  clause  meant   nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  A's  estate  must  in  any 
event  remain  liable  for  payment  of  Pro- 
bate Duty  whether  B.  had  to  pay  Estate 
Duty    or   not.     The   second  sub-section 
stated   distinctly  that  in  the   case  of  a 
person  dying  before  the  commencement 
of  the  Act,  the  duties  mentioned  in  the 
first  schedule  should   continue  payable. 
Some  satisfactory  explanation  ought  to 
be  given  by  the  Government,  and  if  they 
still  insisted  on  the  meaning  previously 
given  he  would  ask  the  House  to  divide. 
As,  however,  the  Solicitor  General  had  a 
subsequent     Amendment    in    the    same 
<!lause  (Clause  21,  page  15,  line  25)  after 

Jfr,  Bousfield 


the  words  "  has  been  paid,"  to  insert  "  or 
is  payable  "  thi^t  showed  what  the  inten- 
tion of  the  clause  was,  and  that  in  any 
event  the  unpaid  duty  would  have  to  be 
paid  whether  B's  estate  had  paid  it  or 
not. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line 
23,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Act," 
to  the  word  "  unless,"  in  line  25. — (^Mr. 
Bousfield,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  in  respect  of  which  property '  stand  part 
of  the  Bill," 

Mr.  REID  :  was  not  quite  sure  that 
he  rightly  apprehended  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  pointy  but  it  was 
clear  the  clause  could  only  be  interpreted 
by  retaining  the  words  proposed  to  be 
expunged  by  this  Amendment,  because 
without  them  the  whole  mining  of  the 
clause  would  be  cut  down  from  the  Go- 
vernment's point  of  view.  A  declaration 
would  be  substituted  that  in  respect  of 
all  property  settled  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  no  duty  at  all  would  be  payable. 
That  was  how  the  words  would  read,  and 
there  was  no  question  of  latent  ambiguity 
or  doubt.  The  Amendment  could  not  be 
accepted,  and  he  hoped  would  not  be 
pressed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  :— 

Page  15,  line  25,  after  "Act," 
insert —  . 

**or  the  duty  payable  on  any  representation 
or  inventory  under  any  Act  in  force  before  The 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881." 

Line  25,  after  "  paid,"  insert  "  or  is 
payable." 

Mr.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walstamstow) 
moved,  in  page  16,  line  1,  to  leave 
out  "i^"  and  insert  "any."  This  was 
in  one  sense  a  merely  clerical  alteration, 
but  was  required  by  the  Amendment 
which  came  afterwards. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Fprmal  Amendments. 

Mb.  BYRNE  moved,  in  page  16,  line  1 , 
leave  out "  which  has  taken  effect  before," 
and  insert  *<  whether  made  before  or  after." 
A  rather  important  question  of  principle 
was  raised  here,  and  it  was  desirable  that 
the  words  should  be  inserted,  making  the 
clause  app>ly  to  diispositioDs  of  property 
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iu  the  future  as  well  as  iu  the  past.  It 
was  reasonable  anci  fair  that  the  same 
principle  shouKl  be  applied  in  cases  of 
income  of  property  settled  by  husband  or 
wife.  In  other  parts  of  the  Bill  similar 
views  had  been  carried  out.  It  did  not 
seem  right  that  where  money  had  been 
settled  on  marriage  the  survivor  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  upon  his  or  her 
own  property. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  16,  line 
ly  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  which  has 
taken  effect  before,**  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  "  whether  made  before  or  after." — 
{Mr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
f  which  has  taken  effect  l>eforo  *  stand  part 
of  the  Bill.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  question, 
of  course,  would  he  where  the  property 
■came  from.  It  was  not  right  now  to  ask 
the  House  to  enter  on  a  discussion  upon 
cross-remainders.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  l>e  to  apply  not  to 
these  cases  alone,  but  to  all  transactions 
whatever.  It  was  a  pity  these  questions 
should  be  raised  over  and  over  again,  and 
it  was  really  not  very  encouraging  to  the 
Government  in  their  efforts  to  meet  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  This 
point  relating  to  husband  and  wife  had 
alreadv  been  exhaustivelv  discussed  iu 
Committee,  and  he  could  not  chnuge  the 
attitude  he  had  then  taken  up. 
•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that  if 
his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a  Division  he 
should  vote  with  him.  Ho  did  not  see 
why  the  sub-section  should  not  be  made 
applicable  to  the  future.  No  doubt  it 
had  given  rise  to  more  than  one  discus- 
sion since  the  first  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Grimsl>y  that  all 
property  passing  l»etwecn  husband  and 
wife  should  be  exempted  from  duty. 
He  entirely  exonerated  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  from  any  charge  of 
failing  to  keep  his  promise  ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  an  exact  repre- 
sentation had  been  given  of  what  then 
took  place.  He  had  then  called 
attention  to  the  possibility  that  sur- 
viving husbands  or  wives  might  have 
to  pay  Estate  Duty  on  property  which 
had  been  their  own.  That  objection  was 
entirely  acceded  to  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  who  acknowledged  that 
that  was  not  the  intention,  and  the  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  i  promised,  if  it 
was  found  to  be  the  effect  of  the  Bill, 
that  he  would  introduce  a  sub-section 
to  prevent  it.  Not  only  was  there 
this  hardship  in  the  case  of  existing 
but  also  as  regarded  future  settlements, 
and  property  should  not  be  liable  to  duty 
iu  the  event  of  again  coming  into  the 
possession  of  the  persons  who  had  for- 
merly possessed  it.  The  Exchequer 
would  not  lose  by  this  exemption,  be- 
cause if  it  were  not  granted,  new  settle- 
ments might  be  so  made  as  to  secure 
the  same  result.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  charged  the  Opposition 
with  obtaining  concessions  in  order  to  get 
something  more  ;  but  if  this  principle 
Avas  right,  it  ought  surely  to  be  applied 
to  the  future  as  well  as  to  the  past.  That 
was  all  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
desired. 
•Mr.  BUTCHER  could  not  understand 
why,  if  this  exemption  was  justly  applied 
to  this  very  useful  class  of  settlements 
before  the  Act,  it  should  not  equally  apply 
to  them  after  the  Act  cami;  into  opera- 
tion. The  principle  had  bocMi  admitted 
by  the  Solicitor  General  to  he  just  and 
equitable,  and  he  should  support  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  iiiul  learned 
Gentleman  well  knew  then*  wore  retisons 
familiar  to  all  lawyers  why  tiiese  par- 
ticular kinds  of  settlements  were  useful 
where  the  husband  gave  the  first  life 
interest  to  himself  and  then  to  his  wife. 
He  had  no  desire  to  enter  info  a  discus- 
sion on  cross-remainders,  but  it  wiis  hardly 
right  for  the  Solicitor  Genoial  to  meet 
these  objections  by  saying  that  a  con- 
veyancer would  be  easily  able  to  evade 
payment  of  duty  in  these  eases. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Aves  182; 
Noes  120. — (Division  List,  No.  185.) 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
said  he  wished  to  move  as  a  new  sub- 
section to  the  clause — 

(6.)  ''In  the  case  of  Jiny  land  in  nwpect  of 
which  Kstatc  Duty  is  leviable,  where  the  person 
accountable  for  the  <luty  have  elccte«l  to  pay  it 
by  yearly  in-italnients.  and  such  land  is  fanned 
by  the  owner  himself  or  jKjrson  accountable 
for  the  duty,  there  shall  l)c  allowed  in  resj>ect 
of  every  instalment  of  duty  an  abatement  at 
'  the  rate  of  1<>8.  per  acre  in  res|)ect  of  every 
acre  of  such  land  under  cultivation  for  wheat 
in  the  year  precetlinjr  the  date  when  the  instal- 
ment l)ecame  due." 

This  Amendment  was  designed  to  meet 
the   case  of  the  veoman  farmer  or  owner 
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farmiug  his  own  land  aud  to  deal  with  a 
question  of  national  importance — wheat 
supply.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was,  as  far  as  possible,  to  discourage  the 
rapid  going-out  of  cultivation  of  wheat 
land.  It  was  admitted  on  all 
sides  that  the  new  Estate  Dutj, 
by  denuding  the  land  of  capital,  would 
tend  to  turn  wheat  land  into  pasture. 
That  was  a  fact  which  could  hardly  be 
controverted.  The  duty  would  have  the 
effect  of  displacing  a  large  number  of 
agricultural  labourers,  a  circumstance 
which  was  of  great  importance  in  rela- 
tion to  our  food  supply.  Already  two- 
thirds  of  our  wheat  supply  came  .from 
abroad.  We  produced  only  some 
7,000,000  quarters  per  annum,  whilst  we 
imported  30,000,000  quarters.  We  were 
every  year  growing  more  and  more  de- 
pendent on  foreign  supplies.  In  the 
event  of  war  our  Navy  must  be  sufficient 
not  only  to  protect  our  shores,  but  to 
keep  open  our  lines  of  communication  so 
as  to  enable  us  for  a  period  of  two  or 
three  years  to  keep  our  food  supplies 
coming  into  the  country  month  by  month 
and  week  by  week.  No  prudent  man 
would  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  one 
result  of  a  war  might  be  to  cut  us  off 
from  our  sources  of  supply  and  compel 
us  to  rely  upon  our  supplies.  Even  if 
our  Navy  might  be  sufficient  to  prevent 
au  enemy  landing  on  our  shores,  we 
might  find  ourselves  in  the  position  of  a 
beleagnred  fortress,  being  unable  to  keep 
open  our  lines  of  communication,  and, 
seeing  that  wo  only  kept  in  the  country 
provisions  for  three  months,  the  outlook 
was  serious.  In  this  Bill  they  were 
about  to  deal  a  blow  upon  the  man  who 
farmed  his  own  laud — a  blow  which, 
though  it  might  not  prevent  him  farm- 
ing, at  all  events  would  prevent  him  from 
continuing  the  growth  of  wheat.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
enable  him  to  go  on  growing 
w^heat.  The  amount  which  he  would 
be  saved  would  be  small — only  Ss. 
a  quarter,  but  that  would  be  sufficient  to 
induce  him  to  go  on  wheat  growing. 
More  than  a  third  of  the  land  upon  which 
wheat  used  to  be  grown  had  gone  out  of 
cultivation  during  the  past  25  years. 
The  danger  was  a  growing  one,  and 
would  be  intensified  by  the  system  of 
taxation  we  had  adopted.     He  did  not 

Fropose    to    elaborate    the    case   more. 
*'  Hear,  hear  I "]     Hon.  Members  said 

Jfr,  Bousfield 


^'  Hear,  hear.**  He  was  sorry  they  should 
think  that  an  eventuality  of  this  sort 
which  was  certainly  a  possibility  was 
not  a  thing  worth  considering  in  relation 
to  this  new  mode  of  taxation.  He  re- 
spected the  cheer,  however,  in  one  sense, 
and  would  bring  his  remarks  to  a  speedy 
conclusion.  As  to  cost,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  have  no  excuse  on  that 
ground.  He  might,  even  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  make  the  concession.  There  were 
over  2,000,000  acres  of  land  in  this 
country  under  wheat  cultivation.  About 
a  quarter  of  that  would  come  under  the 
Bill  at  a  time  paying  the  eight  yearly 
instalments,  and  if  a  fifth  of  that  were 
cultivated  by  the  owners  it  would  make 
100,000  acres.  A  charge  of  10s.  an 
acre  would  come  to  £50,000,  but  that 
would  only  be  the  amount  charged  when 
the  Bill  came  into  full  sweep.  In  the 
first  year  it  would  not  be  more  than  one- 
tenth  or  £500.  The  question  of  cost  to 
the  Revenue,  therefore,  was  not  a  very 
serious  matter,  but  he  ventured  to  hope 
that  it  would  be  discussed  as  a  question 
of  principle.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
say  that  this  would  be  introducing  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  of  Protection.  It 
would  only  be  so  in  the  sense  that  they 
would  be  protecting  themselves  against 
a  national  danger.  Protection  would 
tend  to  increase  the  price  of  wheat,  but 
this  proposal  would  have  an  exactly 
opposite  effect.  It  would  be  relieving 
the  owners  of  the  land  of  u  part  of  their 
burden,  and  enable  them  for  national 
purposes  to  continue  a  particular  system 
of  cultivation. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
5,  to  insert,  as  a  new  sub-section,  the 
words — 

(6)  In  the  case  of  any  land  iu  respect  of 
which  Bstate  Duty  is  leviable,  where  the  per- 
son accoantahle  for  the  duty  has  elected  to  pay 
it  by  yearly  instalments,  and  such  land  is 
farmed  by  the  owner  himself  or  person  account- 
able for  the  duty,  there  shall  be  allowed  in 
respect  of  every  instalment  of  duty  an  abate- 
ment at  the  rate  of  lOs.  per  acre  in  respect  of 
every  acre  of  such  land  under  cultivation  for 
wheat  in  the  year  precediug  the  date  when  the 
instalment  became  due."—  (Jl/r.  Bomfield,) 

Question  proposed  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  this  was 
a  most  singular  proposal,  and  it  would 
have  most  singular  effects.     If  such  a 


101 


Finance 


{16  JcLT  1894} 


Bill. 


102 


tieheme  was  to  be  adopted  it  must  be,  he 
thoaght,  for  the  successors  of  the  present 
GroverDment  to  propose.  He  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Meml>er  that 
he  doubted  verj  much  whether  in  the 
agricultural  interest  it  was  advantageous 
to  encourage  the  cultivation  of  wheat  in 
this  country,  as  it  was  considered  on  the 
whole  to  be  the  least  remunerative  crop 
that  could  at  present  be  grown.  It 
would,  however,  only  be  in  cases  where 
men  died  that  tiie  growth  of  wheat 
would  be  encouraged,  and  he  hoped  that 
all  the  owners  of  wheat-J^ind  would  not 
die  within  a  year.  It  was,  therefore, 
evident  that  there  was  a  large  quantity 
of  land  on  which  wheat-growing  would 
not  be  encouraged  for  a  long  series  of 
years.  lie  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
19,  at  end,  to  insert — 

"The  expression  *  agricultural  property' 
meanB  afj^ricuitural  land,  pasture,  and  wood- 
land,  and  also  includes  such  cottages,  farm 
balldingH,  farm  houses,  and  mansion  houses 
(together  with  the  lands  occupied  therewith), 
as  are  of  a  character  appropriate  to  the  pro- 
perty."—(J/r.  R.  T.  Ileid.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Colonel  KEN  YO  N-S  LANE Y 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  wisheil  to  know 
whether  by  one  of  the  curious  legal 
fictions  to  which  Members  were  now 
getting  accustomed  "lands'*  meant 
"  waters  "  ?  In  view  of  the  increasing 
interest  that  was  being  taken  in  the 
cultivation  of  fish,  there  was  an  increas- 
ing value  in  fish]K)nds,  and  such  like 
waters,  which  were  formerly  of  very 
little  value.  If  the  Law  Officers  assured 
him  that  for  this  purpose  land  was  water 
and  water  was  land  he  should  he  very 
glad  to  accept  the  assurance. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  "  Lands  "  mean 
waters. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  {mge  16, 
line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words  "or  held 
upon  the  trusts  of."  Ho  said  he  had 
accepted  these  words  as  an  Amendment 
in  Committee,  thinking  they  were  harm- 
less. He  now  found  that  they  were  un- 
neeessary,  and  that  it  would  be  injurious 
to  insert  them. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
21,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  held  upou 
the  trusts  of."— (^fr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  BYRNE  moved,  in  page  17,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  "  whether."  He  said  it 
seemed  to  him  that  a  tenant-in-tail  in 
possession  was  a  person  who  might  fairly 
be  deemed  to  be  competent  to  dispose  of 
property,  but  that  a  tenaut-in-tail  not  in 
possession,  and  who  never  came  into 
possession,  could  not  bo  regarded  as 
competent  to  dispose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  whether." — 
(Jfr.  Byrne.) 

Question,  "That  the  word  'whether* 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BYRNE  next  moved,  in  page  17, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  "or  not,"  and 
insert  "  and  a  person  entitled  to  a  base 
fee  continuing  after  his  death."  He  said 
he  trusted  that  the  Attornev  General 
would  give  him  some  answer  to  this 
Amendment.  Wiieu  the  matter  was  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  he  understood  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  say  that 
the  point  was  covered  by  one  of  the 
sections  of  the  Act,  and  he  (Mr.  Byrne) 
had  put  tho  Amendment  down  again  in 
order  to  get  a  definite  opinion  on  the 
point. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  not,"  and 
insert  the  words  "and  a  person  entitled 
to  a  base  fee  continuing  after  his  death." 
— {Mr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  or  not'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  certainly  had 
said  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  provide 
here  for  the  case  of  a  lease  fee  not  con- 
tinuing after  the  death,  and  he  was  of 
the  same  opinion  now. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to.  ^ 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment 
in  page  18,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from 
"  shall,"  to  end  of  line  20,  and  insert — 

"mean  property,  whether  heritable  or    move- 
able, the  title  to  which  is  by  any  disposition 
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will,  deed  of  entail,  settlement,  or  other  deed 
j?iven  to  any  persons  in  succession,  whether  by 
way  of  life  rent,  or  life  rents  and  fee,  or  by 
way  of  substitution. 

(14)  For  the  purposes  of  Section  fiv€,  sub- 
section (b),  the  expression  *  competent  to  dis- 
l)Offe  of  such  i)ropeTty'  shall  in  the  case  of  en- 
taile<l  property  be  held  to  apply  to  such  insti- 
tutes or  heirs  of  entail  as  can  disentail  without 
consents. " 

He  said  the  object  of  the  AmeDdmeDt 
was  to  secure  the  equalisation  of  taxa- 
tion as  between  £ngland  and  Scotland. 
After  considerable  debate  on  the  pro- 
posal in  Committee,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  gave  an  undertaking 
that  the  matter  would  be  looked  into, 
and  as  a  result  of  that  undertaking  he 
was  glad  to  find  an  Amendment  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  Lord  Advocate.  He 
(Mr.  Murray)  could  not  help  thinking 
tihat  the  method  proposed  in  his  own 
Amendment  was,  as  far  as  draftsmanship 
was  concerned,  the  better  of  the  two,  but 
he  admitted  that  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses there  was  no  difference  in  the  re- 
sult that  would  be  secured.  He  (Mr. 
Murray)  began  at  the  one  end,  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  'began  at  the  other. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  would  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that  he 
(Mr.Mnrray)  should  not  move  the  Amend- 
ments standing  in  his  name. 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  then  moved 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 
He  «aid,  it  appeared  to  him  better  to 
make  a  substantive  provision  on  the 
subject  than  to  deal  with  it  bj  reference. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
20,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Where  an  entailed  estate  passes  on  the 
death  of  the  deceased  to  an  institute  or 
-heir  of  entail  who  is  not  entitled  to  disentail 
such  estate  without  either  obtaining  the  consent 
of  one  or  more  subsequent  heirs  of  entail,  or 
having  the  consent  of  such  one  or  more  subse- 
quent heirs  valued  and  dispensed  with.  Settle- 
ment Estate  Duty  as  well  as  Estate  Duty  shall 
be  paici  in  respect  of  such  estate,  but  neither 
Estate  Duty  nor  Settlement  Kstate  Duty  shall 
be  payable  again  in  resuect  of  such  estate  until 
such  estate  is  disentailed,  or  until  an  heir  of 
entail  to  whom  it  passes  on  or  subsequent  to 
the  death  of  the  institute  or  heir  first  men- 
tioned, and  who  is  entitled  to  disentail  it  with- 
out obtaining  the  consent  of  any  subsequent 
heir  or  heirs,  or  having  the  consent  of  any  sub- 
sequent  heir  or  heirs  valued  and  dispensed  i^ith, 
dies."— (7%d  Lord  Advocate.) 

Question,  ^*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,*'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

A/r,  Graham  Murray 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 8,  after 
line  20,  insert — 

"  Where  an  institute  or  heir  of  entail  in 
possession  of  an  entailed  estate  who  is  not 
entitled  to  disentail  such  estate  without  either 
obtaining  the  consent  of  one  or  more  subsequent 
heirs  of  entail,  or  having  the  consent  of  such  one 
or  more  subsequent  heirs  valued  and  dispensed 
with,  has  paid  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  such 
estate,  and  afterwards  disentails  such  estate,  he 
shall  be  entitled  to  deduct  from  the  value  in 
money  of  the  expectancy  or  interest  in  such 
estate  of  such  one  or  more  subsequent  heirs, 
IMiyable  by  him  to  them  in  respe^st  of  their 
consents  having  been  granted  or  dispensed  with^ 
a  proper  rateable  part  of  the  Estate  Duty  paid 
by  him*  as  aforesaW."  — (7%<?  Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
32,  after  the  word  "  proper,"  to  insert — 

"  The  Court  may  in  such  order  specify  the  time 
and  place  at  which,  the  i)erson  by  whom,  and 
the  advertisement  or  notice  after  which  the 
sale  shall  be  made,  and  may  ordain  the  person 
in  whom  the  property  is  vested  to  grant  a  dis- 
position thereof  in  favour  of  the  purchaser, 
and  if  the  person  in  whom  the  property  is  vested 
refuses  or  fails  to  do  so,  the  Court  shall  grant 
authority  to  the  clerk  of  Court  to  execute  such 
disposition,  ami  such  dis{>osition  so  executed 
shall  be  as  valid  as  if  it  had  been  executed  by 
the  person  in  whom  the  property  is  vested." — 
(^2'ke  Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  .in  page  18,  line 
42,  after  the  word  "  vested,"  to  insert — 

"  and  shall  be  a  first  chaige  upon  the  protierty 
after  any  <Iebt  or  incumbranoe  for  which  an 
allowance  is  directed  to  be  made  umler  this 
Act,  in  determining  the  value  of  the  proi>erty 
for  the  purpose  of  Estate  Duty."— (7%c  L<^rd 
Adroeate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mk.  graham  MURRAY  said,  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  upon 
the  Paper  and  another  Amendment  that 
went  after  it  dealt  with  two  different 
questions,  hut  both  having  relation  to  the 
same  subject.  He  might  say  that  this 
plan  of  applying  to  the  Court  for  the 
granting  of  a  charge  upon  an  estate  to 
the  perEon  applying,  not  the  proprietor, 
was  certainly  unfamiliar  to  them,  and  in 
Committee  he  ventured  to  submit  that 
the  clause  would  be  found  to  be  not  very 
workable.  That  remark,  he  thought, 
had  been  justified  by  the  insertion  of  the 
Amendment  just  now  by  the  Lord 
Advocate.  In  the  clause  as  it  stood  not 
only  would  the  nnfortunate  proprietor 
of  an  estate  be  bound  to  have  the  estate 
charged,  but  the  result  of  the  words  used 
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would  be  BO  striogent  that  the  remedy 
given  againflt  him  would  1x3  very  much  in 
advance  of  that  given  in  the  kindred 
provision  in  the  ease  of  England.  He 
would  not  only  be  liable  to  be  sued  a9 
the  English  proprietor  on  the  covenant 
in  the  mortgage,  but  he  would  also  be 
liable  to  be  distressed  by  summary  dili- 
gencCy  which,  if  he  might  translate  it  for 
the  benefit  of  the  English  lawyers,  was 
eqaiyalent  to  this :  that  he  would  have 
the  same  execution  distressed  against  him 
Bh  if  he  signed  a  bill  of  exchange  for  the 
amount ;  that  was  to  say,  that  within  six 
days  he  could  be  made  bankrupt.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, together  with  these  words,  which 
were  not  down    on  the  Paper — 

"That  nothing  herein  contained  iihall  make 
the  duty  recoverable  by  these  Sab-8ection8 
(a)  and  (b)  recoverable  at  anv  earlier  time 
than  if  it  had  been  recoverable  by  direct 
•ction  against  the  persons  legally  liable  for 
the  duties." 

Sir  W.  HAKCOURT  :  We  agree. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  23, 
page  18,  line  42,  at  end,  add — 

**  Provided  also  that  summary  diligence  shall 
not  be  comi>otcnt  thereujxjn."—  (Mr.  Graham 
Murray^ 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20, 
line  42,  at  end,  add — 

**  This  section  shall  not  affect  the  continuance 
after  the  Both  day  of  June,  181)5,  of  the  duties 
existing  prior  to  this  section  taking  effect/' — 
{Mr.  M,  r.  Rtid.-) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BIGWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
wood) said,  by  the  Amendment  standing 
in  his  name  his  object  was  to  save  the 

smaller  brewer,  who  might  be  called  the 
eottage  brewer,  and  to  ensure  if  possible 
a  better  description  of  lieer  finding  its 
way  to  the  agricultural  labourer.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  Liberal  Party  were 
very  anxious  indeed  to  improve  the 
quality  of  the  poor  man^s  l)eer  and  to 
lenen  its  cost,  and  he  would  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  in 
this  popular  and  democratic  Budget  he 
oould  not  find  ways  and  means  to  relieve 
these  unfortunate  men,  wlio  might  be  re- 
garded as  a  diminishing  quantity.  This 
Amendment  was  directed  only  to  the  case 
of  the  exemption  of  those  who  brewed 
over  fire  quarters  of  malt  per  week — for 


that  was  what  a  thousand  barrels 
amounted  to — and  on  tliat  the  increased 
duty  amounted  to  3d.  per  bushel,  or 
considerably  over  6  per  cent,  on  the 
cost  of  the  malt,  and  in  the  case  of 
the  smaller  brewers  it  would  amount 
to  almost  the  wages  of  one  man  in  the 
entire  year.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  make  this  conceseion  it  would 
be  very  popular.  <)f  course,  it  was  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  con- 
sider whether  the  Revenue  could  afford  to 
lose  so  much  money,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  lietter  than  he  did  the 
amount  which  would  be  lost ;  but  he 
(the  hon.  Member)  was  of  opinion  that 
the  loss  would  be  comparatively  small 
compared  with  the  good  it  would  do.  He 
had  no  wish  at  that  time  of  the  evening 
to  press  the  matter  or  to  repeat  argu- 
ments which  had  been  brought  forward 
before,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  reply. 
He  therefore  begged  leave  to  move  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  line 
10,  after  the  word  "gravity,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

'*  But  this  extra  Excise  Duty  of  <mI.  {ler  gallon 
shall  not  be  cliargeable  Vi\you.  those  brewing 
1,000  barrels  or  less  (ler  annum,  and  a  gi*a(luate(L 
aud  rc<luce<l  duty  shall  l)C  chargeable  upon  all 
|)ersons  brewing  less  than  5,000  and  more  than 
IjCKK)  barrels  per  annum."^(-Vir  Blgwoitd.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  insert^." 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he 
feared  his  feeling  for  the  brewers  had 
been  blunted  by  the  frequently  repeated 
assertion  of  the  hon.  Meml>er  for 
Wimbledon  (Mr.  Bonsor)  that  under  no 
circumstances  would  the  brewers  pay 
this  tax  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  over  and  over  again,  and  there- 
fore he  did  not  see  that  there  was  any 
particular  ground  for  the  exemption  of 
brewers  who  were  not  going  to  pay. 
Some  people  were  said  to  be  more 
loyalist  than  the  King,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  more  of  a  graduator  than  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  they  were  to 
apply  tho  principle  of  valuation  to 
brewers,  and  to  graduate  the  taxation  of 
Excise  licences  according  to  the  amount 
a  man  dealt  in,  they  must  apply  it  to  the 
dealers  in  every  commodity — to  publi- 
cans, tea  dealers,  and  so  forth.  But  the 
real  truth  was  that  these  small  brewers 
had  the  relief  already.  The  hon.  Member 
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for  Wimbledou  (Mr.  Boiwor)  was  verj  |  le*  ti«i  U»  groti  MUm^  rental 

muoh    Burpriaed    when    he   quoted    the    """    ■"  ■  ""^  "        « »  nr 

Income  Tax  R«tiirDB  of  the  brewers,  but 

out  of   10,000  brewers  only  2,000  paid 

the  tftx,  ami  therefore  the  Bmall  brewers 

got  the  relief  the;  desired  iu  respect  of 

the   Income   Tax   if  the;  did  not  pay. 

This  was  the  reason  why  he  conld  not 

accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BIGWOOD  said,  that  after  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleoian  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  round  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich) 
moved  the  following  Ameudmenl,  in 
page  22,  line  15,  at  end,  insert— 

"Id  ntLQiHtiiig  Che  anDusL  value  otanylanilk  I 
tor  tht  |)Dr|MHie  of  Schedule  B,  accordiog  to  Thd 
Income  Tax.  18G3,  the  Qeneral  Commistrionei's 
of  Income  Tax  for  England  and  Wales  maj,  if  ' 
they  think  fit,  estimate  such  value  at  less  tbaii  | 
the  gross  e^timatetl  rental  st  which  such  lam.l'i 
are  assemad  to  the  rate  for  the  relief  of  the  | 
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for  the  relief 
of  the  poor." — (JVr.  Bimnd,') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the 
Amendment  was  nn  necessary  because, 
under  the  existing  law,  the  Income  Tax 
Commissioners  were  not  bound  to  take 
the  assessment  of  the  Assessment  Com- 
missioners. No  doubt,  as  a  rule,  they 
I  would  follow  it,  aud  where  the  assess- 
ments were  well  managed  there  whb  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  do  so.  He 
thought  the  case  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  a  very  rare  oae,  but  he 
could  assure  him  that  what  he  desired  to 
accomplish  existed  already,  aud  that  the 
Commis-iioners  were  not  bouud  by  the 
assessments  or  the  Assessmeot  Com- 
mittee. 


In   submitting  this    Amendment   to  the  '  but  it 


Mh.    BARTLEV    said,  it  was  quite 
true  the  Commissioners  had  the  power, 


■ery  rarely  that  they  used  it. 


House  he  miglit  say  his  object  was  to  |  „  ,i,oy  generally  fell  back  upon  the  poor 
make  it  clear  that  the  Commissioners  of  |  i^w  assessment,  and  when  a 


Income  Tax  might  assess  properties 
the  annual  value  without  necessanly 
following  the  poOT  rate  assessmeut.  As 
he  understood  it,  the  law  that  governed 
assessments  was  the  Statute  of  1842. 
What  he  contended  was,  that  somctirae^i 
the  plan  laid  down  in  the  Act  was  noi 
followed,  and  that  au  uureasoualile  motio 
of  assessmeut  was  followed,  particularl,v 
in  country  districts  where  the  assessmeiit 
was  not  uniform.  The  poor  rate  asses^t- 
ment  was  often  not  reasonable,  and  thf 
Income  Tax  assessments  very  often 
followed  the  same  basis.  A  caett 
occurred  the  other  day  in  the  County  of 
Suffolk  wh^re  an  appeal  was  brought  ui> 
at  the  Ipswich  Quarter  Sessions.  In 
this  case  the  farmer  was  assessed  lU 
double  the  rent,  which  seemed  to  him  ti> 
be  most  unreasonable.  All  he  wanted 
was  that  the  Income  Tax  Commisaianers 
if  they  thought  fit  should  assess  tin- 
property  according  to  their  own  idea  of 
the  value,  aud  should  not  necessarily  taki: 
the  poor  law  assessment  as  their  basis. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22. 
line  15,  after  the  word  "Act,"  to  insert 
the  words, — 

"  In  estimating  the  annual  value  of  any  lamln 
for  the  purpose  01  Schedule  B,  accoiding  to  Thv. 
Income  Tax  Act,  I8fi3,  the  General  Comnlia- 
sioners  of  Income  Tax  fur  England  ami  Wales 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  estimate  such  value  ul 
Sif  W.  Harmmrt 


was  made  out  they  said  "  have  the  other 
assessment  altered,  we  cannot  consider  it 
until  yon  have." 
•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
also  knew  several  cases  where  the  Sur- 
veyors of  Taxes  had  persuaded  the  local 
Commissioners  that  they  had  not  the 
power  to  redtice  the  assessment  of  the 
Income  Tax  below  the  asseiisment  of  the 
poor  rate.  After  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  as  to  the  state  of 
the  law,  iu  which  he  entirely  concurred, 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Geutlemun 
would  direct  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners to  issue  such  instructions  as 
might  set  the  matter  right.  This  was  a 
real  grievance,  not  only  in  respect  of  the 
Income  Tax  iu  such  cases  as  those  referred 
to,  but  also  In  the  case  of  the  tithe.  In 
those  cases — many  of  which  were  to  be 
found  in  Essex — where  farms  stood  at 
a  nominal  rent,  the  Assessment  Com- 
mittees were  extremely  reluctant  Co  lower 
the  assessment  of  the  poor  rate  to  the 
actual  rent  of  the  farm,  beoanse  by  doing  so 
they  increased  the  rates  falling  on  other 
occupiers  in  the  parish,  and  therefore  it 
was  extremely  important  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  exercise  their  discretion 
and  assess  the  Income  Tax  quite  irrespec- 
tive of  the  poor  rate.  If  they  did  not, 
it  was  quite  impossible  for  the  owner  of 
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the  land  to  avail  himself  of  the  provi- 
Bions  of  the  Tithe  Act  of  1891  ;  uot  oaly 
woald  he  be  overcharged  for  Income  Tax, 
but  be  would  be  unable  to  obtain  that 
relief  from  tithe  that  Parliament  Intended 
for  him. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  if 
instnictions  were  issued  he  hoped  the 
right'  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends 
would  induce  the  Assessment  Commis- 
sioners to  estimate  property  at  its  real 
value. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  was  pro- 
ceeding to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name — 

"  Provided  that  wherever  the  incomes  of  any 
married  woman  and  her  husband  do  not  together 
amount  to  the  Mum  of  .-C5UU  a  year,  the  income, 
profits,  or  gains  of  any  such  marrieil  woman  Hhall, 
for  the  purimties  of  thi»  Act,  be  deemed  to  be  her 
own  Heparatc  income,  and  she  Hhall  be  charge- 
able with  Income  Tax  thereon  as  though  she 
were  actually  sole  and  unmarried.*' 

Mr.  SPEAKER  i)ointed  out  that  the 
Amendment  being  similar  to  that  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it 
would  be  better  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  raise  the  discussion  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  rij2;ht  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mcml)er  was 
negatived  he  should  not  be  able  to  move 
his. 

Mr.  darling  said,  he  would  not 
like  to  reduce  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
to  such  a  pitiable  condition. 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  point  of  Order, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  have  had  precedence. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Unfortunately 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have  moved 
his  upon  the  wrong  clause,  upon  Clause 
33  instead  of  Clause  34. 

Mr.  darling  said,  this  was  a  dis- 
coverj  that  was  uot  made  in  Committee; 
bnt  as  the  Chancellor  of  Exchequer  did 
not  accept  his  Amendment,  he  would 
raise  the  discussion  upon  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  moved,  in  page 
22,  line  42,  at  end,  add — 

"Where  the  total  joint  income  of  a  husband 
and  wife  charged  to  Income  Tax,  by  way  either 
of  aBseasment  or  reduction,  docs  not  exceed  five 
hundred  poands,  and,  upon  any  claim  under  this 
•ect^n,  the  Commissioners  for  the  general  pur- 
poaes  of  the  Acts  relating  to  Inc<:)me  Tax  arc 
tatisfled  that  such  total  income  includes  pn)fit6 
of  the  wife  derived  from  any  profession,  employ- 


ment, or  vocation  chargeable  under  Schedule  D, 
or  from  any  office  or  employment  of  profit 
chargeable  under  Schedule  E,  they  shall  deal 
with  such  claim  as  if  it  were  a  claim  for  exemp- 
tion, or  relief,  or  abatement,  as  the  case  may  l^, 
in  respect  of  such  profits  of  the  wife,  and  a 
separate  claim,  on  the  part  of  the  husband,  for 
exemption,  or  relief,  or  abatement  in  respect  of 
the  rest  of  such  total  income." 

He  put  down  this  Amendment  in  conse- 
quence of  the  discussion  that  took  plaee 
in  Committee,  and  to  meet  the  case  that 
was  then  referred  to  as  worthy  of  con- 
sideration— namely,  the  case  of  the 
schoolmaster  and  his  wife.  It  was  said 
it  was  very  hard,  where  a  schoolmaster 
married  a  schoolmistress,  that  the  two 
incomes  should  be  added  together,  and 
Income  Tax  charged  as  though  it  were 
one  income.  In  consequence,  they  had 
endeavoured  to  meet  that  case,  and  had 
treated  the  several  incomes  below  £500  a 
year  as  having  a  separate  abatement.  This 
Amendment  was  different  to  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  inasmuch  as 
it  did  not  include  incomes  from  invest- 
ments. It  would  be  obviouslv  unfair  to 
give  a  person  deriving  an  income  from 
investments  an  advantage  that  was  not 
given  to  another  individual  who  earned 
£500  a  year. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  ailded." 

Mr.  DARLI>iG  said,  that  of  course, 
so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  could  not 
tliink  of  opposing  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  it  conceded 
a  great  ])art  of  what  he  proposed  in  his 
Amendment  which  he  brought  forwanl 
in  Committee.  However,  he  could  not 
see  how  it  would  be  unjust  to  extend  the 
right  of  exemption  and  abatement  to 
women  who  derived  their  incomes  from 
investments  as  well  as  from  earnings, 
1)ecause  if  she  hud  not  married  she  would 
obtain  the  abatement,  whether  the  in- 
come were  desirived  from  invests  or  not, 
and  under  the  Married  Women's  Property 
Act  they  had  as  full  a  right  of  spending 
their  incomes  uncontrolled,  us  though 
they  had  not  married.  It  might  be 
gratifying  to  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Ham  and  others  to  get  the  matter 
settled  in  such  a  way  as  to  safeguard 
the  rights  of  schoolmasters,  and  to 
leave  vested  property  out  in  the  cold. 
There  were  a  number  of  people  who  were 
not  well  off,  but  who  had  small  incomes, 
which,  taken  with  that  of  their  hushands 
did  not   amount   to  more   than  £600  a 
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year,  and  these  people  received  uo  relief 
whatever  from  the  ChaDcellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whose  Ameudment  seemed 
from  the  very  uuscientific  words  at  the 
begiuuing  of  it  not  to  realise  the  fact 
that  it  dealt  with  two  separate  iocomes 
of  two  separate  persons.  It  began  with 
the  words  "  Where  tlie  total  joint  income 
of  a  husband  and  wife."  What  they 
were  dealing  with  was  not  joint  income 
at  all,  but  two  separate  incomes — the  one 
the  income  of  the  husband,  and  the  other 
the  income  of  the  wife,  and  there  was  no 
reason  for  distinguishing  between  the 
case  where  they  were  earned  by  manual 
or  intellectual  labour  and  where  they 
were  the  result  of  invested  property. 
Of  course  it  would  be  foolish  to  resist 
this  Amendment,  which,  after  all,  was  a 
concession  to  arguments  used  in  Com- 
mittee. He  had  done  what  he  could  to 
perfect  this  measure  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  to  make  it  worthy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  reputation  as 
a  financier.  They  hai  hoped  the  Bill 
would  have  been  more  logical  than  it 
would  be  if  this  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted instead  of  the  one  he  (Mr.  Darling) 
had  put  down,  but  of  course  they  should 
do  nothing  in  the  world  to  defeat  the 
Amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  grove  (West  Ham,  N.)  said, 
that  both  on  behalf  of  his  constituents 
and  many  thousands  of  working  people 
ihroughout  the  country  he  thanked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  his 
concession.  He  knew  that,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  it  had  been 
difficult  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
go  so  far,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  to  guard  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Purse  at  the  same  time  as  he  gave 
consideration  to  the  claims  of  those  who 
appealed  to  him  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
It  might,  in  fact,  be  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  adopt  a  dual  per- 
sonality— to  be  at  once  Hyde  and  Jekyll. 
He  had  to  be  hard,  mean,  stingy,  avaricious 
and  at  the  same  time  liberal,  generous, 
open-handed,  and  just.  But  the  benefi- 
cent fairy  had  touched  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  this  occasion  and  led  him 
to  propose  this  Amendment.  This 
was  most  gratifying,  not  only  because 
thousands  of  working  men  and  women 
would  be  benefited,  but  because  it 
showed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  accepted  a  principle  which 

Mr,  Darling 


they  on  the  side  of  the  House  had  long 
striven  for — namely,  that  taxation  should 
be  adjusted  dififerently  in  the  case  of 
earnings,  and  in  the  case  of  income  that 
principle  was  uow  once  and  for  all 
adopted.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  call  down  on  his  head  the 
curses  of  many  future  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  he  would  also  receive  the 
blessings  of  many  thousands  of  his  toil- 
ing fellow  subjects.  It  had  been 
objected  to  the  Amendment  that  it  did 
not  go  far  enough ;  but  inasmuch  as  it 
relieved  the  claims  of  the  necessitous  and 
yet  did  not  materially  encroach  on  the 
Revenue,  it  must  be  admitted  that  on  the 
whole  a  happy  mean  had  been  struck. 
Because  the  Amendment  was  of  this 
character,  and  was  thoroughly  in  harmony 
with  the  Liberal  and  Democratic  spirit  of 
the  most  popular  Budget  of  modern  times, 
he  cordially  supported  it. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  welcomed  the  step 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  This  was  no  doubt 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  towards  the 
recognition  of  the  principle  that  a  differ- 
ence ought  to  be  made  between  the 
taxation  of  industrial  incomes  and  the 
taxation  of  spontaneous  incomes.  That 
was  a  principle  for  which  he  had  eon- 
tended  many  times,  and  he  hoped  that 
before  long  its  application  would  be 
carried  further. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  said,  that  he  was  afraid  he 
should  be  charged  with  ingratitude  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when 
he  said  that  he  did  not  regard  the  con- 
cession which  had  been  made  with  as 
much  complacency  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Ham.  When  this  question  was 
discusseil  in  Committee  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did  not  attempt  to 
deal  with  the  principle  involved,  but 
took  the  strictly  practical  objection  that 
the  Revenue  would  suffer  to  the  extent  of 
half  a  million,  or  perhaps  £700,000  a 
year.  He  also  wrged  that  it  would  be 
unreasonable  that  the  wife  of  a  man 
having  £10,000  a  year  should  not  have 
her  income  taxed.  Then,  when  it  was 
pressed  upon  him  that  relief  might  be 
given  in  the  case  of  small  incomes  only, 
he  promised  to  consider  the  suggestion. 
The  result  of  his  consideration  bad  been 
that  he  now  proposed  the  separate  assess- 
ment of  married  women^s  incomes  only 
when  they  were  derived  from  some  oc- 
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cupation  or  profession.  Bat  small  in- 
comefi  were  small  incomes,  whether  they 
were  so  derived  or  were  derived  from  in- 
vestments ;  and  though  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  proposal  would,  no 
doubt,  assist  many  deserving  persons 
needing  such  assistance,  it  would 
leave  a  large  class  of  equally  deserving 
persons  in  their  present  position  as  In- 
come Tax-payers.  He  could  not  help 
thinkinf^:  that  it  was  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  poverty,  and  not  his 
will,  which  led  him  to  make  so  limited  a 
concession,  and,  if  that  were  so,  he  (Mr. 
Williams)  hoped  that  an  improvement 
in  the  national  finances  would  make  it 
possible  to  adopt  in  its  completeness  the 
principle  now  only  adopted  partially. 
The  law  would  then  be  logical,  while 
help  would  be  given  to  a  large  and 
struggling  class  of  the  community. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to : — ^Page  23,  line  2,  leave  out  from 
"  value^"  to  "  the,"  in  line  6,  and  insert 
**  estimated  otherwise  than  by  relation  to 
profits." 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Keid,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 

Page  23,  line  15,  after  "occupier," 
insert  ^  or  assessable  as  landlord." 

Page  23,  line  19,  leAve  out  from 
** occupier,"  to  "undertook,"  in  line  20, 
and  insert  "  and." 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  IIarcoirt,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  23,  line  29,  at  end  add— 

"  Where  the  amount  of  the  a8se»<sment  in  the 
cane  of  laD(l8  (inclasive  of  the  farmhoune  and 
other  buildings)  is  more  tlian  oue-eighth,  and  in 
the  case  of  any  houke  or  building  (except  a 
farmhouse  or  building  included  with  lands  in 
assessment)  ip  more  than  one-sixth,  below  the 
rent,  after  deducting  from  such  I'ent  any  out- 
going which  should  by  law  be  deducted  in 
making  the  assessment,  this  section  shall  not 
apply." 

Mr.  BARTLEY  moved,  in  i^ge  23, 
line  36,  leave  out  "  three "  and  insert 
"  five."  He  said  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  accept  the  Amendment.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wart  aware,  under 
the  present  rule  of  the  Treasury,  in  the 
case  of  savings  banks,  small  penny 
banks,  and  so  on,  there  was  a  rebate 
up  to  the  amount  of  £3.     But  it  must 
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be  borne  in  mind  that  this  Bill  ex- 
tended the  rebate  from  £120  to  £160, 
and,  therefore,  made  a  much  larger 
exemption  in  many  of  these  institutions. 
Where  they  had  a  number  of  these 
accoimts  the  whole  amount  could  be 
got  back  if  the  institutions  chose  to 
apply  to  the  Inland  Revenue  Office  in 
order  to  get  a  rebate.  The  work  of 
the  Office,  however,  would  be  some- 
thing tremendous  if  all  these  claims  were 
sent  in. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  "three,"  and  insert 
"  fiver— (Mr.  Bnrtle^,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  will  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  R.  temple  had  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  on  Clause  41  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  (2),  which  provided  that 
the  instalments  payable  to  the  Naval 
Defence  account  shall  cease  to  be  pay- 
able after  March  31st,  1894,  and  that 
the  sum  by  which  the  aggregate  pay- 
ments made  to  that  fund  under  Section  2 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889,  before 
March  31st,  1894,  exceed  the  authorised 
expenditure  of  £10,000,000,  or  any  less 
sum  which  on  the  completion  of  the  con- 
tract vessels  has  been  actually  expended 
on  those  vessels,  shall  be  paid  from  that 
account  into  the  Exchequer.  The  hon. 
Baronet  observed  that  as  they  were  now 

approaching  the  end  of  this  Debate 

\_LaughterJ]  He  did  not  know  that 
there  was  anything  extraordinary  in  that 
statement.  He  only  desired  to  say  that 
lie  did  not  intend  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment. He  might,  however,  explain  that 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
show  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  alM)ut  to  appropriate  a  sum  of 
£280,000,  the  surplus  of  last  year's 
Budget,  which  did  not  belong  to  him, 
but  which  properly  l)elonged  to  the 
Sinking  Fund,  and  ought  to  be  applied 
to  the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt. 
He  was  quite  certain  that  this  was  a 
misappropriation  of  public  money,  but 
at  such  a  late  hour  he  would  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  REiD,the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 
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Schedule  1,  page  27,  line  21,  leave  out 
'^  on  his  death." 

Schedule  1,  page  27,  line  21,  after 
"  him,"  insert — 

"  Under  which  respectively  Estate  Duty  has 
been  paid,  or  under  any  other  disposition  under 
which  Estate  Duty  has  been  paid." 

Schedule  2,  page  27,  line  32,  leave  out 
"  &  44." 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow, 

SAVINGS    BANKS    (SOOIETlBS)    BILL. 

(No.  2.33.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and  Bill 
withdrawn." — {Mr.  A,  Morley.) 

Mr.  BARTLEY  expressed  his  regret 
at  hearing  that  the  Bill  was  not  to  he 


ance  Committees  to  the  District  Councils 
and  a  promise  had  heen  given  that  this 
should  be  done.  The  Bill  was  to  carry 
out  that  pledge. 

Ohjeetiou  being  taken,  Delmte  further 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   (IRELAND    PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  5)  BILL. 
(No.  Ido.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  24:>.) 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to— Amend- 
ment to  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 
[JLorrf*],  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  (No.  14)  Bill. 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTL^ICND) 
BILL.— (No.  312.) 
persevered  with  after  it  had  proceeded  80        Kead  a  second  time,  and   committed 


far.  He  and  his  friends  desired  to  see 
some  Amendment  made  to  the  existing 
law,  hut  this  Bill  had  heen  so  altered 
that  it  was  necessary  it  should  be  con- 
sidered further.  He  did  not  know 
exactly  why  the  Bill  had  been  with- 
drawn, but  he  hoped  the  Postmaster 
General  did  not  think  that  there  was  any 
cause  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  for  taking  this  cour:<e. 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY  said,  there  were 
objections  raised  from  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  which  made 
it   quite    impossible    to    carry    the    Bill 

through  this  Session. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
Order  dischargeii. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION  BILL. 
(No.  302.) 

SECOND  REAI)IN(}.  [aIiJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourne<l 
Debate  on  Sec^ond  Reading  [1 1th 
July]. 

Mr.  ACLAND  hoped  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  might  be  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  under- 
stood to  explain  that  on  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  of  last  year  he  was  urged 
to  give  the  work  of  the  School  Attend 


for  Monday  next. 

ZANZIBAR  INDEMNITY  BILL. 
(No.  308.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

HERITABLE  SECURITIES  (SCOTLAND) 
(re'Coinmltted)^B\lAj.—Q^o.  281.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported ; 
Bill,  as  amended,  re-committed  for  Mon- 
day next,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  316.] 

UNIFORMS  (^re-committed^  BILL. 
(No.  309.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without   Amendment  ;    to    be    read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

CHARITY  COMMISSION. 

Ordered,  That  the  Reports  of  the 
Select  Committees  of  1884  and  1886-7 
upon  the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts,  1853- 
1869,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Charity  Commission.— 
{Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
l>e  printed.     [No.  221.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Tuesday^  17th  July  1894. 


ALIENS   BILL.— (No.  L55.) 
t(ECONI>   READIXO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Se<;ouil  Rciul- 
ing,  read. 

Moved,  ^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"." 
— (  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,) 


would  involve  legislation  which  might  bring 
about  even  greater  evilit.  Kuganl  must  aluo  be 
had  to  tlie  fact  tliat  there  is  a  conRiderable 
emigration  of  Knglishmcn  to  the  Continent." 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach  answered  in  the 
r^ame  sense  iu  June,  1891.  On  July  28, 
1891,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Bcach  said,  iu  answer 
to  Lord  Henry  Bruce— 

•*  It  (Iocs  not  api>car  there  in  any  sufficient 
reason  at  ])reMent  for  t)n*  ailoption  of  effective 
mcasurefl  to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
indigent  foreigners." 

Then,  again,  in  March,  1892,  Mr. 
Ritchie  replied — 

"  It  does  not  api^ar  to  nic  there  is  any  suffi- 


The  first  LORD  ok  the  TREA-  ,  lillllllJ^^^V';^  '''  ^^^ 

SURY  AND  LORD    PRESIDENT  ok  j  .^,,,,,  ,,,,  ,^  ,^^^  ^^^^^  ,^  ^^„,  ,^  ^^^^^  ^^ 

THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- >  the  immigration  of  i)anpcrs.  Now,  my 
BERv)  :  My  Lonls,  the  closer  examina-  ,  Lords,  the  reiison  1  quote  these  answers  is 
tiou  which  the  Government  have  been  to  show  that  at  the  time  when  the  (to- 
able  to  give  to  the   Bill   of    the    noble  •  vernment  of  the   noble  Marquess  oppo- 

Marquess  has  not  strengtheneil  any  pre-    **»^«    ^^^'^    ^,>»«8«  ,  ^'*«*''     *"^1     weightv 
.  ,  ,  ,        •      1  •    '  answers    under    the    presHure    of    their 

possessions  they  may  have  entertained  in  .  ,,  i         t     i 

*^  f  T  ^^^"  followers,  among  whom  I  observe 

Its  favour.  In  the  first  place,  I  venture  Colonel  Howard  Vincent  was  the 
to  think  that  no  such  proposal  as  this  principal,  tbe  immignition  of  pauper 
ought  to  be  ma<le  to  Parliament  except  |  aliens  was  infinitely  greater  than 
on  the  initiative  and  on  the  authority  of  the  it  i"  "ow.  In  1892  the  Board 
Executive  Oovcrnnu.nt.      That,  in  mv    «^, ,.  T*'*^^*^     calculates     that       tbe     net 


pelled  to  move  in  this  matter,  but  I  1  ^'^eat  centre  of  such  immigration,  is  osti- 
ventnre  to  sav  that  is  not  the  case.  The  '""^«*^  ^^  "^^*"''"  '>^'^''  "^'^^^^ »»  ^«'^^»  ^^'''«" 
case,  as  reganls  the  immigration  of  aliens,  ^^'^  »^^»*^'  Marquess's  Government  was  in 
was  infinitely  stronger  when  he  was  at  l^^^^^'^*"  '^'"^  ^^'»^^  J<»^*»"f?  t*»^*^^  answers  ;  at 
the  head  of  the  Government.  At  that  »^»»<>"t  3, ()()()  in  IK92;  and  at  rather  less 
time  he  did  not  move  :  and  I  have  here  I  ^*»«"  '^'^^^^  »"  ^^'^•^-  An<l  at  this  moment 
in  my  box  the  answers,  or  some  of  the  '  helieve  that  immigration  has  t()uche<l 
answers,  that  were  made  on  tbe  part  of  .  ^'»<^  ^^>^'^**^  P*^'"^  <'^^»'  reached.  I  have  in 
tbe  Government  at  the  time  when  thev  '  "»>'  ^^^^^'^  ^^^^  *"8^  Report  on  immignition 
were  pressed  in  the  same  way  as  the  h*"^^'"  ^« '^"b'  »>  last,  niid  it  says  that  the 
noble  Marquess  now  presses  us.  In  thei^^^^al  number  of  alien  immigrants  that 
House  of  Lords,  in  Februarv,  1S90,  Lord  ^^'^^'^  '^«  '^'^  '**-^'^  ^^""^  ^*»c  preceding  week, 
Balfour  of  Burleigh  stated  that  "tbe  ^"»^^  »*^  ^^  *'»c  smallest  number  that  we 
numbers  of  alien  immigrants  had  been 
much  cxaggeratetl."   At  the  end  of  May, 


1891,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  was  extremely 
empliatic  on  this  point.  He  said,  "The 
whole  subject  is  receiving  the  earnest 
attention  of  the  Governmoiit."  He  went 
on  to  contend  that 

"the  ritcht  of  asylum  in  thiK  con n try, as  regards 
])oIit]cal  refugees,  has  always  htx-n  niaintninud  : 
and  the  restrictions  on  the  inimijrration  of 
foreignera  who  may  be  supposed  to  In;  destitute 

VOL,  XXVII.  [kouiith  sekies.] 


have  had  for  anv  week  since  tliat  cndiiiir 
Mav  2.  This  is  tbe  more  remarkable,  as 
at  this  time  in  other  vears  we  have  bad 
the  largest  numbers.  For  instance,  tbe 
Ifamhurff  came  here  just  at  this  time  a 
vear  ago — Julv  H — with  113  aliens  :  this 
voyage  she  brought  only  four.  There- 
fore, I  think,  my  Lords,  when  we  con- 
sider that  the  numl>ers  have  l>een  falling 
ever  since  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the 
noble  Manpiess  und  his  Government  on 

G 


119 


Aliens 


{L0BD8} 


Bill. 


120 


this  question  in  1891  and  1892,  wc  are 
justified  io  coDoluding  that  this  Govern- 
ment is  not  called  upon  to  deal,  and  has 
not  shown  any  neglect  in  dealing,  with 
this  question.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  an 
act,  I  think,  open  to  question  on  more 
than  one  ground,  in  the  last  month  of  the 
Session,  to  bring  forward  a  Bill  in  your 
Lordships^  House  which  could  have  no 
chance  of  passing  the  other  House, 
and  that  on  the  responsibility  of  an  ex- 
Minister  who  gave  such  clear  and  de- 
cided notes  on  this  question  when  he 
himself  was  in  Office.  My  Lords,  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  take  the  high  line 
that  in  no  circumstances  shall  there  ever 
be  any  restriction  on  alien  immigration 
into  this  country.  I  have  more  than 
once  expressed  myself  to  the  effect  that 
the  time  may  come  when  it  may  be 
necessary  to  impose  such  restrictions. 
If,  for  example,  all  the  outlets  for  emi- 
gration were  closed ;  if,  to  use  a  metaphor 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  all  the  conduit- 
pipes  of  emigration  were  shut,  and  if 
there  was  a  large  measure*  of  expulsion 
from  foreign  States  of  populations 
tending  to  degrade  and  impoverish,  and 
even  largely  to  compete  with,  our  indus- 
trial population,  I  myself  should  say  that 
a  case  had  arisen  for  legislation.  But  I 
venture  to  say  that  at  the  present 
moment  there  is  no  such  case.  I  have 
read  the  figures  as  they  have  been  most 
carefully  sifted  by  the  Board .  of  Trade, 
and  it  cannot  be  said  that  there  is  any- 
thing to  be  alarmed  at  in  the  influx  of 
some  3,000  aliens,  when  we  do  not  even 
know  how  many  of  these  aliens  leave  the 
country.  The  noble  Marquess  the  other 
day  brought  figures  to  prove  that  the  in- 
crease was  something  like  16,000  in  five 
months,  and  some  of  the  organs  of  the 
Press  have  improved  on  that  statement, 
and  have  published  the  assertion  that 
within  the  last  six  months  20,000  aliens 
have  settled  in  the  midst  of  our  Metro- 
polis. The  noble  Marquess  forgot  the 
very  serious  deductions  to  which  his 
figures  were  liable.  In  the  first  place, 
a  considerable  number  of  the  16,000  are 
sailors — some  5,000  or  6,000 — obviously 
not  for  settlement.  Then  there  are  a 
considerable  number  who  arrive  without 
through  tickets,  but  who  pass  on  to 
other  destinations  during  the  year  of 
their  arrival.  Again,  there  are  many 
who  return  to  the  countries  from  which 
they  came ;    and,  therefore,  what  these 
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16,000  represent  is  not  the  clear  number 
of  those  who  arrive  to  settle  in  this 
country,  but  the  gross  influx  of  aliens 
not  holding  through  tickets  for  other 
countries.  After  sifting  these  figures 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  which  I  have  indicated,  and 
they  have,  if  I  may  use  a  coarse  ex- 
pression, '^  sweated  down  "  these  figures 
to  those  which  I  have  mentioned.  And 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  figures  which 
that  responsible  Department  have  laid 
before  Parliament  in  their  published  Blue 
Book  fully  corroborate  the  other  figures 
I  have  mentioned.  Well,  my  Lords,  in 
the  Blue  Book  which  was  circulated  the 
other  day  on  alien  immigration  your 
Lordships  will  find  the  following  state- 
ment on  page  22  : — 

*'The  broad  conclugions  deducible  are  that 
the  total  number  of  aliens  of  all  classes  who 
have  arrived  in  this  country,  and  may  be  taken 
to  have  remained  here,  amounted  in  1891  to 
about  12,000,  in  1892  to  11,500,  and  in  1893  to 
rather  less  than  6,000." 

Then,  again,  I  must  call  the  attention  of 
the  noble  Marquess  to  the  fact  that  ever 
since  the  time  when  he  took  the  firm  and 
consistent  attitude  that  no  action  was 
necessary  or  should  be  taken,  there  has 
been  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  in- 
flux of  alien  paupers.  Now,  my  Lords, 
there  is  another  statement  of  the  noble 
Marquess  which  would  certainly  have 
affected  my  position  in  this  matter,  and 
which,  I  think,  must  have  made  a  con- 
siderable impression  upon  your  Lord- 
ships. He  said  that  the  principal 
conduit-pipe  of  emigration,  that  to  the 
United  States,  had  been  xecently  closed. 
That  is  a  statement  for  wHvy^  I  cannot 
find  any  corroboration.  It  issquite  true 
that  there  have  been  laws  passel^  in  the 
United  States  of  late  for  the  restriction  of 
immigration,  but  they  had  had  uo Appre- 
ciable effect  in  that  respect.  The  l)|st  of 
the  United  States  laws  dealing  witb  the 
restriction  of  immigration  came  Unto 
force  in  May,  1893,  Now,  in  18^3, 
64,000  odd  foreigners  passed  from  tbe 
ports  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  po^ 
of  the  United  States.  How  many  cH 
those  64,000  do  your  Lordships  suppos(K 
were  rejected  under  this  new  and  more 
stringent  law  which  the  noble  Marquess 
believes  closed  the  conduit-pipe  ?  Ninety- 
nine,  Therefore,  as  the  exact  numbers 
were  64,263,  your  Lordships  will  see 
that  nearly  64,200  were  admitted  into  the 
United  States.     So  the  danger,  which  1 
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quite   admit    »eem«    to    me  to  be  tbe 
greatest   danger  of    ail,  that   of    other 
coantries   placing  reistrictious  on  immi- 
gratioB,  80  that  all  the  destitute  immi- 
grants might  be  forced  on  to  our  shores, 
is  at  the  present  moment  illusory.    Now, 
WBLj    Lords,   there   is    another   point    to 
-which  I  wish  to  call  your  attention.     It 
is,    of   course,    said    that   there   are    a 
number  of  pauper  aliens  entering   this 
country,  and  it  may  also  be  alleged  that 
the    number  of    aliens   already   in  this 
country   constitute  a   serious  danger  in 
the    way    of    competition    in   trade    or 
chargeability  to  rates.     These,  I  think, 
■were  important  elements   of   the    noble 
Jtfarques8*s  statement.     Now,  as  regards 
ihe  influx  of  pauper  aliens  into  London, 
they  are,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  almost 
restricted    to    two    quarters  —  part    of 
St.   George's-in-the-East    and    part    of 
.Whitechapel.     Now,  I  do  not  deny  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  iu  a  part  of  the 
East  End  of    Loudon,  and    notably    iu 
these    parishes,    against    the   influx   of 
these,   pauper     aliens,    but     you    must 
remember     that,  wiiotlier  the  number  be 
great  or  small,  they  do  not  l>ecome  ehargo- 
able  to  the  rates.     These  Polish  Jews 
do,  no  doubt,  some  of  them,  come  in  a 
state  of   some  poverty  to  this  country, 
but  they  do  not  become  chargeable  to  the 
rates,  because  the  race  to  which  they  be- 
long undertakes  their  support  when  they 
are  placed  in  circumstances  of  poverty, 
and  therefore  any  argument  which  may 
be  based  on  this  ground,  and  which  is 
practically  alluded  to  in  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  forexcludingpauper  aliens,  does 
not  bear  at  all  upon  the  influx  of  Jewish 
pauper  aliens  or  Jewish  poor  people  into 
the  East  End  of  London.     But  this  is, 
perhaps,  only  a  side  issue,  althougli  I 
think  the  noble  Marquess  laid  some  stress 
upon  it  in  his    speech    the    other  day. 
What  I  want  to  point  out  is,  that  the 
whole  case  is  exceedingly  small,  far  too 
small  for  legislation  now,  and  not  likely 
to  become  great  enough  for  legislation  iu 
the  future.     I  have  quoted  the  figures 
which  relate  to  the  annual  immigration 
of  aliens  into  this  conntry.     No  one  can 
say  that  the  influx  of  a  few  thousand 
aliens  can  do  any  harm  to  the  population 
of  this   country,   either  in  the  way  of 
competition  or  of  association,  or  even  of 
degradation,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  M found  that  where  the  degraded  immi- 
grant settles  in  this  country  he  does  not 


tend  to  degrade  those  who  surround  him, 
but  those  who  surround  him  tend  to  ele^ 
rate  him.  The  question  is  an  essentially 
small  one.  What  is  tlie  proportion  c^ 
aliens  to  the  remaining  population  of  this 
country  at  this  moment  ?  In  the  United 
Kingdom  there  are  only  5*8  foreigners  to 
every  1,000  inhabitants.  With  a  residue 
of  996  per  1,000  native  Britons  that  does 
not  seem  to  me  a  very  alarming  proportion. 
But  it  seems  to  me  a  much  less  alarming 
proportion  when  I  contrast  it  with  the 
proportions  of  other  countries.  In  the 
German  Empire  the  proportion  of 
foreigners  is  8*8  per  1,000  of  the  popu- 
lation ;  in  Austria  it  is  17*2  per  1,000, 
while  in  France  it  is  29*7  per  1,000,  and 
in  America  it  is  147  per  1,000.  There- 
fore, I  am  bound  to  say  that  when  we  are 
asked  to  legislate  for  an  enormous  evil, 
to  forsake  our  traditions  in  this  manner, 
all  of  a  sadden,  in  the  last  dying  weeks 

of  a  languishing  Session 

The  Mak^uess  of   SALISBURY: 

f-Tpa|>      I|A|I,I* 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Yes, 
but  why  has  it  langnishcil  ?  I  say  that 
when  we  are  asked  to  do  all  this,  we 
should  be  presented  with  facts  consider- 
ably more  important  than  those  which 
have  been  produced  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
or  which  any  Department  of  the  State  is 
willing  to  bring  to  his  support.  My 
Lords,  I  know  it  is  said  that  they  might 
compete  in  industries  with  our  own 
population.  I  cannot  enter  into  that 
argument.  It  is  a  very  lengthy  argument, 
and  it  is  presented  in  this  Report  on  alien 
immigration  to  which  I  have  already 
alluded.  The  reporter  there  says  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  investigate  very 
minutely  and  in  great  detail  the  circum- 
stances of  the  various  trades  before  he 
can  produce  any  definite  conclusion  on 
the  subject.  But  there  is  a  letter  iu 
The  Times  from  a  supporter  of  the 
noble  Marques?,  and  one  well  versed  iu 
this  controversy— I  mean  Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid — who  says  most  distinctly 
that  that  competition  does  not  exist,  and 
he  arrives,  though  indeed  more  tersely, 
at  the  same  conclusion  as  is  arrived  at 
by  the  reporter  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  that  competition  does  not  exist,  and 
that  what  has  happened  is  this  :  that  the 
aliens  have  brought  their  trades  with 
them — new  trades  which  are  not  trades 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  They  have 
brought  and  developed  their  trades  in  ouf 
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jonidst  fts  aHeus  in  former  times  brought 
-and  developed  their  trades,  and  in  do 
sensible  degree  do  thej  compete  with 
native  industry.  The  two  avocations  in 
which  I  believe  thej  are  mainly  engaged 
are  tlie  production  of  cheap  cigars  and 
cigarettes  and  of  that  form  of  cheap 
clothing,  whether  tailoring  or  boot- 
making,  which  produces  the  article  called 
*'  slops.*^  Our  experience  is  that  cheap 
clothing,  in  these  few  years  during  which 
alien  immigration  has  been  constantly 
going  on,  has  increased  some  52  per 
cent.,  and  this  is  a  collateral  argument  of 
some  importance  in  support  of  the  con- 
tention of  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  and  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Therefore,  then,  I 
•would  ask,  on  what  is  it  that  we  are  to  base 
•this  legislation  against  pauper  alien  im- 
migration ?  legislation  to  which,  as  I  have 
before  said,  I  am  not  unfavourable  if 
circumstances  should  require  it.  But  at 
the  present  moment,  when,  as  far  as  I 
'Cau  make  out,  no  vestige  of  an  argument 
or  fact  can  be  brought  in  its  favour, 
where  a^e  we  to  find  a  basis  for  proposing 
this  legislation  ?  It  is  clear  that  this 
immigration  is  small  and  decreasing ; 
that  on  all  authority  there  is  no  com- 
petition with  native  industry  ;  and  that 
this  alien  immigration  does  not  produce 
any  cliarge  upon  the  rates  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  ask  on  what  grounds  are  we  to  go 
to  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  month 
of  August  and  ask  them  to  pass  legisla- 
tion which  conflicts  with  all  our  tradi- 
tions, without  having  some  plain  argu- 
ment and  some  statistics  on  which  to 
base  our  action  ?  There  will  be  one 
result,  no  doubt— one  drastic  result  of 
any  such  legislation.  You  will  fortify 
the  restrictions  immeasurable  against 
your  own  emigration  abroad.  There  is 
a  constant  tendency  in  foreign  countries, 
and  I  suspect  your  Lordships  know  it  as 
well  as  I  do,  to  increase  vexatious  health- 
restrictions  in  the  hope  that  contagious 
disease  may  be  excluded,  and  there  is 
also  in  the  United  States,  more  espe- 
cially, to  which  our  great  flow  of  emigra- 
tion chiefly  proceeds,  a  great  tendency 
to  bar  the  gate  against  those  who  go 
there  insufficiently  provided  with  this 
world*s  goods.  If  we  are  to  set  the 
example  of  restrictions  on  aliens  of  this 
kind,  both  as  regards  poverty  and  as 
regards  disease,  we  with  our  very  limited 
experience^  and  our  slender  basis  of  facts, 
are    />ractically   exhorting    the    United 
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States  to  carry  out  much  more  stringent 
regulations  than  they  have  hitherto  done 
to  shut  out  our  natural  flow  of  emigra- 
tion. In  that  way  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  noble  Marquess  will,  I  venture  to  say^ 
have  infinitely  worse  effects  as  regards  the 
free  flow  of  the  population  to  the  United 
Kingdom  than  anything  that  can  be  con- 
templated under  the  present  state  of  things. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to  the  other 
provisions  of  Bill.  I  might  ask,  perhaps^ 
before  leaving  the  first  part  of  it,  what 
are  the  exact  provisions  which  the  noble 
Marquess  contemplates  carrying  into 
effect?  He  proposes  to  give  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  Inspectors  power  to 
judge  whether  an  alien  is  an  idiot. 
Well,  that  is  a  very  invidious  power,  and 
I  am  not  sure  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
Inspector  would  care  to  enter  into 
a  detailed  examination  of  every  alien,  as 
indicated  by  the  third  clause  of  the  Bill. 
Who  is  a  person  'Mikely  to  become  a 
public  charge  "  't  Many  of  these  people 
come  over  with  no  means.  In  the  last 
Report  there  is  mention  of  a  woman  60 
years  of  age  ;  she  had  but  small  means, 
and  you  would  say  she  was  likely  to 
l^eoome  a  public  charge,  but  she  waa 
going  to  her  relatives  who  had  asked  her 
to  come  over  and  who  were  going  to 
support  her.  But  in  any  case  none  of 
these  pauper  aliens,  against  whom  your 
legislation  is  distinctly  aimed,  would 
b^ome  liable  to  the  public  charge 'for 
the  reasons  I  have  pointed  out,  and 
therefore  I  do  not  see  what  validity  the 
Bill  then  would  have.  As  regards  a 
person  affected  with  dangerous  conta- 
gious or  infectious  disease^  what  would 
happen  ?  He  would  remain  on  board 
ship,  and  he  would  contaminate  the  crew. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  be  prepared  to  carry  out  so 
large  a  measure  as  sending  the  ship  back 
to  the  port  from  which  she  came,  with 
all  her  passengers,  a  sort  of  pest-house, 
and  her  cargo  ruined.  It  would  be  one 
of  the  greatest  impediments  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  United  Kingdom  if  any 
such  dangerous  idea  was  likely  to  be 
acted  upon.  What,  then,  would  you  do 
with  a  contagious  person  ?  You  would 
have  to  freight  a  ship  to  take  him  back. 
In  what  respect  would  that  be  preferable 
to  the  present  procedure  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  which  is  this — that 
when  a  ship  arrives  containing  a  person 
affected    with    contagious    disease  that 
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(lerson   is   landed    and   treated    by    the 
saDitarj    authorities    as   if  he   were    a 
person    labouring    under    a    contagious 
disease  in  the  town  in  which  he  is  lauded. 
I  cannot   conceive    what  would  be  the 
improvement  under  the  clause  of  the  noble 
Marquess.    Now,  my  Lords,  I  pass  fro:n 
the  machinery,  which,  I  think,  the  noble 
liarquess  himself  will  admit  is  crude,  and 
is   prolmbly     introduced    more    for   the 
purpose  of   raising  discussion    than  for 
any  purpose  of  effect ive  operation,  to  the 
«eoond  division  of  the  Bill.     Here  again 
I  am  quite  williug  to  admit  that  where  a 
case  is  made    out    for    interference    we 
ishould  not  allow  any  particular  tradition 
to  hamper  us  in  dealing  with  it.      If  we 
were  in  a   state   of   rebellion,  or  if  we 
were  at  war  with  any  foreign  Power,  it 
might  be  necessary  to  revive  restrictions 
which  were  introduced  by  Mr.  Pitt  in 
1793,  though  I  do  not  know  that  they 
were  particularly    operative  ;    but  us  a 
matter  of  fact  when  you  are  face  to  face 
with  a  grave  and    critical    condition  of 
afiairs   no  statesman  who  is   worth  hi.s 
salt  will  be  hampereil  by  any  traditions^, 
however  illustrious,  in  doing  hi^  bet*!  to 
combat  the  evil  with  which  he  has  to 
deal.     But  I  venture  to  say  that  in  the 
<»i8e  of  pauper  aliens  there  is  absolutely 
no  case  for  the  restrictions  now  proposed, 
and  where  there  is  no  ground  for  any 
such  restrictions  it   is   extremely   inud- 
Yisable   to    impose    them.     I    will    not 
xeturn  to  the  nielancliolv  task  undertaken 
by  the  noble  Marquess  in  his  speech  on 
Thursday    week  on  the  First  Heading. 
To  the  last  day  of  my  life  I  shall  regret 
the    inadvertence  which    led    the  noble 
Marquess  to  make  a  statement  which  I 
am   sure   he    cannot    su))stuntiatc,    and 
which  has    produced,  as    I  prodicteil  it 
would,  disastrous  results  abroad.     I  see 
that  among  those  who  justify  him  there 
is  a  tendency  to  say  how  utterly  wrong 
were  the  vaticinations  of  Lord  Rosebery. 
On  the  contrary,  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  has  been  received  with  singular 
and  almost  unanimous  applause  abroad. 
That  was  just  what  I  was  afraid  of.  All 
the  time  the  noble  Marquess  was  speak- 
ing I   heard    the   distant   hum    of    the 
applause  of  the  foreign   Press  which  is 
oufriendly  to  this  country.     The  foreign 
Press   has   been  seeking  to  fix  on  this 
eonntrj  the  imputation  of  being  the  har- 
bonrers  of  assassins  who   disturb   their 
peace.     It  was  a  windfall  which  in  their 


wildest  dreams  they  could  not  have  hoped 
for,  when  they  heard  the  noble  Marquess 
say  that  '^  these  enterprises,  so  far  as  we 
can  judge,  have  to  a  great  extent  been 
prepared  and  organised  on  this  soil." 
Now,  my  Lords,  as  regards  that  state- 
ment, I  ventured  to  contradict  it  at  the 
time,  and  I  have  taken  more  pains  to 
examine  it  since.  I  considered  that  so 
grave  a  charge  should  not  be  made  with- 
out the  most  substantial  evidence,  and  I 
went  to  the  Home  Office,  which  has 
supervision  of  this  class  of  meditated 
crime,  and  the  Home  Office  consulted 
the  police,  and  they  authorise  me  to  state 
in  the  most  clear  and  unambiguous  terms 
that  none  of  thase  conspiracies  that  have 
been  hatched  against  foreign  Govern- 
ments or  foreign  States  have  been  planned 
or  plotted  in  these  islands. 

The   Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
None  of  the  munlerous  outrages  ? 

The   Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  None 
since  this  Government  has  been  in  power. 
If  it  was  l)efore  this  Government  came 
into   power   the    noble   Marquess   must 
have  been  aware  of  them,  and  it  was  his 
duty  and  his  responsibility  to  take  mea- 
sures to  prevent  them.     So  far  as  we  are 
concerned  our  hands  are  clean.  No  outrages 
have   been  plotted  or  planned  in  thes3 
islands  while  w^e  have  been  at  the  helm 
of  the  State,  and,  therefore,  we  have  not 
undertaken   the     responsibility    of   pro- 
posing repressive  measures  to  deal  with 
them.     The   noble  Marquess  intimated 
that  President  Carnot's  assassination  was 
planned  in  this  country.     I  thought  the 
statement   extremely   doubtful,    for    no 
evidence  had  been  adduced  in  proof  of 
it.     If  the  noble  Marquess  relies  on  the 
foreign  Press  for  veracity  in  its  assertions 
against  this  country  he  will  be  led  far  in 
detestation   of  his    native    land.     Every 
detail  of  the    progress   of  this   assassin 
from  the  conception  of  the  crime  to  its 
execution,  so  far  as  it  is  revealed  in  the 
Press,  conclusively  proves  that  there  was 
no   shadow  of  support  for  that  allega- 
tion.      What    improvement,    I    asked, 
would  the  measure  of  the   noble  Mar- 
quess introduce  into  the  present  system 
of  dealing  with  these  offences  ?     What 
happens  now  is  this.     Men,  criminals  no 
doubt — men  of  bad  character,  come  to 
these  islands,  and  I  have  no   doubt  are 
very    undesirable   inhabitants   of    them. 
They  may  when  they  are  here  meditate 
plots    either    against   persons   in   these 
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'  islands  or  against  persons  outside  these 
islands.  But  they  are  under  supervision 
while  in  this  country,  and  under  pretty 
'  strict  supervision  ;  and  it  is  rare,  I  think, 
'that  we  do  not  know  what  they  have  in 
oontemplation.  If  they  are  contemplatiug 
crimes  against  people  in  these  ialands 
the  law  furnishes  a  sufficient  remedy  for 
dealing  with  them ;  but,  if  they  are 
meditating  crimes  against  people  outside 
these  islands,  what  is  the  remedy  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  ?  It  is  to  send  them 
out  of  this  country.  It  is  quite  obvious 
that  they  cannot  assassinate  persons  out- 
side these  islands  while  they  remain 
within  them,  and  therefore  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Marquess  is  to  send  these 
people  out  of  the  country  in  order  to 
give  them  the  very  facility  they  want  to 
perpetrate  crime.  That,  after  all,  is 
•the  common  sense  of  the  position, 
and  we  must  rest  very  much  on  the 
comparativie '  merits  of  the  two 
•courses  hefore  ui — either  the  course  we 
pursue  now,  which  is  that  of  strict  super- 
vision and  communication  with  the  foreign 
police — and  I  may  mention  in  connec- 
tion with  this  that  we  never  had  a 
single  complaint  as  regards  the  inade- 
quacy of  our  measures  of  prevention 
since  we  have  been  iH  power— or  we  can 
take  the  restrictive  measures  proposed 
by  the  noble  Marquess.  On  two  occasions 
within  the  last  60  years  these  measures 
have  been  passed  by  Parliament ;  a  mea- 
sure analogous  to  that  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  was  proposed,  not  perhaps 
without  justificutiou,  in  that  period  of 
revolution,  1848.  What  was  the  result  ? 
In  not  one  single  instance  was  any  action 
taken  under  that  Act.  Then  in  1882,  when 
there  was  a  grave  crisis  in  Ireland,  perhaps 
the  gravest  crisis  that  this  generation 
has  been  called  upon  to  face,  those 
powers  were  renewed  as  regards  Ireland  ; 
and  what  was  the  result  ?  lu  not  one 
single  instance  were  those  powers  used. 
Therefore,  I  agaiu  ask  what  is  the  basis 
or  recommendation  for  this  proposed 
legislation  ?  You  are  going  to  invite 
Parliament,  at  a  time  when  there  is  no 
complaint  from  abroad,  at  a  time  when 
there  is  no  allegation,  except  from  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  crimes  are  plotted 
against  foreign  Governments  within  our 
shores,  at  a  time  when  the  only  outrage 
within  our  shores  has  been  the  chance 
explosion  of  a  projectile  in  the  neighbour- 
hood  of  Greenwich  Observatory,  as  to 

TAe  JSarl  of  Rosehery 


which,  owing  to  the  death  of  the  roan 
who  was  carrying  the  projectile,  we  can 
offer  no  certaiu  explanation — it  is  at  this 
time  of  profound  tranquillity,  when  no 
complaints  are  made  from  abroad,  that 
the  noble  Marquess  comes  forward  and 
asks  us  to  renew  legislation  which  on 
the  two  occasions  of  real  crisis  when  it 
was  proposed  was  never  in  a  single  case 
acted  upon.  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
course  recommended  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess is  not  desirable.  I  venture  to  say 
that  such  legislation,  if  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely required,  is  eminently  inexpedient. 
You  would  have  great  difficulty  in 
passing  it.  You  remember  the  case  of 
Lord  Palmerston.  I  admit  that  Lord 
Palmerston^s  Government  was  not  thrown 
out  on  the  Act,  but  on  the  Despatch 
which  had  been  addressed  to  him  in 
connection  with  that  Act,  There  are 
passages  even  in  Lord  Palmerston's 
speech  on  that  occasion  which  are  not 
without  justification  when  we  are  asked 
to  pursue  the  course  indicated  by  the 
noble  Marquess. — 

•*A  disposition  prevails  on  the  Continent" — 

said  Lord  Palmerston,  in  bringing  in  this 
Bill— 

"that  the  Government  and  Parliament  of 
this  country  should  take  some  steps  which 
should  place  it  in  the  iK)wer  of  the  Government 
on  mere  suspicion  to  remove  aliens  from  the 
Uuite<l  Kingdom." 

That  is  the  course  recommended  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  But  what  did  Lord 
Palmerston  say  ? — 

"  Sir,  it  is  needless  for  me  to  say  that  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
propose  any  measure  of  this  kind  to  Parliament, 
we  are  sensible,  as  everybody  must  be,  that 
there  may  be  cases  in  which  men  entertaining 
the  most  criminal  projects  might  be  removed 
with  advantage  from  the  country.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  any  law  which  gave  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  }H)wcr  would  be  so  liable  to  abuse  and 
would  infringe  ho  largely  upon  the  general 
principle  accoii ling  to  which  the  shores  of  the 
Unitc<l  Kingtlom  are  open  to  people  of  all 
nations  who  might  be  compelletl  from  ixilitical 
or  other  causes  to  seek  a  refuge  here,  and  who, 
as  long  as  they  conduct  themselve*  peaceably, 
ought  to  enjoy  the  peace  and  refuge  which  they 
seek,  that  any  Government  would  hesitate  long 
before  they  proposed  any  such  measure  to  Par- 
liament, and  I  am  quite  sure  that  any  Parlia- 
ment would  be  quite  as  disinclined  to  pass  it.'* 

I  have  heard  the  illustrious  shade  of 
Lord  Palmerston  invoked  for  this  legis- 
lation ;  but  iu  face  of  that  statement  it 
would  very  much  surprise  me  to  hear  it 
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invoked  agaiu.     Lord   PalmeretoD    alsio 
said — 

"There  U  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  gives  the 
BzecatiFe  (^oyenimeiit  any  arbiti-arj  power  in 
regard  either  to  Her  Hajesty^s  subjects  or  any 
alien  resident  within  the  realm.  It  gives  no 
power  of  expulsion.  There  is  nothing  in  it 
which  in  the  slightest  degree  interferes  with 
that  law  of  hospitality  by  which  we  have  in- 
variably been  gaidal  with  regard  to  foreigners 
seeking  an  asylum  in  this  country.  Any 
foreigner,  whatever  his  nation,  whatever  his 
political  creed,  whatever  his  political  offences 
against  his  own  (Government,  may,  under  this 
Bill,  as  he  does  to-day,  find  in  these  realms  a 
safe  and  secure  asylum  as  long  as  he  obeys  the 
law  of  this  land." 

That  was  the  language  of  Lord  Palmer- 
atODy  not  at  a  time  of  tranquillity,  when 
there  was  no  political  imputation  against 
this  country,  but  immediately  after  an 
assassination  directed  against  the  ruler  of 
a  foreign  country  and  traced  to  this 
country.  Lord  Palmers  ton,  with  that 
rare  sagacity  and  long  Parliamentary  ex- 
perience which  distinguished  him,  saw 
conclusively  that  it  was  hopeless  to  pro- 
pose any  legislation  to  Parliament  which 
touched  the  just  jealousy  of  the  privilege 
of  asylum  which  exists  in  that  body.  I 
venture  to  say  that  that  jealousy  has  not 
diminished  now.  The  present  more 
democratic  character  of  the  House  of 
Commons  has  in  no  degree  diminished 
the  jealousy  of  any  restriction  of  the 
right  of  asylum  which  prevails  in  tlii^ 
country.  If  anything,  it  has  increased 
that  jealousy,  and  I  cannot  conceive  a 
more  anlnous  task  than  for  any  Govern- 
ment, however  strong,  to  attempt,  with- 
out an  overwhelming  accumulation  of 
facts,  to  pass  any  such  measure  as  this 
through  the  House  of  Commons  as  at 
present  constituted.  My  Lorde«,  when 
I  say  this,  I  do  not  of  course  mean  to  say 
that  there  is  or  can  be  in  this  Govern- 
ment or  in  any  Party  in  this  country  any 
sympathy  with  what  is  culled  Anarchical 
outrage.  We  should  l>e  willing  to  enter 
into  the  most  cordial  exchange  of  views 
with  any  foreign  Government  as  to  any 
reasonable  method  of  preventing  such 
crimes.  The  Anarchists  do  not  repre- 
sent to  us  any  of  those  revolutionary 
graces  which  in  old  days  recommended 
many  political  refugees  to  our  shores. 
On  both  sides  of  the  Hoiise  we  have 
recently  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
our  complete  repudiation  and  horror  of 
the  most  recent  of  these  outrages.  Hut 
I  am  unable  to  say,  because  we  feel  that 


horror,  and  because  we  entertain  it  as 
strougly  as  any  nation  that  has  been 
robbed  of  its  Princes  or  statesmen  by 
these  outrages,  that  we  should  Ite  com- 
pelled to  depart  from  the  course  which 
has  been  shown  to  be  secure,  and  to 
embark  upon  oue  which,  when  it  has  not 
beeu  iuoperative,  has  been  i-egarded  with 
the  greatest  jealousy  and  dislike  by  the 
people  of  this  country.  I  pass  from  that 
jealousy  to  another  and  very  practical 
consideration.  The  noble  Marquess  pro- 
poses— aud  I  confess  that  after  his  long 
experience  at  the  Foreign  Office  I  am 
surprised  at  the  proposal — to  give  the 
Secretary  of  State  discretionary  power  to 
expel  any  alien  when  he  shall  have 
reason  to  believe  that  that  course  may  be 
expedient  for  the  preservation  of  peace 
and  tranquillity  within  the  country,  or 
for  the  prevention  of  crime  within  or 
without  the  dominions  of  Her  Majesty. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  position  of  the 
Secretarv  of  State  would  not  be  a 
pleasant  one  if  that  clause  were  passed. 
The  noble  Marquess  knows  perfectly  well 
— no  one  better — that  the  SecreUiry  of 
State  would  be  presse<l  on  all  sides  by 
foreign  Governments  to  expel  from  our 
shores  persons  whom  they  considered 
dangerous  to  their  own  Kulers  or  Con- 
stitutions. The  Secretary  of  State  would 
be  under  continuous  pressure,  which  it 
would  be  extremely  ungraceful  to  resist, 
but  to  which  it  would  be  impossible  to 
yield  without  issuing  warrants  at  all 
times  and  seasons  for  the  expulsion  of 
refugees,  whose  expulsiou  foreign  Go- 
vernments might  demand.  I  may  give 
an  instance.  There  is  one  Government 
I  know  that  considers  that  newspapers 
which  are  printed  in  London  are  a  source 
of  incitement  to  crime  within  its  domi- 
nions. If  this  Bill  were  passed,  my  noble 
Frien<l  Lord  Kimlierlev  would  have  at 
once  to  issue  warrants  for  the  expulsion 
of  everyone  connected  with  those  news- 
papers. Whether  he  thought  it  right  or 
wrong,  he  would  be  bound  at  once  to 
give  up  refugees  to  the  Government  that 
demanded  them,  under  pain  of  coming  to 
blows  with  the  Government  making  the 
demand.  WouKl  that  be  a  desirable 
state  of  things  ?  My  Lords,  I  will  give 
a  concrete  instance  of  a  man  whose  ex- 
pulsion would  certainly  have  been  de- 
manded from  us  under  such  a  measure  as 
the  noble  Marquess  proposes, a  man  whom 
we  could  not  have    given    up,  and    the 
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refusal  to  expel  whom    would  have  iu« 
volved  us  in  the  inoHt  strained  relations 
with    foreign    Powers— i-I   mean  Joseph 
Mazzini.     That  man  was  in  no  respect 
allied  to  the  new  and  godless  set  of  revo- 
lutionists which  has   now  arisen.       His 
faith  in  his  ideal  Republic  was  suljordi- 
Date  to  the  highest  and  most  profound  be- 
lief in  the  Almightj  guidance  of  the  world. 
He  has  left  a   great  impression  in  this 
country,    and    when    he    died,  his  own 
country,  which  had  under  other  circum- 
stances demanded  from  Switzerland  that 
he  should   be  expelled^  passed  a  unani- 
mous  vote   deploring  •  his  departure.     I 
very  much  doubt  whether,  in  the  period 
between    1848     and     1860,    the     most 
violent    pressure   would   not   have  been 
brought   upon  this  Government  to  sur- 
render Mazzini   to  the    Government  of 
Naples,  which  has  ceased  to  exist,  or  to 
several    Governments    which    are    now 
living,  and   to  which  I   will  not,  there- 
fore,  further  allude.     In  what  position 
would  we  have  been  ?     I  do  not  believe 
that   the  people  of  this  country  would 
have  allowed  any  Secretary  of  State  to 
surrender  Mazzini.     What  would  have 
been    the    result  r     The    Secretary    of 
State   would   have   been    turned  out  of 
Office,  and  a  flat  refusal  would  have  been 
.«eut  by  Parliament  or  by  the  authority  of 
Parliament  to  the    foreign  Government 
that  claimed  the  surrender.     Therefore, 
if  this  clause  had  been  in  operation,  you 
^vould   have   had   a  dislocation    of    our 
domestic  Government  at  home  and  a  still 
greater  dislocation  of  our  relations  with 
'foreign  Governments.     I  say,  then,  my 
X<ords,  if  you  really  mean  to  pass  such  a 
Bill  as  this,  if  you  hope  to  recommend  it 
•to  your  countrymen,  you  can  only  do  it 
in  some  solemn   hour  of  supreme  crisis, 
when   the  Government  of  this  country, 
•armed  with  the  knowledge  and  responsi- 
bility that  can  recommend  legislation  to 
Parliament,  can  with  that  knowledge  and 
that    responsibility    bring    a     practical 
measure  before  Parliament.     As   to  this 
Bill,  I  deprecate  its  introduction  ;  I  fore- 
see its  disappearance  ;    I  do  not  believe 
for  a  moment  that  the  noble  Marquess 
can  himself  have  meant  that  it  should 
pass  into  law.     Therefore,  I  think  that  it 
is  hardly   possible   that   he   could  have 
rendered    a    greater    disi:^ervioe    to    his 
country  than  by  introducing  this  Bill  and 
delivering   the   speech    with    which   he 
introduced  it. 

TAe  JSarl  of  Rosehery 


The  Marquess  ok   SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  I  freely  admit  that  in  bringing 
forward  a  Bill  of  this  character  from  the 
Opposition    side   of    the    House,  I   am 
challenging  the  conduct  which  the  Go- 
vernment  have   pursued,  and   trying  to 
point  out  to  them  that  they  have  not  met 
the  crisis  through  which  we  have  been 
passing  in  the  manner  which  their  duty 
and  their  position  demanded.     But  I  will 
deal,  in   the  first   place,   with  the   least 
important  points  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
referred.  He  informs  me  that  the  Board  of 
Trade   have   sweated  my  figures  down. 
I  readily  admit  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
are  great  adepts  in  that  art,  but  for  my 
part  I  prefer  figures  for  use  that  have  not 
been  sweated.     When  I  introduced  this 
Bill  to  your  Lordships,  I  pointed  out  the 
rate  at  which,  according  to  the  official 
figures  furnished  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
aliens   were    being  introduced  into  this 
country.     I   showed    that   in    1891    the 
official  figures  for  the  first  three  months 
gave  15,900  aliens,  that  the  official  figures 
for  the  first  five  months  of  the  present 
year  gave  more  than  15,000,  and  that,  in 
my  judgment,  it  was  probable  that  when 
we  obtained  the  figures  for  June  they 
would  show  about  20,000  as  the  number 
that  had  come  into  this  country  during 
the   first  six  months.     As  a   matter  of 
fact,  the  figures  have  come  out  since  at 
19,400,  or  a  little  more.    The  only  deduc- 
tion that  is  made  from  these  figures,  on 
which  I  understand   that  the  opponents 
of  this  proposal   rely,  is  that  a  certain 
nnmber  of  these  immigrants  were  sailors, 
and,  it  is  said,  that  therefore  it  is  eertain 
that  they  went  out  again.  In  that  respect 
I  have,  in  the  first  place,  to  point  out  that 
many,  especially   of   the  most  destitute 
immigrants,  would   represent  themselves 
as  sailors  because  they  would  come  in  by 
the   process   of   working  their  passage. 
That  is  the   ordinary  mode  in  which  a 
man  who  is  destitute  of  all  other  means 
of    procuring    a     passage    procures    it. 
I    entirely    deny    that    all    who    come 
into      this      country      as      sailors      go 
out  again  as  sailors.     Such  a  contention 
involves  the  assumption  that  there  are 
no  sailors  in  distress  or  out  of  employ- 
ment.    I  believe  a  very  large  number  of 
i»Hens  who  are  in  destitute  circumstances 
in   this    country    are    sailors    who,    on 
account  of  the  great  depression   which 
has  affected  the  shipping  trade  during  the 
last  few  years,  have  been  unable  to  con- 
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tinue  their  previous  avocation.  I  entirely 
demur  to  the  broad  assumption   that  all 
sailors   who   come     into  this   country — 
all  persons  who  give  their  names  as  being 
sailors — may  he  treateil  as  going  out  again 
in  the  same  capacity,  and  are  not  to  be 
treated,,  therefore,  as    aliens    who   have 
remained  in  this  country  during  the  year. 
Even    if  we    admit   this   deduction  on 
acoouDt  of  sailors,  the   figures   as   they 
have  been  treated  by  the  Hoard  of  Trade 
show  a  most   marvellous   contradiction. 
The  Official  Return  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
dmved  from   counting   the   immigrants 
represents  that  the  aliens  not  stated  to  l>e 
en  route  to  America  who  came  in  during 
the  year  1893  were  33,458.     £ven  if  you 
go  on  the  assumption  that  no  sailors  are 
destitute,   and    that   no    sailors    remain 
behind  unable  to  get  on  when  they  come 
into  this  country,  there  would  still   be 
only  9,000   to   be   deducted   from    that 
number,  and   then  the  number  of  alien 
immigrants  into  this  country  who  stayed 
during  the  year  1893  was  24,000.    That 
is  the  result  of  the  otiicial  figures  as  they 
stand.      Mr.  Willis,   in  a  paper,  whose 
ability  I  readily  grant,  has  sweated  down 
that  number  of  23,000  to  6,000,  but  he  has 
done  that  by  the  help  of  figures  which 
are  not  official,  which  cannot  be  cross- 
examined,   and   which    are    wholly   in- 
capable   of    l>eing    weighed.      He    has 
attempted  to  prove  that  there  cannot  have 
been  that  number  of  immignints  remain- 
ing   in    the  country,    by  comparing  the 
number  of  persons  who  came    into  the 
eonntry  with  the  numl>er  of  those  who 
have  gone  out.     But  ho  has   no  official 
figures  to  show  how   many  immigrants 
came  in  and  how  many  went  out.     He  is 
obliged  to  obtain    that   information    by 
private  communication    with   owners  of 
ships  and  others  from  whom  ho  imagines 
he  has  the  means  of  arriving  at  a  con- 
clusion.    That  might  be  a  trustworthy 
mode  of  computation  if  it  were  not  con- 
fronted by  the  fact  that  in  the  face  of 
24,000  represented   in  the  official  figures 
to  have  oome  in,  he  only  allowed  for  6,000 
remaining.      I  caimot  say  that  I  think 
these  figures  are  of  a  trustworthy  character, 
andnntil  we  have  it  in  an  official  form, 
and  oau  ascertain  how  many  companies 
have   been   con8ulte<l,   how  manv   firms 
have  been  consulted,   and    what    is    the 
natnre  of  the   evidence  they  can  give, 
those  figures  must  be  regarded  with  some 
donbt.     But  it  would  ))e  a  great  mistake 


to  suppose  that  on  the  ups  and  downs  of 
figures  a  policy  such  as  this  can  be  based. 
What  1  ventured  to  lay  l>efore  yon  was 
that  the  justification  of  a  policy  of  this 
kind,  of  giving  to  our  Government  the 
power  of  excluding  pauper  aliens,  de- 
I>end3  upon  the  fact  that  other  countries 
were  doing  the  same.  It  is  l>ecause 
America  in  the  year  1893  made  her 
legislation  singularly  more  sharp,  because 
Canada  maintained  an  almost  equally 
severe  exclusion,  and  because,  as  I  think, 
the  noble  Earl  himself  confessed,  all 
nations  wore  doing  the  same,  that  it  i)e- 
comes  a  matter  of  policy.  Whether  it  is 
a  matter  of  urgent  jwlicy  or  not,  it  be- 
comes a  matter  of  policy  to  give  your 
Government  the  power  to  exclude  aliens 
whom  foreign  restrictions  must  direct  to 
your  shores.  If  there  is  always  moving 
out  of  Europe  a  ])auper  population,  if 
all  other  nations  refuse  to  reireive  them, 
it  becomes  a  matter  of  mathematical  cer- 
tainty that  they  must  come  here.  And 
do  not  imagine  that  1)ecanse  you  do  not 
find  the  names  of  pauper  aliens  on  the 
workhouse  lists  that  therefore  they  exer- 
cise no  influence  to  the  injury  of  your 
own  population.  It  is  these  people  who 
diminish  the  chances  of  earning  a  livelihood 
which  your  own  population  feels  so  much. 
Their  <lifficulty  of  finding  employment 
is  increasing  more  and  more^  the  number 
of  those  who  are  seeking  public  relief 
gets  greater  and  greater,  and  there  is  a 
very  general  belief  among  working  men, 
and  I  think  that  1>elief  is  founde<l  upon 
facts,  that  the  introduction  of  these  aliens, 
who  are  content  with  the  verv  lowest 
conditions  of  existence,  has  a  tendency 
to  drive  our  own  population  out  of  employ- 
ment and  to  increase  the  hardness  of  that 
battle  which  they  have  to  fight  in  fimling 
the  means  of  living.  It  is  a  matter  of 
no  small  consideration  that  that  is  the 
belief  they  themselves  entertain — that 
the  Government  of  this  countrv  does 
not  sufficiently  safeguard  their  interests 
by  preventing  a  competition  to  which 
they  have  a  right  to  object.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  relied  verv  much  on  the 
fact  that  the  American  law  had  not 
been  carried  into  operation  in  any 
great  number  of  cases ;  but  that  is 
precisely  an  indication  of  the  mode  in 
which  legislation  of  this  kind  acts.  It 
does  not  act  so  much  to  drive  people  out 
as  to  deter  them  from  coming  in.  The 
American   law  is  now  verv  strong.     It 
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forces  Steamship  Companies  that  bring 
immigrants  to  band  up  in  their  offices  in 
this  country  a  full  statement  of  the  pro- 
hibition against  persons  landing  who  are 
likely  to  become  a  public  charge.  This 
matter  is  brought  to  the  knowledge  of 
those  who  are  desiring  to  become  immi- 
grants into  America,  and  naturally  they 
shrink  from  making  a  fruitless  voyage 
across  the  Atlantic  in  order  to  make  a 
voyage  back  again  ;  and  the  number  of 
those  who  actually  confront  the  American 
Inspectors  becomes  exceedingly  small. 
But  it  would  be  very  illogical  to  assert 
that  on  that  account  the  law  has  had  no 
effect.  The  noble  Earl  complains  of  the 
machinery  I  have  put  into  the  Bill.  I 
need  hardly  say  that  on  Second  Reading 
that  is  not  a  matter  which  it  is  necesbary 
to  discuss  at  length.  I  should  be  very 
willing  if  this  matter  went  on,  if  your 
Lordships  pass  the  Second  Reading,  and 
we  go  into  Committee,  to  adopt  auy 
more  perfect  machinery  which  the  Go- 
vernment or  anybody  else  might  suggest ; 
but  my  defence  for  adopting  the  ma- 
chinery I  have  put  into  the  Bill  is  that 
it  is  the  American  machinery.  It  is  a 
machinery  that  has  been  tried  and  found 
to  operate  well,  and  I  simply  transfer 
the  American  enactment  to  the  proposals 
I  have  laid  before  your  Lordships. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Has  it 
been  operative  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Y'^es,  it  has  deterred  those  who  would 
x)therwi8e  have  gone  from  going,  and 
has  kept  America  free  from  paupers 
whose  landing  they  dread.  That  is  one 
of  the  great  recommendations  of  such  a 
measure  for  this  country.  I  should  be 
very  sorry  if  there  was  a  constant  send- 
ing back  of  people  who  have  come  over 
to  this  country  ;  but  we  know  that  when 
once  destitute  persons  abroad  are  aware 
that  they  will  not  be  allowed  to  settle  in 
this  country  unless  they  have  means  of 
existence  they  will  never  undertake  the 
enterprise.  They  will  shrink  from  the 
process  of  inspection  and  refusal,  and 
they  will  spare  us  the  necessity  of 
inflicting  it  upon  them.  The  effect  will 
be  as  efficacious  here  as  in  America — in 
fact  more  so,  because  the  journey  across 
the  Channel  or  the  North  Sea  is  not  so 
severe  as  that  across  the  Atlantic.  It  is 
to  the  deterrent  and  not  to  the  operative 
effect  of  this  proposal  that  I  look  for 
efficacious  action  in  keeping  pauper  aliens 

TAe  Marguess  of  Salisburi/ 


out  of  the   country.     The   noble    Earl 
spoke  as  if  this  Bill,  if  passed  into  law, 
must  immediately  spring  into  operation 
on  all  parts  of  our  coasts.     That  is  not 
the  form  in  which  it  is  drawn.     If  the 
Government    so   think    fit,  it    may    be 
allowed  to  remain  dormant,  and  if  the 
Government  see  occasion  to  put  it  into 
force  they  can  do  so  by  a  simple  proclar 
mation.     It  is  entirely  on  their  respon- 
sibility, it    is    entirely    in    their  discre- 
tion   what    shall     be    the    amount    of 
its      operation,     how      long     it      shall 
last,    and    what     force    and    operation 
they  will  give  to  the  Bill  if  it  passes. 
The  noble  Lord  recommends  us  to  wait 
until   there   is  some  great  exodus   pro*- 
claimed  and  determined  upon  abroad.    lo 
my  opinion,  it  would  be  much  wisw  to  do 
it  now  when  there  would  l»e  no  apprehen- 
sion of  any  invidious  application  of  such 
legislation.     If  there  were  some  great 
famine   abroad,  and  there  were  numbers 
coming  across,  of  whose  sufferings  you 
heard    highly -coloured    accounts,    there 
would   be    a   very  serious  difficulty  not 
only  iu  passing  such  a  measure  through 
Parliament,  but  in  explaining  it  to  the 
foreign  Powers  with  whom  you  are  living 
in  friendship.     It  would  put  you  under 
the  necessity  of  discussing  all  themberie» 
that  were  ^oing  on,  and  all  the  danger  of 
the  exodus  at  a  time  when  men's  minds 
would  be  irritated  and  excited,  and  when, 
therefore,    there    would     be    the    least 
possible  chance  of  inducing  persons  on 
either  side  of  the  water  to  give  a  calm 
and  cool  consideration  to  such  proposes. 
There  is  one  danger,  at  all  events,  with 
which    the     noble    Lord  threatens    me, 
which,  I  confess,  I  have  no  cause  to  fear. 
He  seems  to  think   that  any  legislation 
of  this  kind  will  encourage  the  Americans 
in    pursuing   the  policy  on   which   they 
have  entered.     Will  the  noble  Lord  tell 
me  whether,  in  anything  he  has  observed 
in  American  legislation,  they  require  the 
least    encouragement    in    the   pursuit  of 
any  policy  on  which  they  may  have  seen 
fit  to  enter  ?     There  is  no  nation  which 
is  less  liable  to  be  driven  from  one  side 
to  the   other  in   a  policy  which    it  has 
undertaken    than     the    Government    of 
America.     I   am   quite  certain  that  this 
Bill,  if  your  Lonlships  pass  it,  will  not 
have  the  least  effect  on  America  or  auy 
other  Power  in  inducing  them  to  alter 
the  course  of  policy  on  which  they  liave 
embarked.     I  have  not  represented  this 
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as  an  m^ent  case ;  bnt  I  feel  that  it  is  a 
case  whioii  is  growiug  ia  urgency  every 
year,  and  that  the  discouragement  to 
your  own  population  is  very  serious  at  a 
time  when  their  misery  is  so  great,  and 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  employment  is 
so  serious,  if  they  feel  that  they  are  ex- 
posed to  the  competition  of  men  with 
whom,  on  account  of  the  different  condi- 
tions under  which  they  live,  it  is  very 
hard  for  them  to  fight,  and  that  the  burdens 
under  which  they  lie  are  increased  by  a 
pauperism  which  is  not  their  own.  I  do 
not  represent  the  matter  as  of  that  ur^ 
gency  that  great  and  immediate  public 
evil  will  result  if  the  proposal  is  not 
adopted  ;  but  I  think  that,  in  view  of  the 
legislation  of  America  and  of  Canada, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  outlet  for 
all  the  poverty  of  Europe  is  now  practi- 
cally stopped  in  that  direction,  the  matter 
calls  for  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Grovernment,  and  I  think  that  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  make  it  the  subject  of 
legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  period. 
I  am  not  alone  in  this  opinion.  I  have 
hit  upon  a  sentence,  an  eloquent  sen- 
tence, which  seems  to  me  to  indicate 
pretty  clearly  what  ought  to  be  the  policy 
of  this  country  in  this  respect.  This  is 
the  sentence — 

**  I  take  it  if  there  is  one  certainty  in  the 
world  it  is  this  :  that  ^ith  the  growth  of  immi- 
gration an<l  with  the  continual  closing  of  the 
oonfincB  of  States  to  the  destitute  immigraut^ 
of  other  countries,  there  is  no  country  in  the 
world  that  will  not  be  compelled  to  consider  its 
position,  and  possibly  reconsider  its  ])08itioii, 
with  regard  to  pau])er  emigration,  unless  it 
wishes  permanently  to  degraclc  the  ittatuit  and 
the  condition  of  its  own  working  classes." 

Those  eloquent  words  are  from  the  Earl 
of  Rosebery. 

The  Eakl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Thev 
do  not  seem  to  justify  the  introductiou  of 
a  Bill  in  July. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
The  noble  Lord  relies  upon  this  being 
July,  but,  wheu  I  remember  how  little 
the  difficulties  of  season  weighed  upon 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues  last 
year,  I  do  not  feel  that  we  can  for  a 
single  moment  admit  that  that  is  a  diffi- 
culty. I  now  come  to  the  other  uud 
more  important  portiou  of  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  tells  me  that  I  have  attacked 
my  country  and  given  a  support  to  all  its 
calumniators,  and  that  there  is  no  ground 
whatever  for  saying  that  the  outrages 
which  have  taken  place  abroad  have  been 


organised  here.  The  noble  Lord  dwells 
a  good  deal  on  the  fact  tliat  the  late  Go- 
vernment introduced  no  legislation  of 
this  kind.  But,  my  Lords,  the  terrible 
outbreak  of  Anarchic  violence  and  cruelty 
had  not  taken  place  when  we  were  in 
office.  This  succession  of  massacres  is  a 
modern  phenomenon.  The  noble  Lord,  I 
understand,  condemns  me  for  having 
said  that  these  enterprises  were  organised 
on  this  soil.  The  words  I  used  were 
these,  and  I  certainly  will  not  in  the 
least  admit  that  they  were  used  by  in- 
advertence— they  are  words  to  which  I 
adhere  : — 

"The  world  ha^  been  horrified  l)y  tragi<! 
events  that  hav«  taken  place,  and  these  tragic 
events  have  been  merely,  as  it  were,  the  cul- 
mination of  a  scries  of  attempts,  sometimes 
saccessful,  sometimes  unsuccessful,  but  which 
never  could  ilo  anything  but  draw  down  upon 
them  the  < (enunciation  and  horror  of  all  civilised 
men.  The  worst  part  of  it  is  that  these  enter- 
prises, so  far  as  we  can  judge,  are  to  a  great 
extent  pretiarcd  and  orgauiseil  on  this  soil.  So 
far  as  we  know,  much  of  the  material  products 
by  which  these  crimes  have  been  effected  are 
manufactured  here." 

I  listened  with  great  curiosity  to  the 
denial  which  the  noble  Lord  brought 
from  the  police,  and  I  observed  that  it 
was  always  attempts  against  the  foreign 
Governments  which  he  denied  were  or- 
ganised here.  He  never  said  anything 
about  attempts  against  foreign  peoples. 
He  never  said  anything  about  these  ter- 
rible massacres  of  innoceut  men,  which 
are  the  most  cruel  feature  of  the  out- 
break of  crime  that  tiiis  generation  has 
witnessed.  He  spoke  much  of  Govern- 
ments and  Princes.  I  would  uot  say  a 
word  to  extenuate  or  diminish  my  own 
expression  of  horror  at  the  terrible  crime 
under  which  the  President  of  the  French 
Republic  has  fallen  ;  but  there  is  even  a 
deeper  depth  than  that  horrible  atrocity. 
It  is  to  be  found  in  those  iiendish  and 
bloodthirsty  crimes  which  have  uot  even 
the  wretched  defence  that  they  are 
directed  against  the  holder  of  any  Power 
or  any  authority  in  foreign  countries,  bikt 
which  are  directed  agaiust  people  who 
are  absolutely  innoceut,  who  have  no  con- 
nection with  anv  bad  laws,  or  evil  social 
phenomena,  or  any  institutious  that  can 
be  condemned.  Such  enterprises  at$ 
Barcelona  and  the  murder  at  the  Termi- 
nus Hotel  appear  to  me  to  exceed  in 
wickedness,  if  it  is  possible,  even  the 
wickedness  uuder  which  the  President  of 
the  French  Republic  fell.     Those  inuo- 
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cent  citizens  were  killed  merely  that 
attention  might  be  attracted  and  that 
notoriety  might  be  purchased  for  the 
assassins  ;  and  they  flinched  from  no 
misery  that  they  could  inflict  upon  inno- 
cent men  and  women,  from  no  destruction 
that  resulted  to  families,  if  they  could 
only  attain  the  wretched  objects  that  pre- 
sented themselves  to  their  diseased  ambi- 
tion. I  venture  to  think  that  it  is  even  a 
more  terrible  responsibility  if  it  turns  out 
to  be  the  case  that  enterprises  of  this 
kind  are  prepared  and  organised  in  this 
country  than  even  those  enterprises 
which  have  still  a  shred,  or  a  shadow,  a 
tincture  of  political  character  upon  them, 
horrible  and  detestable  as  they  are. 

The  Eael  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  am 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  noble  Marquess, 
but  since  I  spoke  I  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  authorises  me  to  extend 
the  remarks  I  have  made  to  all  the  mur- 
derous outrages  of  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess speaks. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Of  course,  I  cannot  cross-examine  that 
statement,  and,  so  far  as  it  goes,  the 
noble  Lord  must  have  the  benefit  of  it. 
I  have  to  rely  upon  what  appears  in 
sources  of  public  information.  If  I  had 
relied  upon  foreign  newspapers,  as  the 
noble  Lord  suggests,  I  might  have 
brought  testimony  to  bear  upon  such 
statements  ;  but  it  is  absolutely  incorrect 
to  say  that  it  is  only  those  newspapers 
which  are  hostile  to  this  country  that 
have  indulged  in  reflections  of  that  kind. 
Such  reflections  have  come  from  news- 
papers belonging  to  every  party  and 
every  tinge  of  opinion,  whether  friendly 
to  England  or  the  reverse,  and  what  I 
have  myself  noticed  in  newspapers  gave 
me  the  impression  which  I  laid  be- 
fore the  House.  I  deny  that  I  am  bound 
to  bring  forward  proof  before  I  make  such 
a  complaint  to  Parliament.  Such  a 
doctrine  would  involve  that  you  may 
never  complain  of  any  evil,  however 
horrible,  unless  you  are  prepared  to  bring 
witnesses  to  swear  to  it  at  the  Bar.  That 
is  a  total  misconception  of  the  duty  of 
a  legislative  body.  We  have  often  to 
deal  with  evils  of  which  we  are  fully 
convinced,  but  of  which  we  cannot  give 
formal  or  legal  proof.  I  will  read  what 
was  published  in  The  IHmes — I  think  it 
came  from  the  Central  News,  which  is, 

TAe  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


I  believe,  an  organ  devoted  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government — with  respect  to 
that  explosion  in  Greenwich  Park  which 
puzzled  the  noble  Lord  so  much.  That 
explosion  took  place  in  consequence  of 
the  accidental  firing  of  a  projectile  which 
was  being  carried  in  his  pocket  by  the 
secretary  of  a  certain  club  called  the 
Autonomic  Club,  where  the  anarchical 
foreigners  meet  for  the  innocent  conver- 
sation which  the  noble  Lord  guaran- 
tees— 

"  The  district  of  Tottenham  Court  Road  has" 
long  been  notorious  as  the  favourite  domicile  of 
the  most  advanced  section  of  the  Socialist  party 
and  of  the  Anarchists,  English  ami  foreign.  In 
a  street  off  this  main  thoroughfare  is  a  club, 
known  to  the  police  for  years  past  as  the  resort 
of  political  (fesperacloes  of  all  nationalities, 
wherein  anarchy  and  the  ^Social  Revolution' 
are  preached.  Some  tim^  ago  the  frequency  of 
the  visits  paid  by  some  of  the  leading  fre- 
quenters of  the  club  to  a  house  in  another  street 
leading  off  Tottenham  Court  Road,  and  the  fact 
that  a  number  of  French  and  Spanish  Anarchists 
had  taken  up  their  residence  in  the  same  build- 
ing, led  to  a  special  and  very  careful  watch  being 
kept  on  the  place.  It  was  speedily  discovered  that 
the  suspected  men  were  in  frequent  communica- 
tion with  the  leading  Continental  Anarchists, 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  as  it  is  now  known,  the 
latest  bomb-thrower,  Emile  Henry,  was  in  the 
house  only  a  few  weeks  ago.  There  is  also 
reason  to  believe  that  he  obtained  from  fellow- 
conspirators  in  this  house  the  ingredients  and 
material  with  which  to  manufacture  the  infernal 
machine  which  he  threw  with  such  terrible 
effect  in  the  Cafe  Terminus  in  Paris." 

Of  course,  when  you  throw  a  bomb  not 
much  of  it  remains,  and  it  is  not  easy  to 
ascertain  by  examination  whence  it  came 
or  where  it  was  made ;  but  from  The 
Times  of  February  1 4  it  appears  that 

"  M.  Girard,  the  municipal  analyst,  thinks  that 
the  can  containing  bits  of  lea<l  and  zinc  was 
probably  an  English  can." 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Pro- 
bably ! 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Then  unless  I  can  produce  the  can  and 
swear  to  the  place  where  it  was  made 
the  noble  Lord  thinks  there  is  no  possible 
reason  for  legislative  interference. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Was 
that  extract  from  the  Central  News  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
No  ;  from  The  Times  correspondent  in 
Paris.  I  suppose  the  noble  Lord  will 
also  speak  with  contempt  of  The  Times 
correspondent  at  Vienna ;  but  in  The 
Times  of  February  20  the  correspondent 
of  that  paper  in  Vienna  stated — 
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"  It  is  interestiiig  to  note  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  police,  most  of  the  Anarchist  handbills 
were  printed  in  Loudon.** 

Id    The  Times  of   February  17  I  also 
fiod— 

^  In  the  Autonomie  Clnb  a  quantity  of 
Anarchist  literature  was  seised,  including  a 
manifesto  couched  in  the  most  vioient  language, 
printed  on  blood-red  paper,  and  headed  in  large 
letters  *  Death  to  Camot.*  This  had  been 
printed  in  London,  and  is  known  to  have  been 
widely  circulated  in  France." 

Five    months    after   that    tiie   dreadful 
murder  took  place.     Would  you,  if  you 
were  dealing  with  a  private  indictment, 
doubt  that  that  murder  was,  partially  at 
least,  organised  in  finglaud  ?     It  is  idle 
to  say,  uutil  you  disprove  these  facts, 
that  these  murders  are  uot  organised  here. 
The  Doble  Earl   makes  this   ingeuious 
suggestion,  that  these  murders  are  only 
committed  abroad,  and  therefore  the  best 
thing  to  do  is  to  induce  these  persons  to  re- 
main here.  But  it  is  here  that  thev  remain, 
and  consult,  and  plot,  and  obtain  materials 
for  doing  their  crimes,  and  it  is  from  here 
that  the  criminal  messengers  go  forth  to 
accomplish  their  hideous  task.     I  do  uot 
know  how  far  the  denials  of  the  Home 
Secretary   may   go.     Of  course,   I    am 
bound  to  accept  them  absolutely,  so  far 
as  they  go.     But  I  can  only  say   that 
it     is     most     unfortunate     that     these 
impressions     have     been      allowed     to 
go   abroad    uucontradicted    if    there    is 
really   no   foundation   for  them  in  fact. 
But,  my  Lords,  be  pleased  to  remember,  if 
it  is  true  that  I  can  only  rely  on  unofficial 
infonnation,  and   cannot   penetrate    the 
secrets  of  the  Home  Office,  that  public 
opinion,  not  only  here  but  abroad,  is  in 
the  same  position  :  that  they  can  only 
argue  from  the  phenomena  which  they 
Bee,    and    from    the    indications   which 
convey  themselves  to  their  minds  :  and 
that  they  have  been  going  on  for  years  and 
years  more  and  more  convinced  that  our  in- 
stitutions— it  may  be  with  uo  fault  of  our 
own  except   our   legislation— kIo  giro  a 
harbour   to  these  atrocious  villains  and 
do  afford  facilities  for  the  commission  of 
their   crimes.     I  made  an   omission  the 
other  day.     In  my  last  speech  I  did  not 
pay  a  tribute  to  the  ceaseless  activity  and 
singular  intelligence  of  the  British  police 
throughout  the  whole  of   these  affairs. 
But  that  does  not  lessen,    in  the   least 
degree,  the  case  against  the  English  law 
as  it  stands,  which  does  not  place  in  onr 
hands  that  which,  in  many  instances,  is 


the  only  effective  weapon  for  preventing 
the  organisation  of  oifences  of  this  kind. 
My  Lords,  I  say  that  it  is  your  duty  uot 
t-o  allow  this  country  to  be  the  base  of 
operations  for  crimes  of  this  sort,  that 
you  are  seriously  injuring  the  interests  of 
England  abroad  and  seriously  diminishing 
the  influence   of    your    country  among 
foreign   peoples,   if  you  allo^   them  to 
l>elieve    that    reasonable    precautions — 
precautions    which   every   other   nation 
takes — have  uot  been  taken  by  you  to 
prevent   the  organisation    of  crimes  on 
your  own  soil.     The  noble  Lord  spoke 
much  of  Mazzini.     He  must  have  l)een 
conscious,  while  he  was  speaking,  that 
he    was    treating     of     matters    wholly 
irrelevant     to      the      question      ])efore 
us.      My    whole    case    is    that    every- 
thing   has     changed    since     the     days 
of   Kossuth,    Mazzini,    and     Garibaldi. 
It  is  uo  longer  a  case  of  lil)erty  against 
despotism.     It  is  uo  longer  a  question  of 
giving  a  harbour  of  safety  to  those  who, 
in  the  vicissitudes  of  politics,  have  failed 
to   carry    their  own    ideals    into   effect. 
You  are  now  dealing  with  men  for  whom 
any  such  excuse  is  impossible,  and  would 
y>e  almost  disgraceful.      You  are  dealing 
with  men  who  commit  crimes,  which  it 
is  difficult  to  exceed  by  reference  to  any 
which  history  has  recorded,  and  which  it 
would   be  difficult    to    exceed    in    any 
imiigination  that  the  power  of  poets  or 
romancers  could  portray.      These  men 
are  here.     If  you  remain  the  only  State 
from  which  they  cannot  be  turned  out» 
by  a   mathematical    law  they   must   v\\ 
come  here.  You  are  close  to  the  countries 
iu  which  their  greatest  crimes  are  com- 
mitted.    It    is   not   the  fault   of   police 
officers,  or  the  absence  of  our  goodwill. 
It  is  only  the  fault  of  the  defects  of  your 
law.     It  is  the  result  which  must  inevit- 
ably follow,  that,  being  near  as  you  are, 
this      terrible     disease     of     anarchical 
murder  and  outrage  should  find  a  refuge, 
an  assistance,  and  a  cover  iu  the  shelter 
which,  most  unwillingly,  our  soil  offers 
to    their    crime.       My  Lords,  1  should 
regret  very  much  if  it  should  be  rc-^olved 
uot  to  take  measures  of  precaution  after 
the  fearful  year  of  crime  we  have  hml,. 
if    only  in  order   to    clear  this  country, 
even  in  the  eyes  of  these  foreign  news- 
papers whom  the    noble   Lord    despises- 
so  much  from  the  too  plausible  sugges- 
tion   that   we    have   uot   regarded    thi» 
crime  with  sufficieut    horror,  nor  taken 
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adequate  precautious  to  preveot  it.  It 
would  be  absurd  if  we  should  refuse  to 
take  those  precautious  lest  we  should 
fall  into  the  other  error,  of  which  our 
ancestors  were  well  aud  rightly  afraid — 
namely,  that  of  refusing  succour  to  those 
who  have  no  faults  but  their  political 
opinions.  We  should  only  diminish  our 
power  of  spreading  sound  political  views 
in  which  we  believe  throughout  the 
world  if  we  allow  them  to  be  mixed  up 
with  the  horrible  caricature  of  them 
to  which  we  have  been  exposed. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  express  any 
very  lively  hope  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  business  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  we  should  be  able 
to  carry  this  measure  into  law  ;  but  I  do 
ask  you  to  record  your  opinion  that  a 
change  of  the  law  in  the  direction  of 
these  suggestions  is  desirable,  and  to 
leave  the  responsibility  of  refusing  to 
take  it  upon  those  who  accept  that 
responsibility,  and  to  show,  at  all  events, 
that  there  are  many  men  and  Members  of 
one  of  the  Houses  of  Legislature 
who  view  those  responsibilities  in  a 
serious  light  in  reference  to  the 
terrible  phenomena  of  these  later 
times.  I  do  not,  for  a  moment, 
accept  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion  that 
the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  would 
not  be  able  to  refuse  any  improper  sug- 
gestion which  was  made  to  him  that  he 
ought  to  exercise  his  power.  Sugges- 
tions are  made  to  Ministers  by  foreign 
Powers  every  month,  which  they  are 
compelled  to  decline.  Foreign  Ministries 
know  very  well  what  are  the  views 
prevalent  in  this  country,  and  no  Minister 
would  go  against  such  public  opinion. 
But  I  protest  against  the  doctrine  that 
out  of  fear  of  the  weakness  of  our  own 
administrators  we  will  not  arm  them 
with  the  powers  necessary  to  prevent  the 
organisation  of  crime  abroad  or  the  main- 
tenance of  tranquillity  at  home.  I  feel 
convinced  that  these  powers  would  not 
be  misused,  even  by  gentlemen  with 
respect  to  whom  my  confidence  is  so 
little  enthusiastic  as  it  is  with  regard  to 
those  who  now  constitute  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  But  I  am  anxious  to  wipe 
off  what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  real  dis- 
grace to  this  country.  The  noble  Lord 
seems  to  think  that  we  can  avoid  the 
disgrace  by  stoutly  denying  the  facts  ; 
but  I  am  obliged  to  demur  to  any  such 
ostrich-like  policy.      I  desire  to  stand 
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with  a  fair  conscience  before  the  en- 
lightened and  Christian  intelligence  of 
the  world  ;  and  I  wish  it  to  be  known 
that  our  country  looks  with  as  much 
horror  as  any  other  country  upon  these 
detestable  enormities,  and  that  it  is  will- 
ing to  make  some  departure  from  its  old 
habits  and  some  sacrifice  of  its  own  con- 
venience in  order  to  make  clear  to  its 
allies  and  to  its  friends  that  it  has  no 
part  or  share  in  crimes  which  have  cast 
ft  stain  of  blood  and  horror  on  the  closing 
years  of  the  19th  century. 

Earl  COWPER  :  As  I  intend  to 
vote  against  those  with  whom  I  genera- 
ally  find  myself  in  company,  I  desire  to 
explain  in  a  few  words  my  views  on  this 
subject.  There  is  no  doubt  that  any- 
thing on  this  subject  which  comes  from 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  must  be 
deserving  of  the  greatest  attention,  be- 
cause for  six  years  he  brilliantly  con- 
ducted the  foreign  affairs  of  this 
country,  and  while  maintaining  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  country 
abroad,  was  careful  not  to  get  us  into 
any  difficulty  with  any  foreign  nation. 
Indeed,  I  feel  that  if  the  noble  Marquess 
were  in  power  and  asked  for  this  Bill,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  refuse  him  ;  but 
that  not  being  so,  it  is  open  to  us  all  to 
exercise  the  right  of  private  judgment. 
Nobody  regards  those  anarchist  outrages 
with  greater  horror  and  detestation  than 
I  do  ;  but  I  cannot  feel  that  this  Bill  is 
the  best  way  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Government  to  cope  with  them.  If 
the  hands  of  the  Government  really  want 
strengthening  in  the  matter,  the  course 
of  action  appears  to  me  to  lie  in  another 
direction.  I  maintain  that  by  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  you  will  not,  by  any 
means,  get  the  anarchists  and  those  who 
advocate  their  atrocious  measures  within 
your  net ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  you 
will  strike  at  many  who  do  not  at  all 
come  under  the  category  of  anarchists* 
I  will  not  go  at  any  length  into  the 
question  of  previous  Alien  Acts.  Almost 
all  of  them  were  carried  with  the  inten« 
tion  of  protecting  ourselves  from  dan- 
gerous foreigners,  who  came  to  commit 
outrages  within  our  shores,  and  they 
have  hardly  ever  been  acted  upon  ;  but 
the  real  difference  between  these  Acts 
and  the  measure  now  before  us  is  that 
now  we  are  asked  to  pass  an  Alien  Bill 
for  the  protection  of  other  nations.  The 
time    that  most  resembles  the  present 
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state  of  things  was  1 858,  when  that 
abominahle  outrage  was  committed  by 
Orsini.  The  man  who  threw  the  bomb 
Dot  odIj  endangered  the  life  of  the 
French  Emperor,  but  caused  the  destruc- 
tion of  many  innocent  people,  and  but 

for  an  accident  might   have  caused  the 
death  of  many  more.  That  was  certainly  a 
most  outrageous  crime,  and  one  of  which 
we  might  well  be  called  upon  to  take 
notice.     The  circumstances  now  are  very 
difierent,and  I  admit  that  so  far  as  a  differ- 
ence exists  it  is  in  favour  of  the  case  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  for  now  there  have  been 
no  French  Despatches  left  unanswered, 
and  there  are  no  furious  denunciations  by 
French  military  officers,  such  as  were  pub- 
lished in  Paris  in  1858  ;  and,  therefore,  the 
present  time  presents  less  difficulty  in 
enacting    repressive  measures.      But  I 
thilik  that  if  we  are  to  do  anything  it 
shonld  be  done  in  the  direction  which 
after  mature  consideration  was  decided 
on  by  Lord  Palmerston,  and  that  was  in 
the  direction  of  strengthening  our  own 
laws   rather    than    in   the  direction   of 
sending  aliens  out  of   the  country.     If 
we  could  not  grapple  with  these  Anar- 
chists by  means  of  the  existing  law,  then 
the  law  must  be  amended  and  str^gthened 
in  order  that  nobody  can  excite  to  out- 
rage  or   take   part   in   outrage  without 
bringing    himself    under    the    law.      I 
believe  the  law  is  at  present  very  strong 
in  that  direction,  and  that  anybody  who 
can  be  proved  to  have  taken  part  in  out- 
rages of  this  kind,  or  to  have  been  an 
accessory  'to   them  in  any  way  can  be 
punished  as  the  law  already  exists.     It 
is  said  that  these  outrages  are  committed 
entirely  by  foreigners,  but  I  am  afraid 
that  no  country,  not  even  England,  is 
entirely  free  from  ruffians  of  the  blackest 
die,   or   from   that   class  whose  mental 
condition     hovers     on     the    borderland 
between  lunacy  and  crime,  and  I  cannot 
feel  snre  that  there  are  no  Anarchists  in 
England  who  are  Englishmen.     However 
that  may  be,  we  must  have  a  different 
weapon  than  a  mere  power  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  tell  these  people  to  go  away . 
If  the  law  wants  strengthening  it  must 
be  strengthened  in  another  way.     I  do 
not  object  to  this  power  being  given  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  because   I  fear 
Any  Secretary  of  State  or  any  Grovcrn- 
OMnt  would  be  so  weak  as  to  surrender 
Q«iibaldi,  Kossuth,  or  even  Mazzini. 


The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
There  is  nothing  about  surrender  in  my 
Hill. 

Earl  COWPER  :  But  it  ^ould  drive 
him    away  from  this  country,  and  that 
would  mean  in  most  cases  to  drive  him 
into  the  hands  of  the  authorities  of  his 
own  country.     But  I  was  saying  that  I 
did  not  think  that  any  Secretary  of  State 
would  tell  Garibaldi  or  Kossuth  that  they 
must    leave    our    shores,    or    tell   even 
Mazzini  that  he  should  go  ;    because,  in 
spite     of     the     noble    qualities    which 
Mazzini    undoubtedly    possessed,    there 
was  one   black  spot  on  his  career,  and 
that  was  that  he  advocated  assassination. 
But  while  I  believe  that  no  Secretary  of 
State   would  under   the   Bill   tell   even 
Mazzini  that  he  should  leave  our  shores, 
the  Bill  would  place  any  person  who  held 
the  office  of  Secretary  of  State  in  a  very 
disagreeable  position.     At  present,  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  asked  by  any  foreign 
nation  to  banish  men  of  that  kind  from 
our  shores,  he  would  simply  say,"  I  cannot 
do  it."    But  if  we  pass  this  Bill  he  would 
be  obliged  to  say,  "  I  will  not  do  it."  Such 
a  position  of  affairs  would  be  likely  to 
cause   considerable  friction  between  the 
Governments  engaged  in  the  controversy, 
especially  if  their  relations  were  already 
in    any     way    strained.      Again,    why 
should  we  press  this  Bill  on  an  unwilling 
Government     when     the      Government 
declare   they   have   every   weapon  they 
want  ?      Moreover,    I     deprecate     any 
unnecessary  multiplication  of  differences 
of  opinion  between  this  and*  the   other 
House,  and  parading  of  such  differences 
before    the    public.      There    are    some 
measures  in  regard  to  which  this  House 
must  record    its  opinions   and   stick    to 
them.     Every  additional  quarrel,  every 
additional    difference,    must    complicate 
matters   in  relation   to   the   great  main 
issue,  and  make  it  more  difficult  for  the 
House  of  Lords,   when  it  put   its   foot 
down,    to    insist    on     maintaining    the 
opinions  we  have  uttered,  even  to   the 
very  last.     Seeing,  therefore,  that   this 
Bill  will  not  be  acceded  to  by  the  other 
House,  I  cannot  see  the   advantage  of 
dividing  on  the  present  occasion.    I  hope 
that  such  a  course  will  not  be  taken,  but 
if  it  be  taken,  owing  to  what  I  consider 
to  be  the  ineffective  character  of  the  Bill, 
and  also  its  dangers  in  another  direction, 
I    shall    be   compelled  to   vote   against 
the  Second  Reading. 
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Thb  LORD. CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herscuell)  :  With  regard  to  the  first 
part  of  the  measure,  I  must  call  attention 
to  what  I  think  is  an  error  into  which  the 
noble  Marquess  has  fallen  with  regard  to 
the  statistics  of  pauper  aliens.  He  sug- 
gests an  incoQsistencj  in  what  he  calls 
the  official  statistics  and  the  statements 
whicl)  are  made  in  the  Blue  Book  re- 
cently  published.  My  Lords,  the  Return, 
as  it  comes  out  month  by  moutli,  and 
half-year  by  half-year,  is  a  record  of 
the  immigration  of  aliens  who  are  '^  not 
known  "  to  be  on  their  way  elsewhere— 
that  is,  who  have  not  through  tickets. 
It  does  not  purport  to  be  a  Return  of 
aliens  who  enter  and  stay.  It  does  not 
follow  that  because  the  aliens  are  not 
known  to  be  on  their  way  elsewhere,  that 
they  are,  therefore,  not  so  intending,  and 
indeed  it  is  certain  that  many  of  them 
do  Intend  and  do  go  elsewhere.  That 
is  the  explanation  of  the  difference  l)e- 
tween  the  large  figures  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  the  very  much  smaller  figures 
alluded  to  in  the  Return.  I  pass  from 
that  to  what  the  noble  Marquess  said 
was  the  more  important  part  of  the  Bill. 
Now,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Marquess  has 
based  the  case  on  that  part  of  the  Bill  on 
the  ground  that  we  are  shown  to  have  been 
implicated  in  some  of  the  crimes  which 
have  recently  taken  place. 

The  Mauquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
must  demur  to  that  statement  of  my 
words.  I  did  not  use  the  word  ^'  impli- 
cated/^ I  said  that  those  crimes  were, 
owing  to  defects  of  our  law,  organised 
on  our  soil. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heuschell)  :  By  "  implicated  "  I  mean 
what  the  noble  Marquess  hab  just  de- 
scribed. If  these  crimes  have  taken  place 
because  of  the  condition  of  our  law,  and 
we  could  have  prevented  them  by  chang- 
ing the  law,  I  regard  that  as  implicating 
us.  But  I  deny  that  the  noble  Marquess 
has  c  stablished  either,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
He  has  said  that  we  ought  to  legislate 
on  account  of  the  disgrace — that  was  the 
word  he  used — which  rests  upon  us  by 
reason  of  these  circumstances.  I  deny 
altogether  that  any  disgrace  rests  upon 
us.  I  deny  that  there  is  any  foundation 
in  point  of  fact  or  that  there  has  been 
the  slightest  proof  produced  that  any  one 
of  these  Anarchist  crimes  which  took 
place  abroad  was  hatched  in  this 
country,     or     that     any    one    of  .them 


would  not  have  taken  place  just  as  and 
when  it  did  if  such  a  law  as  this  had 
been  in  force.  What  evidence  is  '>efore 
the  House  ?  On  the  one  hand,  your 
Lordships  have  the  evidence  of  those 
who  are  likely  to  be  as  well  informed  as 
any  people  can  be  on  the  subject — the 
authorities  who  have  been  watching  it 
during  the  last  two  years.  That  evidence 
so  far  is  entirely  against  the  supposition 
that  these  crimes  were  concocted  here,  or 
that  the  perpetrators  of  them  went  from 
this  country  to  commit  them.  What  have 
we  on  the  other  side  ?  I  quite  admit 
that  in  a  matter  of  this  sort  you  may  act 
upon  evidence  short  of  that  which  would 
convict  a  criminal  in  a  Court  of  Justice. 
But  still  it  should  be  some  evidence.  It 
should  be  evidence  which  ought  to  guide 
the  action  of  reasonable  men.  Now, 
what  is  the  evidence  which  the  noble 
Marquess  has  produced  ?  The  principal 
evidence  is  a  piece  of  Central  News 
gossip  about  the  Autonomic  Club  in 
Tottenham  Court  Road,  upon  which  no 
reasonable  man  would  act^  and  upon 
which  certainly  no  reasonable  man  ought 
to  act.  Does  the  noble  Marquess  mean 
to  say  that  these  gossipy  accounts,  which 
we  see  every  day  when  crimes  are  com- 
mitted or  when  there  is  a  raid  on  this  or 
that  establishment,  are  to  be  relied  upon 
as  strict  statements  of  fact  ?  Yet,  against 
the  official  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
all  that  the  noble  Marquess  puts  is  this 
gossip  of  the  Central  News.  But  what 
does  that  gossip  amount  to  ?  That  a 
man  named  Henry,  who  committed  one 
of  these  crimes,  had  at  some  time  pre- 
viously been  in  this  country.  Tbemaa'a 
antecedents  and  whereabouts  have  been 
investigated  in  France.  Is  it  not  certaio 
that  that  man,  whether  he  had  been  in 
this  country  or  not,  had  been  living  in 
France,  and  had  been  long  in  France 
before  this  crime  was  committed,  and 
that  he  had  l>een  under  the  observation 
so  far  as  could  be  of  the  French  police 
when  the  crime  was  committed  ?  To  say 
that  we  are  responsible  for  that  crime  in 
any  sort  of  way,  even  if  it  be  true,  as  to 
which  there  is  no  evidence  but  the  state- 
ment of  the  Central  News,  that  he  had 
been  in  London  some  weeks  before,  ia 
ridiculous.  He  committed  that  crime 
with  some  bits  of  iron  and  an  explosive^ 
both  of  them  perfectly  well  obtainable 
in  France  just  as  well  as  here,  and  with, 
a    can    whicli,    it    is    suggested,    was 
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probably   of  Euglish   make,   but   which 
might  have  been  obtained  as  easily  iu 
France  as  here,  because  I  imagine  there 
are   plenty  of  cans  of  English  make  in 
France.     Surely  that  could  not  be  taken 
as  any  evidence  that  this  crime  was  a 
crime  resulting  from  any  action  in  this 
country.    But  what  should  wc  have  done 
if  this  Bill  had  been  law  ?     This  man 
Henry  was  only  a  sojourner  here.     He 
came  for  the  purpose  of  going  back,  and 
all  we  could  have  done  would  be  to  tell 
him  to  go,  which   is  just  precisely  the 
action,  he   took.     How  could   you    have 
taken  any  step  towanls  preventing  this 
crime  ?     I  deny  that  it  is  established  as 
a  fact  that  there  is  any  special  call  for 
this  legislation,  and  I  maintain  that  it  is 
in   the   highest    degree    undesirable    to 
legislate    in    this    fashion    without    an 
urgent  necessity   for  it.      But   there   is 
another  thing  which,  it  seems  to  me,  the 
noble  Marquess  has  to  establish  iu  order 
to  prove  his  case  for  this  Bill,  and  that 
is,    not    merely    that     some     of     these 
anarchical  crimes  might  be  planned  here 
or  that  some  of  the  materials  might  have 
been  got  here,  but  that  the  power  which 
he  proposes  to  give  would  do  anything 
towards  preventing  the    commission   of 
these  crimes  or  their  concoction  in  this 
country.     It  is*   not  every  perpetrator  of 
these  crimes  that  is  known  beforehand  as 
aboat  to  perpetrate  them.     The  Home 
Secretary  here  could  only  get  his  infor- 
mation from  the  police,  and  it  is  very 
often  difficult  for  the  police  to  become 
aware  of  what  is  to  come  about.     Under 
this  BUI  yon  cannot  act  until  you  get 
information  that  a  man  is  plotting.     It 
«eems  to  me  that  if  you   had  such   iu- 
^ormation,  the  probability   is   that   you 
'would  do  much  more  harm  than  gooil  by 
expelling  him.     The  probability  is  that 
if    a   man   was   kept   under  police  sur- 
'veiUance  here,  and   our   police  were   in 
tsommnnication  with  foreign  police,  the 
crime  would  be  much  more  likely  to  l)e 
prevented   than   by   expelling   him.     It 
«eem8  to  me  the  weapon  with  which  you 
propose  to  arm  the  Government  is  one 
'that  never  would  be  effective.     There  is 
tio   evidence   that   it   ever    has    pro  veil 
effective,  and  I   think   the   noble   Mar- 
quess was    bound  to  offer  some  ground 
fof  'belidting   that   the  mere   power   of 
ekpulflion-^fojr  that'is  all  it  amounts  to — 
ihHrfd  enable  yon  by  expelling  a  man  to 
Tdttd^f  the  number 'Of  crinles  less.     I  am 
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unable  to  see  how  it  would  do  so.     The 
man  expelle<l  would  go  somewhere.    He 
is  a  man  as  a  rule — very  frequently,  at 
all  events — ^reckless   of  life,  who  often 
glories  iu  these  crimes  when  he   knows 
his  doom  is  certain.      Do  y6u  suppose 
that  by   merely  sending  a  man  of  this 
description,  even  if  you  suspected  him, 
out  of  this  country,  to  make  some  other 
country  the  base  of  his  operations,  jOtt 
would  be  likely  to  prevent  any  of  these 
crimes  ?    I  cannot  believe  that  you  would, 
and  to  pass   an  Act  which  would  be  a 
mere  page  on  the  Statute  Book  and  in- 
effectual would  be  infinitely  worse  than 
to  leave  the  law  as  it  stands.  The  noble 
Marquess  asks  us  to  pass  the    Bill    in 
order  to  show  our  sense  of  the  disgrace 
of  offences  of  this  kind  lieing  plauned 
upon  our  shores.      I  think  there  would 
be  nothing   more   unwise   than  to  pass 
any    legislation   from  a  motive  of  that 
description.      If  we  are  certain  that  we 
are  doing  the  best  that  could  l>e  done  ;  if 
we  arc  certain  that  legislation  of  this  kind, 
if  passed,  though  it  might  be  a  cause  of 
embarrassment,  would  not  furni}*h  us  with 
a  weapon  which  would  stop  them  one 
crime,    then   nothing    would    l>e    more 
foolish  than,  for  fear  that  foreign  nations 
might  think  that  we  were  not  doing  all 
that  we  ought,  we  should  ]>ut  upon  the 
Statute  Book  legislation  whi(rh  would  be 
a  dead  letter  and  which  would  not  stop 
any  crime.      If  such  legislation  did  no 
good  it   must  do  harm,  because  if  in  a 
moment  of  excitement    and  horror  and 
detestation  of  these  crimes  which  make 
us  all  shudder  you  pass  ineffective  legis- 
lation under  the    notion  that    vou   are 
doinc?  somethiuo^,  it  is  likelv  to  make  tou 
less  vigilant  and  active  in  that   which 
you  really  can  do.     There  is  a  risk  also 
of    this    legislation,    which    would    not 
diminish  the  nam)>er  of  anarchical  crimes, 
endangering  the  relations    between  this 
and    other    countries    at  times  when  it 
might     be     all-important     that      these 
relations  should  not  be  strained.      For 
these  reasons  I  trust  your  Lordships  will 
not  give  a  Second  Reading  to  this  Bill, 
and  I  hope  that  the  noble  Marquess  may 
respond  to  the  appeal  made  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  to  consider 
whether  it  is  necessary  to  take  a  Divisioii 
upon  it  if  it  igr  not  to  be  passeil  into  lanv. 
We  are  all  at  one  in  our  horror- of  theee 
crimes  "and"  in  desiring  'to'  ]Treveot' their 
beiug  phtntied','  and"it'»wduld  b^<a>  great 
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miefortuue  if  there  should  seem  to  be  a 
division  of  opinion  when  that  division  of 
opinion  was  merely  with  reference  to  the 
best  and  wisest  machinery  to  be  adopted 
for  dealing  with  these  crimes. 

The    Duke    of     DEVONSHIRE: 
I  will  endeavour  to  occupy  the  time  of 
your  Lordships  for  as  few  minutes  as  is 
possible,  for  I  know  we  have  arrived  at 
an  hour  when  any  prolongation  of  the 
Debate  would  be  inconvenient.    I  wish 
to  say  one  or  two  words  as  to  the  course 
which  I  propose  to  take  upon  this  Bill. 
I   think  the  House  is  indebted  to  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  for  having  raised 
this  question.    It  is  not,  perhaps,  one  of 
the  very  largest  importance  as  affecting 
the  interests  of  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  population,  but  it  is  one  which  vitally 
affects  the  interests  of  some  very  con- 
siderable classes.    The  question  has  been 
the  subject  of  inquiry,  both  in  this  and  in 
the  other  House  for  some  time  past,  and 
I  think  it  is  time  some  step  was  taken  to 
ascertain   the    position  of    the   country 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  control 
or  restriction   of  alien   immigration.     I 
think  that  that  question  has  been  raised 
and    discussed    in    a    more    convenient 
form  by  the  production  of  a  legislative 
measure  than  by  an  abstract  resolution  or 
even  by  a  Motion  for  a  public  inquiry. 
As  I  understand  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Government  have  taken  up 
a   position   more   absolutely  opposed  to 
any  consideration  of  this  question  of  the 
restriction  of  foreign  immigration  than 
has  been  taken  up  by  any  Government  of 
any  former  time.  Not  later  than  last  year 
in  a  Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons 
the  then  Prime  Minister  and  Mr.  Mun- 
della,  who  was  then  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  expressed  the  willing- 
ness   of    the    Government    to    have   a 
further  inquiry   into   the  subject.     But 
the  noble  Lord  to-night  appears  to  have 
made  up  his  mind  that  the  information 
that  has  already  been  obtained  is  com- 
plete, and  satisfactorily  disposes  of  the 
question  without  any  further  inquiry  or 
consideration   at  all.      I  confess  I   am 
quite  unable  to  adopt  that  view  of  the 
case,  and  although  I  feel  that  no  prac- 
tical result  can  attend  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  in  your  Lordships'  House  without 
.the  co-operation  of  the  Government,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  Second  Reading.    If  I 
am  asked  whether  there  is  a  case  or  not 
for    conferring    upon    the   Government 
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certain  restrictive  powers  for  regulating 
the   immigration   of  a   certain   class  of 
aliens,  I  cannot  deny  that  in  my  opinion 
there  is  a  case.     I  will  go  still  further* 
If  it  can  be  shown  that  the  immigration 
of  criminal  persons,  or  persons  affected 
with  contagious  disease,  is  injurious  to 
any  part  of  our  population,  the  State, 
under  certain  circumstances,  has  a  right 
and  a  duty  to  regulate  and  restrict  such 
immigration.     I  cannot,  however,  main- 
tain that  in  my  opinion  this  is  either  a 
complete  or,  in  many  respects,  a  satis- 
factory measure.      The    Bill   does    not 
profess  to  deal  with   the  most  difficult 
part  of   the  question.     The  prohibition 
of  immigrants  who  would  be  liable  to 
become  a  charge  upon  the  rates  would 
effect  very  little.     Those  people  do  not 
generally    become     chargeable    on    the 
rates  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  immi- 
gration of  these  people  may,  from  the 
small  wages  they  are  prepared  to  accept, 
be  the  cause  of  making  a  very  large  por- 
tion of  our  population  chargeable  on  the 
rates.     Owing  to  their  habits  of  life — to 
the  low  standard  of  life  they  adopt,  and 
the  low  wages  they  are  willing  to  accept 
— they  may  be  the  cause  of  depriving  a 
large  portion  of  our  people  of  their  em« 
ployment,  and  if  not  of  absolutely  de- 
priving them  of  their  employment,   of 
largely  diminishing  their   wages.     The 
principle  of  this  regulation  as  to  immi- 
gration has  been  admitted  by  a    Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,   al- 
though it  was  not  prepared  to  go  to  the 
lengtli  of  recommending  immediate  legis- 
lation.    Since  that  time   proposals    for 
legislation  have  been  aimed  at  the  pre- 
vention or  the    mitigation  of  the  evils 
connected  with  that  immigration.     It  is 
my  firm  belief  that  legislation  intended 
for  that  object  will  fail  in  its  purpose 
unless   it   is    supplemented    by  further 
legislation  which  shall  place  some  check 
on  the  inflow  into  this  country  of  that 
class  of  labour  which  is  specially   liable 
to  the  evils  connected  with  sweating,  and 
is  in  constant  competition  with  that  class 
of  native  labour  which  we  have  raised  or 
are  endeavouring  to  raise  to  a  better  con- 
dition than  it  has  hitherto  occupied.    As 
I  have  said,  the  Bill  does  not  deal  at  all 
with  the  class  of  immigrants  which  it  is 
most  important  for  us  to  consider,  and  I 
do     not    believe    that,    after    all     the 
inquiries  that  have  already  been  made, 
we  are  yet  in  a    position    adequately 
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or  wisely  to  deal  with  that  class. 
We  require  still  further  investigatioc. 
It  is  true  that  we  have  had  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  that 
has  dealt  with  part  of  the  subject ;  and 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  has  dealt  strictly  wich  it.  The  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  ad- 
mitted the  difficulties  uuder  which  they 
laboured  and  the  almost  total  absence  of 
information  either  as  to  the  numberH  or 
as  to  the  conditions  and  mode  of  life  of 
the  immigrants  into  whose  case  they 
were  inquiring.  Each  inquiry  was 
more  or  less  hampered  by  the 
fact  that  a  simultaneous  inquiry 
was  going  on  in  the  other  House. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  declined  to  enter  into 
one  part  of  the  question,  because  he 
thought  it  would  encroach  upon  the 
functions  of  the  Committee  of  this  House. 
There  were  various  indications  also  that 
the  Committee  of  this  House  was  pre- 
vented by  the  simultaneous  inquiry  of 
the  House  of  Commons  from  going  fully 
into  this  part  of  the  question  ;  and  both 
the  late  Prime  Minister  and  Mr.  Mundella, 
M  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  last 
year  expressed  this  opinion  that  there  was 
a  case  for  further  inquiry,  and  indicated  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
the  proper  body  to  undertake  it.  In  my 
opinion,  a  Commission — it  need  not  be 
a  large  Commission,  but  a  small 
Commission  —  would  be  a  more 
practical  and  useful  body  to  con- 
duct such  an  inquiry.  A  great  deal  of 
information  has,  no  doubf,  been  produced 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  such  conclu- 
eions  as  their  Report  contains  are  open  to 
question  ;  and,  indeed,  Mr.  GifHn  him- 
self admits  that  it  is  not  the  function  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  draw  conclusions 
as  to  policy  from  the  information.  What 
has  been  done  has,  no  doubt,  tulded  very 
lai^ely  to  the  materials  from  which  con- 
dnsions  are  to  be  drawn,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  safe  to  leave  any  depart- 
ment of  the  Government  to  draw  conclu- 
aions  on  which  Parliament  could  act  from 
the  information  as  yet  at  their  disposal. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  it  would 
be  desirable  that  a  further  inquiry, 
probably  by  a  Commission,  should 
be  undertaken,  and  I  would  commend 
that  course  with  equal  confideDce  to  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Such  an  inquiry  can 
only  strengthen  the  position  of  the  Go- 


vernment if,  as  the  Prime  Minister  thinks, 
there  is  no  case  to  be  made  out  in  favour 
of  the  restriction  of  foreign  immigration  ; 
and  such  an  inquiry  is  equally  necessary 
for  the  purposes  of  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  because  I  think  he  will  admit 
that  until  further  information  is  obtained 
we  are  not  very  likely  to  be  able  to  legis- 
late practically  on  the  subject.  While  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  supporting  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  an 
affirming  the  right  and  duty  of  the 
State  to  regulate  the  immigration 
of  certain  classes  of  aliens,  at 
the  same  time  I  confess  that  I  have 
some  doubt  as  to  the  principle  involveil 
in  the  second  part  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
it  is  to  be  regretted  that  two  subjects  of 
such  a  different  character  should  have 
been  brought  together  in  the  same 
measure,  the  one  dealing  entirely  with  an 
economical  question,  the  other  l)eing 
partly  a  political  question  and  partly 
dealing  with  considerations  affecting  the 
general  law.  I  think  it  desirable  that 
two  such  very  different  matters  should  be 
dealt  with  separately.  The  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  must 
have  found  that  the  gloomy  anticipations 
which  he  formed  of  the  difficulties  that 
would  be  raised  by  what  he  called  the 
imprudent  statements  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess on  the  last  occasion  have  surely 
been  justified.  I  do  not  gather  that  the 
Government  have  received  official 
information  from  foreign  countries  to 
show  that  the  position  of  this  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  other  Governments 
has  been  injuriously  affected  by  the  pro- 
posal of  this  measure.  On  the  contrary, 
I  am  disposed  to  think  that  most  sensible 
people  abroad  must  see  that  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Marquess  is  brought  forward 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  place  this  Go- 
vernment in  a  position  to  fulfil  more 
effectually  than  it  can  do  at  present  its 
international  duties  with  respect  to  other 
countries.  If  we  are  ever  to  strengthen 
our  law  it  would  be  well  to  do  it  now, 
when  no  demands  are  made  upon  us  by 
foreign  Powers,  when  we  are  not  asked 
to  legislate  in  any  spirit  of  panic,  and 
when  we  have  no  other  reason  for  action 
than  a  desire  to  do  our  duty  to  foreign 
Governments  and  peoples.  I  do  not> 
however,  feel  absolutely  convinced  that 
the  powers  now  sought  to  be  conferred 
upon  the  Government  would  materially 
strengthen  their  hands.      Therefore,  in 
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giving  my  vote  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  I  only  give  my  assent  to  the 
principled  contained  in'  the  first  part  of 
the  measure  which  deals  with  the 
immigration  of  destitute'  aliens,  and  I 
reserve  full  liberty  of  consideration  and 
argument  with  respect  to  the  second 
portion  of  the  Bill  shwild  it  come  to  be 
discussed  in  Committee. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  want  to  ask 
two  very  simple  questions  which  I  hope 
the  Goverrimfent  will  answer.  In  the  first 
place,  I  w?sh  to  ask  tftider  what  power 
and  authority  the  Autonomic  Club  was 
interfered  with  by  the  police  and  broken 
up  ?  I  suppose  I  ought  not  to  refer  to 
newspapers,'  after  what  has  been  said  as 
to  their  not  being  evidence,  and  that  we 
ought  to  have  actual  evidence,  as  in  a 
Court  of  Lawj  but  undoubtedly  newspaper 
reports,  never  contradicted,  show  that  a 
certain  number  of  persons  in  the  club 
were  seized  and  their  papers  examined. 
I  want  to  know 'under  what  law  and  upon 
the  accusation  of  what  offeuce  was  that 
done  .^  The' second '^estion  which  I 
wish  to  ask  is  equally  simple.  Why  was 
none  of  the  persons  captured  tried  in  a 
Court  xsf  Law  ?  It  appears  that  they  were 
kept  in  custdKiy  one  night  and  released 
next  day.  To  the  ordinary  man  the  idea 
woNild  present  itself  that  this  place 
harboured  a  gang  of  conspirators,  and 
that  therefore  it  was  broken  up  by  the 
police,  the  persons  on  the  premises  taken 
into  custody,  and  their  papers  examined. 
But  since  that  time  nothing  had  been 
done.  No  one  of  those  captured  in  the 
club  has  been  tried  for  any  offence.  It 
would  appear  that  there  was  a  collection 
of  foreigners  engaged,  I  presume,  in  some 
bnsiiiess  that  was  not  innocent  in  this 
dub.  If  it  was  innocent,  then  certainly 
the  police  committed  a  gross  outrage 
upon  them.  But  Bince  the  time  when 
they  were  seized  none  of  them  has  been 
tried  for  any  offenee  or' alleged  offence  in 
eonnection  with  their  presence  in  the 
club.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  foreign 
nations  considering  these  things  would 
naturally  ask  why^  if"  the  English  law 
permitted  such  action  by  the  police,  it 
should  not  go  a  'littl^'fnrther  and  make 
these  people  depart'  fvimi  'our  shores  to  a 
I^l&ce"Wh^re«they  ooiild  be  more  con- 
veniently ^vatched  by  the  police  and  more 
summttrily  dealt  with.-  'The  noble  Earl 
opposite  ^aid  that  thefinglish  law  was  at 
^l*eirent'  abl<^  to  deal'-lHth  >thoi»e  persons. 

jTAe  Duke  of  Devonshire    '-'■    ^1 


Earl  COWPER  :  What  I  said  was 
that  if  the  law  was  not  able  to  deal  with 
them  it  should  be  strengthened. 

Lord   tiALSBUllY  :    I   understood 

the  noble   Earl   to :  e^^press   satisfaction 

with  the  present  state  of  the  law  on  the 

question.     Lord  Campbell,  in  the  case  of 

Dr.  Bernard,  said  he  would  reserve  that 
very  point  for  the  Court  of  Appeal ;  but 
inasmuch  as  the  jury  acquitted  the 
prisoner  the  point  was  not  then  detsr- 
mined,  nor  has  it  been  determined  since. 
I  have  no  information  as  to  the  offence 
which  these  people  were  supposed  to 
have  committed  ;  nor  do  I  know  upon 
what  authority  the  raid  of  the  police  was 
made,  but  can  any  human  being  doubt 
that  the  Autonomic  Club  was  a  club  of 
foreign  conspirators  Avith  aims  that  are 
inhuman,  for  anarchists  are  hostes  humani 
generis  ?  If  the  law  of  this  country  per- 
mits a  nucleus  of  persons  to  meet  in  a 
club  of  this  kind  and  hatch  plots  whilst 
foreign  countries  have  the  right  to  seize 
such  conspirators  and  deal  with  tliem, 
where  are  they  likely  to  collect  except  in 
the  country  which  stands  alone  in  assum- 
ing no  special  powers  for  their  suppres- 
sion ? 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents  89  ;  Not-Contents  37. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

THE  LAND  TRANSFBB  BILL. 

The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES  (The  Earl  of  Mobley) 
asked  the  Lord  Chancellor  whether  he 
was  aware  that  papers  had  been  circu- 
lated from  time  to  time  by  the  lllpor- 
porated  Law  Society  criticising  *the 
working  of  the  system  of  registration  of 
title  to  land  upon  which  his  L^md 
Transfer  Bill  was  based  ;  and  whetliS 
he  would  obtain  a  Report  of  the  Iiau( 
Registry  upon  these  papers,  and  laj 
them  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ?  '< 

The  lord  CHANCELU")R  (Lord 
Hbrsghell)  :  I  have  called  for  a  Report 
from  the  Registrar  With  reference  to  the 
working  of  his  office  in  rdiation  to  these 
matters.  I  have  received  that  Report, 
and  will  have  it  latd  an  the  Table  of  the 
Hotise*' 
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LOCAL  GOVBRNMBNt  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL    ORDBR    (No.  5)    BILL. 

(No.  116.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL      QOVSRNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  127.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

QUARRIES  BILL  [h.l].— (No.  149.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  Amendment,  and  to  be 
read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

GOAL  MINES  (CHECK  WEIGHER)  BILL. 
[H.L].— (No,  153.) 
Beported  from    the    Standing    Com- 
mittee withont  Amendment,  and  to  be 
read  8*  on  Monday  next. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

(No.  152.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  165.) 

SEA    FISHERIES    (SHELL    FISH)    BILL. 

(No.  141.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
withont  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL.— (No.  122.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  Amendment,  and  to  be 
read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  160.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments  ;  further  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons  ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  166.) 

ZANZIBAR  INDEMNITY  BILL. 
Brought  from   the  Commons  ;    Read 
1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and   to   l>e   read   2^ 
on    Thursday    next.  ~  ( The    Earl    of 
"     '     (No.  167.) 


CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS  BILL.— (No.  182.) 

Order    for    the    Second  Reading  on 
Monday  next  discharged. 

House  fldjonmed  at  twenty  minutes  past 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Tbursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o^clook. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  lltk  Jaly  1894. 


QUESTIONS. 


COLONEL  MITCHSLL*8  CLAIMS  AGAINST 
THE  WAR  OFFICE. 

Mr.  NAOROJI  (Finsbnry,  Central)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  he  has  recently  received  any  letters  or 
representations  from  Colonel  E.  Mitchell, 
R.E.,  retired,  on  the  subject  of  a  certain 
claim  for  compensation  under  the  Queen's 
Royal  Warrant  for  enforced  retirement 
under  the  new  rule  ;  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  take  any  action  on  the  matter  ; 
whether  he  will  lay  the  documents  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ;  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  un- 
dertaking that  the  litigation  of  '^Mitchell 
V.  Regina*'  was  at  an  end,  which  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  the  28 ih 
of  November,  1890,  informed  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Cunning- 
hame  Graham,  had  been  given  by  Colonel 
Mitchell ;  whether  this  officer,  more  than 
four  years  ago,  officially  transmitted  to 
the  War  Office  an  affidavit  denying  the 
statement  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  asking  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  matter  ;  whether  any  inquiry  was 
made  ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  affidavit  of 
Colonel  Mitchell  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Baxxeumax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  Many  letters  have  been 
received  on  this  subject  from  Colonel 
Mitchell.  The  officer's  case  has  been 
more  than  once  decided  in  the  Law 
Courts,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  re-open 
it ;  but,  as  the  accuracy  of  my  prede- 
cessor's statement  in  tliis  House  is  ques- 
tioned, I  have  no  objection  to  lay  on  the 
Table   the   correspondence  relied   on  as 
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comprising  the  undertakiDg  whioLi  lie  I 
roentioned  as  having  been  given  by 
Colonel  Mitckell,  which,  notwithstanding 
Colonel  MitchelPs  affidavit,  seems  to  me 
to  fully  bear  out  Mr.  Stanhope's  state- 
ment. I  have  no  objection  to  lay  so 
much  of  Colonel  MitchelPi)  affidavit  as 
refers  to  this  transaction  on  the  Table  at 
the  same  time,  but  I  must  object  to  give 
the  whole  affidavit,  which  covers  the 
whole  of  his  case,  which,  as  I  have  Said, 
has  been  decided  by  the  Courts  of  Law. 
At  the  same  time,  I  will  lay  on  the  Table 
an  extract  from  an  affidavit,  dated  the 
29th  of  February,  1891,  by  Mr.  A.  T. 
Hare,  of  the  firm  of  Hare  and  Co.,  agents 
to  the-  Treasury  Solicitor. 

CRUITT  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Donegal, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  on  behalf  of  the  in- 
habitants of  a  large  and  highly  congested 
district  in  Western  Donegal,  several 
applications  have  been  made,  in  the  time 
of  successive  administrations,  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  for  the  erec^ 
tion  of  a  deep*water  quay  or  pier  in 
Cruitt  Harbour ;  whether  the  engineers 
of  the  Congested  -Districts  Board  have 
visiled  the  place  and  acknowledged  the 
suitability  of  the  site,  and  the  great 
]>enefit  that  Avould  accrue  to  the  fishing 
industry  in  those  parts  from  the  cou- 
Htnictiou  of  such  a  quay  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  for  want  of  such  a  conve- 
venience  the  transfer  of  passengers, 
sometimes  numbering  hundreds,  to  and 
from  a  steamer  that  occasionally  calls 
into  Cruitt  Harbour  on  her  passages  be- 
tween Sligo  and  Glasgow,  is  a  task 
involving  much  difficulty  and  danger ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  great  ser- 
vice that  would  be  rendered  to  a  poor 
V»ut  industrious  population  by  the  con- 
struction of  such  a  quay,  he  will  arrange 
to  have  the  work  undertaken  by  some 
one  of  the  Public  Boards  having  control 
of  such  matters  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  am  informed  that 
applications  have  been  received  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  deep-water  pier  at  Cruitt 
Harbour.  The  Board  have  no  official 
information  as  to  the  statements  in  the 
second   paragraph  of  the  question,  but 

Jfr,  Campbell 'Bannerman 


while  admitting  that  the  pier  would  be, 
of  service,  they  point  out  that,  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  different  works  sug- 
gested in  connection  with  this  iharbour 
varies  from  £10,000  to  £150,000,  or  even 
more,  and  they  regret  they  have  not 
sufficient  funds  at  their  disposal  out  of 
which  t6  undertake  a  project  entailing 
such  a  heavy  expenditure  even  at  the 
lowest  estimate  of  cost.  I  have  also 
communicated  with  the  Board  of  Works, 
the  only  other  Public  Department  con- 
cerned in  such  matters,  and  for  a  similar 
reason  they  would  be  unable  to  take  up 
the  work. 

HALKYN   MOUNTAIN    QtTARRlKS. 

Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg 
XA  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  piece  of  common  land  in  the 
parish  of  H^lkyn,  Flintshire,  and  known 
as  Halkyn  Mountain,  is  hioneycombed 
with  quarries,  some  of  which  are  worked, 
but  most  of  which  are  disused ;  that 
none  of  the  quarries  whether  worked 
or  disused  are  fenced  ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  the  mountain  is  open  and 
covered  with  footpaths,  land  that  these 
quarries  are  dangerous  to  life,  Her 
Majesjty's  Government  will  exercise  some 
pressure  on  the  Department  of  Woods 
and  Forests  so  that  some  protection  may 
be  given  to  life  and  limb  on  Halkyn 
Mountain  without  delav  ? 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Report  which 
I  have  received  from  Her  Majesty ^s  In- 
spector of  Metalliferous  Mines  fully  bears 
out  the  statements  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  question.  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Office  of  Woods, 
and  learn  from  them  that  in  the  case  of 
quarries  held  by  Crown  lessees  steps  will 
be  taken  to  enforce  the  covenant  as  to 
fencing. 

POSTAL     OFFICIALS     AND    POLITICAL 
ORGANISATIONS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Isaac,  the  postmaster  of 
Brynmawr,  Brecoushire,:)s  in  the  habit 
of  taking  an  active  part  in  political 
nleetings  and  organisations :;  that  his  Qon, 
who  is  also  in  the  employment  of  the 
If'ost  Office  as  assistant  olerk  tahUfaUiQKy 
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is  the  seeretoiT  to  tbe  looal  politiosl 
«ssoici«tiM'-'«tKe>l  **Tb«  Brynnwwv 
LibenI  Hniidrod,"  «ud  also  takes  an 
active  part  in  poHtieal  meetiirge,  and  hoa 
aoeew  to  «iid  the  ^nolpal  ob&rge  of  the 
Telegrufi/^DepArtnient ;  whether  he  is 
Bl^ore  tuat'Ur,  Isaao,  seulor,  M  assistant 
6vetwer,'  'prepares  the  Parliamentatj 
Voters'  Linn,  aod  that  his  sou  is  odveiv 
tised  as  the  person  to  whom  Hadicala 
shooM  ifcad  hi  their  claims  to  be  placed 
OB  the  SeglHt«r ;  wbetlier  he  is  aware 
ttrtt  it  hie  been  found  necessary  to  de- 
spatel]  tel^rams  on  political  matters  from 
the  Beaufort  Post  Office,  two  and  a-holf 
miles  distant,  in  order  to  avoid  inspection 
from  tbe  postmaster  at  Brynmawr  ;  and 
ifhether  it  is  in  accordance  with  tlie  Post 
Office  Regulations  for  its  ofHciale  to  take 
liD  active  part  in  local  politics  P 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
nti.  A.  MOKLEY,  Nbtttngliam,  E.)  : 
So,  Sir  ;  I  am  not  uware  tlist  Mr.  Isaac, 
Postmaster  of  Bryomawr,  iB  iu  the  habit 
Vt  taking  an  active  part  iu  political 
meetings  and  organisations.  On  the  cou- 
trtay,  I  am  Informed  on  excellent  autho- 
rity that  he  has  stuilionsly  abstaiocit 
trpm  aoytbing  of  the  kiud.  Mr.  Isaac's 
son,  who  as  acted  as  uMaistunt  to  his 
htherfor  chelast  12  mouths,  appears  to 
have    taken    an   active    pan    in    local 

Solitieal  questions,  and  I  have  given 
irections  that,  niiJess  he  abstains  from 
to  doing,  lie  is  to  be  precluded  from 
taking  Any  port  in  Post  Office  duties.  He 
does  not,  I  need  hardly  say,  bold  any  fti>- 
pointmeut  under  the  Department.  As 
regards  Mr.  Isaac's  holding  the  appoint- 
ment of  Collector  of  Hates  and  Assistant 
Overseer,  the  prohibitory  rule  on  tbe 
wbject  WAS  Issued  in  lBtl5,  and  applied 
Mjly  to  new  intrants,  and  not  retrospoc 
tively.  Mr.  Isaac  was  appoiijted  iu 
1882. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGllTON  ;  But 
is  this  young  man  not  paid  by  the  Post 
Office? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  No,  Sir.  A  cer- 
tain  sum  is  granted  to  the  I'oHtmatitor, 
who  supplies  his  owu  asaistanla. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  awaro  that  a  public 
meeting  has  been  held  in  Rrynmawr  as  u 
protestagainstthisqnestiniibeingput,  and 
it  thftt  meeting  did  not  Mr.  Isaacs,  jun., 
decdare  his  intention  to  continue  the 
Mtion  of  which  I  complain  ? 


Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  aware  that 
a  meeting,  attended  by  1,400  persons, 
was  held  to  protest  against  the  in- 
oecuratfies  contained  in  the  question.  As 
to  Mr.  Isaacs,  jun.,  I  have  given  instruc- 
tions that  so  long  as  he  is  connected 
with  the  Post  Office  he  must  abstain 
from  participation  iu  political  move- 
ments. 

HABITDAL   DRUKKABDS. 

Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.B., 
Ripon)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  llie  Homo  Department  if  be 
proposea  to  lay  upon  tbe  Table  of  the 
House  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  question 
of  habitual  drunkards  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  1  stated  in  answer 
to  another  hon.  Member  yesterday  that 
the  Bill  is  being  drafted,  and  will  be  in- 
troduced in  one  House  of  Parliament  or 
the  other  before  the  close  of  the 
Session. 


CASTLETOWN  DISFENSARV  UEtJlDKfiCIC. 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath, 
8.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seoretory 
to  tlie  Lord  Lieutcoant  of  Ireland 
what  is  tbe  eanae  of  the  protracted 
delay  in  erecting  the  dispensary  resl- 
denco  in  Castletown,  Geoghegan,  County 
Westmeath ;  is  he  aware  that  a  site  for 
the  doctor's  residence  was  fixed  ou  over 
a  year  ago  ;  itiid  that  tbe  poor  people  in 
the  Castletown  district  have  to  walk  over 
12  miles  when  tbey  require  the  services 
of  the  dispensary  doctor ;  and  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  put 
pressure  on  the  Castletown  dispensary 
committee  to  quickly  put  an  cud  to  this 
hardship  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  that  the 
delay  referred  to  has  been  caused  by  the 
difficulty  experienced  by  the  Mullingar 
Guardians  in  procuring  a  site  on  terms 
satisfactory  to  the  Dispensary  Committee. 
A  site  was  selected  last  year,  bat  the 
rent  demanded  was  deemed  exorbitant  by 
tbe  Dispensary  Committee.  The  Medical 
Officer  resides  at  present  at  Castletown, 
where  the  new  resideiice  is  proposed  to 
be  built,  and,  so  I  am  informed,  no  bard- 
sliip  to  the  poor  can  therefore  arise. 
However,  I  have  requested  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  communicate  with 
the  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  subject. 


te3  .  Kimote.  {CeMMONS} 
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IRBSaDtAJtlTIBS. 

/Mk.  mains  (Dooegal,  N.) :  I  b«gto 
aek  il^e  Chief  Secnettiry  to  tl)e  Lord 
LieuteuBQt  of  Ireland  (1)  whether  it  baa 
been  reported  to  him.  tl^t.the  LochI  Go- 
vern me  at  Inspector  (  Mr ,  Ag  ne  w  )  on  recent 
vixitB  to  the  following  unione — n&melf, 
CarrivkmucroES,  CastiebUue;,  Larne.  and 
Ballymena,  found  that  the  mneters  of 
tbeee  iinione  hod  more  paitpen  entered 
oiltbe  books  and  charged  for'than  were 
In  the  estahllEhmculs  ;  And,  if  ao,  in  wbAt 
odier  iwione  has  he  found  a  similar 
state  of  things  ;  (2)  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  in  future  instruct 
all  their  Inspectors,  when  they  visit  the 
nniouB  in  their  districts,!^  Bee  that  the 
number  of  paupers  in  the  house  corre- 
sponds with  the  number  in  tbe  books ; 
and  (3)  what  steps  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  take  in  face  of  this  loss  to  the 
ratepayers  F 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1)  The  fact  is 
as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  ;  and  a 
simitar  state  of  things  was  also  found  to 
exist  ia  tbe  case  ^  the  Newtowoards 

Workhoose.  (2)  The  Local  Govern* 
naent  Board  will  consider  whether  it  is 
possible  to  adopt  steps  to  prevent  the 
occurrence  of  similar  abuses  in  these  and 
other  'Unions  in  Ireland.  (3)  Tbe 
masters  of    the  workhouses  named  have 

been  called  upon  for  written  explanations 
as  to  the  discrepancies  in  question,  and 

upon  tbe  receipt  of  those  explanations 

the  Board  wiit  decide  what  further  action 

should  be  taken  in  the  matter. 

KINBALE  HABBODR  REVENUES. 
Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.):  Oi 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  South 
Eastern  Division  of  Connty  Cork,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenaut  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
revenues  of  the  Port  and  Harbour  of 
Kiusale  have  for  the  last  two  years  been 
collected  by  a  Receiver  appointed  al 
suit  of  the  Board  of  Works,  Dublin 
Castle ;  and  that  during  that  time  the 
Board  of  Works  have  delivered  no  account 
either  of  their  receipts  or  expenditure 
tbe  Harbour  Commissioners,  though  fre- 
quently asked  for  it ;  whether  the  Re- 
ceiver delivers  any  account,  annually  or 
otlierwise,  to  tbe  Board  of  Works,  either 
directly  or  through  tbe  Court  by  which 


li«  was  appointed;  aod,  il  •o,.wbflther 
there  is  aoy  and  what  otgection  to  their 
lurnishing  a  copy  of  such  acoaant  U>  the 
Harbour  ComnusstODOTS ;    and    whfitber 

will  give  directions  th«t  tiach  accouots 
he  furnished  by  tbe  Boardof>  Works  7 
"Ths  SECRETAEY  to  SHE  TKEA- 
SUBY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbbbt,  Oldham)  : 
The  Board  of  Works  have  not  been  asked 
by  the  Usrbour  CommissioDers  todeli^ 
accounts  to  that  body.  The  Harbour 
Commissionei-a  did,  in  October,  1893, 
complain  by  letter  to  the  Boai<d  of  the 
non-production  by  tbe  Receiver  at  their 
monthly  meeting  of  alatistics  showing 
the  state  of  tbe  revenue.  In  couiequenoe 
of  this  lett«r,  tbe  Board  oommunicated 
with  the  Receive-,  and  obtainedfrom  him 
an  assurance,  which  they  eommntiicated 
to  the  Marbonr  Commissioners  by  letter 
of  16th  November,  1893,  that  every 
facility  would  be  given  theth  for  the 
examination  of  books  relating  to  the 
harbour.  The  means  of  preparing 
accounts  of  receipts  and  expeimtarey  i^. 
tbe  books  and  documents  referring  to 
these  matters,  are  in  the  bands  of  the 
Receiver,  and  the  duty  of  delivering 
accounts  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  reeta 
with  him,  and  not  with  the  Boaid.  At 
the  same  time,  he  is  perfectly  willing  to 
give  every  facility  to  the  Harbour  Com- 
miEsioaera.  The  present  Receiver  has 
furnished  the  Board  with  a  statement  of 
dues  received  and  details  of  expenditure 
from  June  16th,  1 893  (date  of  appoint- 
ment) to  March  Slat,  1894.  The  Board 
have  directed  a  copy  of  this  Btatemeot  to 
be  forwarded  to  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Is  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  one  firm  alone 
owes  harbour  dues  to  the  amount  of  £135, 
aud  that  the  Receiver  of  the  Harbour 
Revenues  has  not  beeu  permitted  to  take 
proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  this  sum  ? 
Will  he  kindly  instruct  the  Board  of 
Works  to  furnish  a  monthly  return  of  the 
revenue,  so  as  to  enable  the  Commissioners 
to  exercise  some  supervision  over  the 
collection  of  the  dues  P 

Sir  J:  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Board 
of  Works  have  no  control  over  the 
Receiver. 

Mk.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.) :  But  is 
not  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  awue  that 
the  Receiver  has  beeu  appointed  t» 
collect  the  annual  instalments,  and  that 
therefore  the  Harbour  CommiEsioners  are 
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eutitled  to  this  as  a  question  of  right  ami 
justice  ? 

*SfR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  We  are 
anxious  to  afford  every  facility  to  the 
Harbour  CommissioDers. 

PASSENGERS     FROM    FOREIGN 
STEAMERS  AT  QUEBNSTOWN. 

8iR  a.  BADEN.POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whe- 
ther he  can  state  the  total  number 
of  passengers  from  the  United  States 
landed  from  foreign  steamers  in  Queens- 
town  since  the  10th  June  of  this  year ; 
how  many  of  these  passengers  are  in 
excess  of  the  numbers  allowed  by  the 
British  Passengers  Act;  and  whether, 
in  each  case,  there  was  an  examination 
of  the  vessel  by  Board  of  Trade 
officials  ? 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  am  told  that  486  passengers  from  the 
United  States  have  been  landed  at 
Qaeenstown  from  foreign  steamers  since 
Jane  10,  and  1  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  any  one  of  these  steamers  carried 
passengers  in  excess  of  the  number 
allowed  by  the  Passengers  Acts.  These 
vessels  onlv  remain  at  or  outside  the 
harbour  of  Queeustown  about  half-an- 
hour,  and  no  special  examination  is 
made.  In  any  case  in  which  there  is 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  statutory 
number  will  be  fouud  to  have  been  ex- 
ceeded, such  an  examination  would  at 
once  be  directed. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  But  are 
not  all  British  vessels  calling  at  Queeus- 
town to  embark  passengers  inspected  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  answered,  that,  whereas 
on  the  outward  passage  vessels  remain 
some  time  at  Queeustown  inside  the  liar- 
bour,  where  an  examination  could  be 
made,  on  the  homeward  voyage  tbey 
generally  landed  their  passengers  outside 
the  harbour,  and  remained  only  a  very 
«hort  time,  having  to  go  on  to  Liverfiool. 
TJnder  such  circumstauceH,  therefore,  au 
examination  would  be  attended  with 
great  difficulty. 

DOMINICA. 

SiK  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  coine  to  iiuy  decision  in 
respect  of  Sir  Robert  Hamilton's  Report 


on  Dominica  ;  und,  if  so,  whether  he  oan 
indicate  what  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment is,  and  present  to  the  House  the 
Report  itself,  together  with  such  Corre- 
spondencse  as  will  suffice  to  explain  the 
decision  of  the  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  BuxTOX,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
We  have  been  giving  the  matter  our  best 
consideration.  But  the  Papers  are  very 
voluminous,  and  a  question  of  this  natnre 
cannot  safely  be  dealt  with  rapidly.  I 
should  hope  a  decision  will  be  taken 
shortly. 

THE  FUENCH  OCCUPATION  AT 
CHANTABUN. 
Mb.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  statements  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  that  the 
evacuation  by  the  French  troops  of 
Chautubuu,  in  Siam,  might  be  expected 
as  soon  as  the  trial  of  the  alleged  author 
of  M.  Grosgurii^s  death  was  completed, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  that  trial 
has  now  been  concluded  and  the  accuse<I 
persou  sentenced,  the  evacuation  of  Chan- 
tabuii,  in  accordance  with  the  assurance 
of  the  French  Government,  may  now  be 
expected  ;  and  whether  he  can  now  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  long-promised  Papers 
relating  to  Siam  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
The  French  Government  have  not  yet 
announced  how  soon  Chantabun  will  be. 
evacuateil.  The  Papers  are  being  got 
ready  for  publication,  and  will  be  issued 
directly  they  are  ready . 

Mr.  CURZON  :  That  reply  does  not 
give  the  infonnation  I  want.  What  1 
wish  to  know  is,  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  lias  frequently 
stated  in  this  House,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  other  House,  that  the  sole 
remaining  condition  u|>on  which  the 
evacuation  by  the  French  troops  at 
Chantabun  can  take  place  is  contingent 
on  the  completion  of  the  trial  of  the 
allege<l  author  of  M.  Grosguriu's  death  ? 
The  condition  being  now  fultilled,  1  wish 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  addressed,  or  proi>08ed  to  ad- 
dress, anv  communication  to  the  French 
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Cr^vsnintfiut    TemindiD^    tben.of  their 
c^>eiite(l  aaanrancea  od  this  nutter  P 

Sib  £.  GKEY  :  I  am  not  in  a  poeitioR 
to  m&ke  anj  further  BtatemeDt  m  to  the 
oommnnicntious  between  Her  Majestj'e 
Government  and  the  French  GorerDCQent 
on  thta  wbjeut.  The  Pampers,  which  will 
pluce  the  H<)iise  in  poeseesion  of  the  com- 
ciunicatbuH,  will,  I  hope,  be  read^  id  h 
fortniKht  nt  most,  when  the  question  cao 
be  discussed  nt  greater  length  and  with 
more  tid  van  tugs, 
•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  1  Will  the  Papers  reUte  to  the 
eo-called  blockade  ? 

Sir  E.  GHEY  :  Yes  ;  what  passed  in 
regard  to  (he  blockade  <nri1I  be  given. 

BOUNDARIBS  OF  UPPER  BDKMAH. 

Mr.  CURZON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  now  give  any 
informatioii  to  the  Mouse  as  to  the  terms 
of  the  Anglo-CbiaeseCouveiitioD  relating 
to  thebonmlariesof  Upper Burmali  ;  and 
whether  Papers  will  be  presented  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Convention  will 
be  published  as  soon  as  the  Ratifications, 
which  are  now  on  their  way,  have  been 
received. 

BWINE  FEVER  IX  THE  ANTRIM  UNION, 
Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
l>cg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Liciiteuaut  of  Ireland  whether 
there  hue  beeo  an  outbreak  of  swiae 
fever  in  Antrim  Union  ;  and  whethet 
any  steps  have  been  taken  to  stamp  it 
Out ;  and,  if  not,  why  have  the  proper 
authorities  not  taken  action  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  have  been 
34  outbreaks  of  swine  fever  in  Antrim 
Union.  The  usual  action  for  the  pre- 
vention of  the  spread  of  disease  was 
taken  in  each  instance.  The  premises 
OD-which  the  disease  was  ascertained 
exist  were  declared  infected  places,  and 
kept  under  police  supervision,  with  a 
view  to  prevent  illegal  movement  either 
into  or  out  of  the  premises.  ]  ii  26 
instances  the  swine  in  contact  with  those 
Affected  have  been  slaughtered,  and  stepp 
taken  for  the  disinfection  of  the  pre- 
mises. Any  other  case  in  which  it  hae 
been  decided  to  slaughter  the  remaining 
swine  on  ihe  premises  have  been  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Inspectors  of  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  to  deal  with. 
A/r.   Curion 


SEWAGE  IN  VALETTA  HARBOUR. 

Captain  GRICE-HUTCHINSON 
(Aston  Manor)  :  I  beg  to  uk  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniee  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Frequent  eases  of  illness,  some  of  which 
have  ended  fntally,  that  have  ocourred 
lately  amongst' ofBcerB  ftnd  men  of  Her 
Majesty's  Mavy  stationed  at  Malta  ;  and 
whether  these  are  caused  by  the  sewage 
ai  the  town  being  discharged  into  Valetta 
Harbour;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  the 
Government  intend  to  take  to  remedy 
the  evil  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  1  understand  tbnt 
there  bas  been  uo  uuusual  outbreak  lA  ill- 
ness recently  aoiongft  the  naval  oScers  and 
men  stationed  at  Malta,  and  upon  this 
point  I  would  refer  to  the  reply  given  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  the 
bon.  Member  for  Central  Hall  on  the 
lOtk  instant.  There  have  been  some 
lamentable  deaths,  but  they  were  not 
apparently  traceable  to  the  sanitary  state 
of  the  harbour.  This  has  beenmnch  im- 
proved of  late  years  ;  and  at  the  present 
momeut  the  question  of  how  best  still 
further  to  improve  its  sanitary  oondition 
is  receiving  the  active  consideration  of 
the  Government  of  Malta. 

police  protection  ddit. 

Captain  GRICE-HUTCHINSON  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  the  con- 
stables on  duty  at  the  Irish  Office  are 
forbidden  to  quit  their  post  for  any  cause 
whatever  iioconnected  with  the  office, 
and  have  no  means  of  electric  or  other 
communication  by  which  to  summon  aid 
for  themselves,  or  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property  in  the  neighbourhood ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  give  instruc- 
tions that  sncb  necessary  communication 
be  afforded  them  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Constables  on  pro- 
tection duty  at  the  Irish  Office,  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  other  public  buildings 
are  not  allowed  to  quit  their  posts  for 
any  cause  whatever.  The  necessity  for 
this  rule  is  obvious  :  if  it  was  not  en- 
forced, u  police  constable  might  be  called 
away  on  some  excuse  by  any  ill-disposed 
person.  It  is  tnie  that  the  officers  on 
protection  dutv  at  the  Irish  Office  have 
00  means  of  electric  or  telephonic  com- 
municatioD  by  which  to  summon  aid,  and 
as  there  is  a  police  constable  on  fixed 
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poiQt.  duty  wilbin  300  jards  of  the  Irish 
Offiqe,  and  the  neighbourhood  is  patrolled 
regularlj  bj  the  poiice,  I  do  not  consider 
it  naceflsarj  to  establish  communication 
as  suggested  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property.  The 
police  station  is  within  less  than  five 
minutes*  walk. 

LEITRIH  MAGISTERIAL  BENCH. 

Mb.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Liord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  i? 
aware  that^  according  to  the  Return  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  December  last^ 
there  were  in  County  Leitrim  13  Roman 
Catholic  Magistrates  and  62  of  ail  other 
religions  denominations,  whilst  the  popu- 
lation of  the  county  consists  of  71,098 
Roman  Catholics  and  7,520  of  all  other 
denominations  ;  that  in  the  barony  of 
Carrigallen,  with  a  population  of  14,691, 
the  only  Roman  Catholic  Magistrate  has 
recently  died,  and  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  appointed  no  Roman  Catholic 
Magistrate  there  ;  that  also  in  the  barony 
of  Mobill,  with  a- population  of  15,899, 
there  has  been  no  Roman  Catholic  ap- 
pointed since  the  present  Government 
assumed  Office  ;  and  whether  the  Lord 
Chancellor  will  make  appoiDtmeuts  of 
Roman  Catholic  Magistrates  to  remedy 
the  existing  disproportion  between  Catho- 
lics and  Protestants  on  the  Magisterial 
Bench  in  the  County  of  Leitrim  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  facts,  I 
auderstand,  are  correct) v  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
informs  me  thai  before  the  question  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  ho  had  taken 
steps  for  the  appointment  of  several 
Catholics  to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
for  the  County  Leitrim. 

EAILWAYS  AND  UNDUK  PRKFERENCES 
TO  THADEUS. 

Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
determined  to  continue  the  practice  of 
not  availing  themseUes  of  the  })owcr6 
given  them  by  '*  The  Regulation  of 
Railways  Act,  1873,"  to  take  up  for 
traders  cases  of  undue  preference  against 
Railway  Companies  l>efore  the  Railway 
Commissioners  where  the  points  involved 
are  of  public  importance  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  would  consider  the  ])ro]>riety 
of  a  Publie  Department  thus  declining  to 


use  powers  given  to  it  by  the  Legislature, 
and  the  consequent  advisability  of,  by 
legislation,  transferring  those  powers 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  Home 
Office,  to  be  used  in  cases  of  general  or 
public  importance  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  not  come  to  any  general  de- 
termination in  the  matter.  Each  case 
must  rest  upon  its  own  merits.  For 
many  years  no  application  has  been  made 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  use  the  powers 
conferred  upon  them  by  Section  6  of  the 
Act  of  1873  ;  but  should  any  application 
be  made  it  will  be  the  dnty  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  carefully  to  consider  what  are 
their  powers  under  the  section,  and  what 
use  ought  to  l>e  made  of  such  powers  as 
they  possess.  I  see  no  advantage  of  con- 
sidering the  advisability  of  transfer  by 
legislation  of  those  powers  from  one  De- 
partment to  another. 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR  ON  THK  GREAT 
EASTERN  RAILWAY. 

Mk.  a.  grove  (West  Ham,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  shunters  and 
pointsmen  employed  in  the  London 
goods  yards  of  the  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way are,  with  six  exceptions,  working 
for  12  hours  a  day  ;  and  whether,  if 
these  fact«  are  correct,  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  take  steps  under  the  recent 
Act  to  have  these  hours  shortened, 
taking  into  account  the  exceptionally 
dangerous  nature  of  the  employment  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  If  my  hon.  Friend  will 
cause  a  representation  to  be  made  to  the 
Boanl  of  Trade  giving  particulars  of  the 
hours  of  work  complained  of,  and  alleg- 
ing that  they  are  unreasonable,  i  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  addressed  to  the 
Company  under  tlie  provisions  of  "The 
Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1893." 

CORRKSPONDKNCE  ON  THK  CONGO 

TREATY. 

Siu  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  tlie  Treasury 
whether  the  "Further  Correspondence" 
of  a  most  important  character  in  regard 
to  the  Congo  Treaty,  published  in  The 
Times  of  Monday,  16th  of  July,  is  offi- 
cial correspondence  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  as  late  as  6  o'clock  on  Monday 
afternoon  no  copies  of  such  correspond- 
ence could  be  obtained  by  Members  of 
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this  Hoafle';  and  whether  he  can  explain 
why  such  important  correspondence  is 
eommunicated  to  newspapers  practically 
a  whole  day  befpne  it  is  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Members  ? 

Sir  £.  GREY  :  I  find  that  a  full 
supply  bf  these  Papers  was  dd^vered  at 
the  Vote  OfBee  on  Saturday,  and  not 
until  then  were  they  supplied  to  the 
Press. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  Then 
how  is  it  thev  were  not  available  to 
hon.  Members  at  6  o'clock  yesterday 
evening  ? 

*SiR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  had 
made  inquiries  as  to  that.  Members 
should  have  been  able  to  obtain  them.  It 
was  qnite  wrong  to  send  copies  to  the 
Press  before  they  had  been  issued  to 
hon.  Members. 

FBVER  AT  MALTA. 
Mr.  STANLEY   LEIGHTON :  On 

behalf  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Linlithgow,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  of  the  number  of 
officers  (commissioned,  subordinate,  and 
warrant)  and  seamen  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Navv  who  have  been  sent  to  hospital, 
invalided,  or  died  from  the  effects  of  fever 
at  Malta,  between  the  1st  of  January  and 
the  1st  of  July,  1894,  both  dates  inclnslve  ; 
and,  in  the  event  of  the  number  of  cases 
being  in  excess  of  the  normal  number  in 
a  similar  period  of  time,  to  what  the 
Naval  Medical  Authorities  attribute  this 
sickness  Y 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The  exact 
numbers  cannot  be  stated  until  two  or 
three  weeks  hence  without  special  inquiry 
from  Malta.  There  have  been  numerous 
cases  of  sickness  during  the  last  few 
months  at  Malta,  but,  when  the  strength 
of  the  Naval  Force  is  considered,  not 
more  than  in  some  recent  years.  Neither 
the  sewage  of  Valetta  nor  of  the  other 
towns  in  the  vicinity  is  at  present  dis- 
chargetl  into  the  Grand  Harbour,  neither 
has  it  been  for  many  years  past.  With 
the  object  of  getting  rid  of  the  old  sew- 
age deposits,  extensive  dreds^ing  opera- 
tions have  been  carried  on  of  late  years 
in  the  most  frequented  parts  of  the 
harbour.  Thongh  many  cases  arise  in 
Malta,  much  fever  is  brought  there  from 
the  towns  and  harbours  of  the  Eastern 
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Mediterranean,  and  tike  fever  should  be 
called  Mediterranean '  rather  than  Malta 
fever. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
whether  the  r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Return  when  it  came  to  hand  in 
the  course  of  two  or  three  weeks  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOBTH  : 
I  shall  be  happy  then  to  answer  a 
question. 

THE   NEW   LOCAL   GOVERNMENT 

BODIES. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of'  the  Local 
Government  Board  when  the  necessary 
parish  meetings  to  enable  tiie  parishioners 
to  pass  resolutions  in  favour  of  Parish 
Councils  can  be  held  in  those  parishes 
where  the  population  is  under  800  and 
over  100  persons  according  to  the  last 
census,  and  by  whom  such  meetiBg  can 
be  legally  summoned  under  the  |>rovision8 
of  the  Local  Government  Act  of  1894  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lepevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  re- 
solution in  favour  of  a  Parish  Council 
in  the  case  of  a  rural  parish  with  a 
population  between  100  and  3(X)  is  to 
be  passed  by  the  parish  meeting  of  the 
parish.  The  first  parish  meeting  in  a 
parish  will  be  convened  by  the  Over* 
seers,  in  accordance  with  Section  78  of 
the  Act,  at  the  time  fixed  for  the  elec* 
tion  of  Parish  Councillors  in  the  case 
of  parishes  in  which  under  the  Act  a 
Parish  Council  is  required  to  be  consti- 
tuted. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  direct  a  circular  to  be 
issue<l  with  regard  to  this  question  ? 
There  is  a  strong  feeling  prevalent  in 
the  rural  districts  that  a  meeting  can  be 
called  at  any  time  they  like  in  the 
summer. 

Mr.  SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  :  I  will 
consider  that. 

Mr.  HENEAGE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  has  been  advised  that^ 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  1894,  no  Chairman  or  mem- 
l>er  of  a  Parish  Council  who  is  not 
resident  within  the  parish,  although  a 
duly  elected  member  of  the  Parish 
Council  under  Section  8  of  the  Act,  can 
attend  a  parish  meeting  called  in  accord- 
ance with  the  proyisions  of  the  Act  to 
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discuss  and   copfinu  any    resolution  of 
the  Parish  Council  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  ;  I  am  ad- 
vised  that  although  the  Chairman  or  a 
member  of  the  Parish  Council  who  is  not 
a  parochial  elector  is  not  entitled  to 
attend  a  parish  meeting  as  a  parochial 
elector,  there  is  nothing  io  the  Act  which 
would  prevent  his  attending  at  the  meet- 
ing for  the  purpose  of  giving  information 
or  explanation  as  to  the  action  of  the 
parish  meeting  when  this  is  desired. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  ^  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  it  is  contemplated  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  their  cir- 
cular of  the  24th  of  March,  1894,  that 
under  Section  60  of  **  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1894,"  taken  in  connection 
with  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of 
1868,  parishes  under  300  population  may 
be  deprived  of  their  own  parish  Guardian 
and  District  Councillor,  and  may  be 
grouped  together,  without  their  consent 
j^  against  their  wish,  with  adjoining 
parishes,  notwithstanding  Sub-section  (2) 
of  Section  24  of  '*The  Local  Government 
Act,  1894,"  and  the  declaration  in  Sub- 
secUon  (1)  of  the  first  section  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  two 
processes  of  uniting  parishes  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  election  of  Guardians  and 
Pistriot  Councillors  and  for  the  purpose 
of  a  Parish  Council  are  entirely  distinct. 
In  the  one  case  the  County  Council  can 
provide  for  the  union  of  two  parishes 
without  the  consent  of  either.  This  is 
merely  in  extension  of  the  power  pre- 
viously conferred  on  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  In  the  other  case  the 
consent  of  both  parishes  is  necessary. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  :  Is  it  seriously  in- 
^tended  in  the  case  of  a  parish  fortunate 
enough  to  have  a  Parish  Council  of  its 
own  to  deprive  it  of  having  an  indepen- 
dent District  Councillor  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Yes,  that 
is  so.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood  the 
Local  Government  Board  could  unite  the 
parishes,  and  the  only  change  made  last 
Session  was  to  confer  a  like  power  on 
the  County  Council. 

THE  ANGLO-CONGOLESE  AGBEEMENT. 
Mb.  J.  W,  LOWTHEB  (Cumber- 
land, Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
^Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
on  what  day  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
modificntipn.    of.!  tbe   Anglo-Congolese 


Agreement,  extracts  from  which  appeared 
in  The  Times  and  other  newspapers  on 
Monday,  the  16th  instant,  were  preseuted 
to  Parliament  ? 

Sib  E.  grey  :  ■  On  Saturday  the 
Papers  were  distributed. 

Mu.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  That  i:* 
not  my  question.  On  what  day  were  the 
Papers  presented  ? 

Sib  E.  GREY  :  The  Papers  were 
presented  on  the  11th  of  Juuc,  but  then 
further  Correspondence  supervened  which 
would  have  made  the  presentation  of  the 
Papers  at  that  time  not  only  useless  but 
misleading.  It  was  therefore  delayed 
until  the  Correspondence  was  completed. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  on  the  11th  June  none  of  the 
Despatches  had  either  been  written  or 
received  ?  Is  it  not  the  case  that,  on  t 
of  the  12  Despatches  contained  in  the 
Blue  Book,  only  two  were  written  before 
the  1 1th  of  June  ? 

Sib  E.  grey  :  Yes,  and  that  is 
precisely  the  reason  why  the  Papers  were 
not  distributed  sooner, 

DEBELICTS  AT  SEA. 

Mb.  mac  dona  (Southwark,  Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  he  is  aware  that,  since 
the  formation  at  the  Shipmasters*  Society 
of  the  chart  of  derelicts,  wreckage,  &c., 
on  20th  May  last,  upwards  of  70  Reports 
have  been  received  from  captains,  and 
marked  on  the  chart,  more  than  one*hal{ 
of  which  are  derelicts  in  the  Atlantic 
and  North  Sea,  lying  in  the  track  of  our 
passenger  stean^ers  ;  if  this  be  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  warn  mariners  leaving  our 
ports  of  so  great  a  danger  ? 

Mb.  B^YCE  :  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  such  entries  as  may  have  been  made 
upon  the  chart  referred  to  ;  but  the  hou. 
Member  may  be  glad  to  know  that 
immeiliate  public  notice  of  all  derelicts 
reported  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  which 
are,  or  are  likely  to  become,  a  danger  to 
mariners,  is  and  for  some  years  past  Las 
been  given  through  the  medium  of 
Lloyd's  and  The  Shipping  and  Mercantile 
Gazette ;  and  that,  in.  addition  to  this, 
the  ^^  Monthly  Summary  of  Notices  to 
Mariners,"  which  contains  all  these 
notices,  is  and  for  some  years  past  has 
been  distributed  gratuitously  by.,  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  the  masters  of  ail 
vessels  leaving  t\\Q{  ports  of  tlie  United 
Kingdom. 
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Mr.  MACDONA  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  only  floating  derelicts  are  mentioned, 
and  that  no  information  is  given  regard- 
ing vessels  that  have  sunk  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  believe  ii>formation 
is  given  about  all  derelicts  of  which  there 
are  any  indicatiouFi. 

PRECAUTIONS  AGAINST  CHOLERA. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  what  steps  are  being  taken  to 
keep  the  local  seaport  authorities  in- 
formed from  what  foreign  country  or 
foreign  ports  cholera  might  be  introduced 
into  this  country  ;  and  what  assistance 
the  Local  Government  Board  propose  to 
give  to  local  seaport  authorities  to  enable 
them  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to  pro- 
vide for  an  efficient  system  of  medical 
inspection  of  vessels  and  to  provide  ships 
as  cholera  hospitals,  with  all  the  neces- 
sary requirements,  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  special  orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  precautions  against  the 
introduction  of  cholera  from  abroad  into 
this  country  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  :  In  the  case 
of  every  vessel  coming  from  foreign  ports 
the  officers  of  Customs  inquire  as  to  cholera 
and  other  cases  of  infectious  disease  on 
board,  and  if  a  suspected  case  of  cholera 
appears  to  have  occurred  they  would  at 
once  commnnicate  with  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  of  the  Port.  Notices 
appear  in  the  daily  press  as  to  the  eonn- 
tries  and  ports  in  which  cholera  is  pre- 
sent, and  if  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  any  information  as  to  a  serious  out- 
break of  which  there  had  been  no  public 
notice  the  Board  would  communicate 
with  the  Local  Authorities.  As  regards 
the  question  as  to  assistance  by  the 
State,  I  can  only  refer  to  the  replies 
which  were  given  to  similar  questions 
last  Session. 

BVIOTBD  FARMS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
seeing  that  the  Evicted  Tenants  Com- 
mission gave  the  number  of  evicted  farms 
that  had  been  taken  by  new  tenants  up 
to  the  date  of  their  report,  he  sees  any 
reason  why  these  figrn'os  should  not  be 
brought  up  to  date  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  report  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Commission    con* 


tains,  at  pages  18  and  21,  returns  of  the 
number  of  farms  relet  to,  or  purchased  by, 
new  tenants,  and  also  the  humber  of 
tenants  reinstated,  by  purchase  or  other- 
wise, on  17  specified  estates  which 
formed  the  subject  of  investigation  by 
the  Commission.  This  information  was 
prepared'  from  evidence  obtained  under 
the  powers  vested  in  the  Commission,  and 
I  am  willing,  under  the  special  circum- 
stances, to  have  the  returns  which  I  have 
indicated  brought  down  to  the  present 
date.  The  preparation  of  the  revised 
returns  will  be  undertaken  without  un- 
necessary delay,  and  I  hope  will  be  ready 
for  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill. 

THE  SOUTH  WALES  COLLIERY 
EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
Mr.  Boskill,  the  gentleman  appointed  to 
report  to  the  Gk)vernment  on  the  ooUiery 
explosion  at  Cilfynydd,  has  any  know- 
ledge of  the  Welsh  language  or  of  Welsh 
mining,  or  any  special  qualification  for 
the  position  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  As  far  as  I  know, 
Mr.  Boskill,  the  gentleman  referred  to, 
does  not  know  the  Welsh  language. 
Such  knowledge  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  bo  a  necci^sary  qualification  for  counsel. 
Mr.  Boskiirs  special  qualifications  are 
his  familiarity  with  mining  law  and  with 
the  practice  of  mining,  and  the  experi- 
ence gained  by  him  in  previous  inquiries 
of  a  similar  character  which  he  has  con- 
ducted for  the  Government  in  other  parts 
of  the  country  with  thoroughness  and 
ability. 

HUB-ASSISTANT  INSPECTORS  OF  MINES, 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  has  recently 
received  resolutions  passed  by  colliery 
workmen  at  Merthyr  and  elsewhere  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  practical 
colliers  as  sub-assistant  inspectors  of 
mines ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
strong  public  demand  for  such  appoint- 
ments, he  will  favourably  consider  these 
resolutions  ? 

Mr;  ASQUITH  :  No  recent  resolu- 
tions from  colliery  workmen  at  Merthyr 
and  elsewhere  have  been  received  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  practical 
colliers  as   subnEissistant    iospeotors    of 
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mines.  A  new  assistant  inspector  of 
mines  has  just  been  appointed  for  South 
Wales,  and  two  more  of  practical  experi- 
ence as  workmen  are  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed assistant  inspectors  for  quarries 
and  metalliferous  mines.  This,  I  am 
afraid,  is  as  far  as  I  can  at  present  go  in 
the  direction  suggested  by  my  hou. 
Friend. 

A  TRADE    DISPUTE  IN   SOUTH   WALES. 

Mr.  rand  ell  (Glamorgan, 
Crower)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  arising  out  of  a  tinplate 
trade  dispute,  the  workpeople  interested 
held  a  demonstration  at  Gorseinon,  near 
Swansea,  on  the  26th  June  last,  and, 
thoagh  orderly,  were  charged  and  batoned 
by  a  small  body  of  police  ;  that  many 
persons  who  took  no  part  in  the  proceed- 
ings were  chased  across  the  common  and 
severely  wouuded  by  the  police  ;  that  in 
the  early  morning  of  the  following  day 
some  18  or  20  tinplate  workers  were 
resting  in  a  timber  yard  by  permission 
of  the  proprietor,  and  whilst  many  of 
them  were  asleep,  were  attacked  and 
bludgeoned  over  and  through  a  barbed 
wire  fencing  which  encloses  the  premises, 
and  seriously  injured  by  the  police  :  can 
he  state  at  whose  instance,  and  by  what 
authority,  this  attack  was  made  ;  and 
whether  a  full  inquiry,  at  which  the  in- 
jared  persons  may  be  represented  and 
heard,  will  be  made  into  the  conduct  of 
the  police  on  the  occasions  referred  to  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  advised  by 
telegram  that  the  Chief  Cons  tablets  Re- 
port has  been  despatched,  but  as  I  have 
not  yet  received  it,  I  am  afraid  I  must 
postpone  my  answer  till  Thursday. 

INCOME  TAX  ASSESSMENT. 
Mb.  FARQ UH ARSON  (Dorset, W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  is  aware  that  an 
ooeapier  and  owner  of  land  in  Essex,  on 
appealing  against  his  Income-tax  assess- 
ment to  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes  at 
Chelmsford,  was  granted  a  total  remls- 
iioD  of  the  tax  ander  Schedules  A  and  B, 
but  that  on  his  applying  for  a  certificate 
to  that  eflect,  in  order  to  take  advantage 
of  Section  8  of  the  Tithe  Act,  he  was  in- 
formed that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
certificate  of  having  proved  a  loss,  except 
when  the  tax  has  been  paid  with  a  view 
of  ita  retom ;  and  whether,  if  such  is  the 


case,  he  oau  say  to  whom  application 
should  be  made  in  such  a  case  for  a 
certificate  that  the  Schedule  B  assessment 
has  been  remitted  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (SirW.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  believe  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  part  of  the  question.  In  cases  where 
a  certificate  can  be  demanded  under  the 
Tithe  Act,  1891,  Section  8,  Sub-section 
(6),  it  has  to  be  given  by  ^'  the  Commis* 
sioners  of  Taxes,*^  to  whom  application 
would  be  properly  made  (as  I  understand 
it  was  in  the  case  referred  to)  through 
their  clerk.  But,  in  the  instance  to 
which  the  question  refers,  I  am  informed 
that  the  tithe  did  not  amount  to  two- 
thirds  of  the  Schedule  B  assessment. 
Consequently  Clause  8  of  the  Tithe  Act, 
1891,  does  not  apply  at  all. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON:  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it 
does  not  state  on  the  Paper  itself  that 
Schedule  B  was  entirely  remitted  ? 

Sir  W,  harcourt  :  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  give  a  further  answer.  If  the 
hon.  Member  wishes  for  further  infor- 
mation I  must  ask  him  to  put  a  question 
on  the  Paper. 

COUNTY  MAGISTRATES. 

Mk.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  would  bring  in  and  endeavour 
to  pass  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment a  Bill  to  enable  fit  persons  to  be 
appoLnteil  county  magistrates  who  now 
are  disqualified  by  reason  of  not  having 
either  an  estate  in  land  of  the  value  of 
£10()  a  year,  or  a  reversionary  interest  of 
the  value  of  £300  a  year,  and  not  living 
in  a  house  in  the  county  assessed  at  as 
much  as  £100  a  year  to  the  House  Duty  ; 
and  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
found  himself  hampered  in  making,  or 
advising  the  Crown  as  to  making,  ap- 
pointments to  the  county  benches,  by 
reason  of  the  persons  otherwise  suitable 
not  having  the  above  qualifications  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  The  answer 
to  both  my  hon.  and  learned  Frieud^s 
questions  is  in  the  affirmative. 

THE  POET  LAURKATESHIP. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  reason 
for  the  delay  in  filling  up  the  post  of 
Poet  Laureate  ;  and  when  it  is  likely  to 
be  filled  np  ? 
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Mr.  PAUL  (Edinborgh,  S,) :  Before 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  answers  that 
question,  raajl  ask  will  the  Gorernment 
test  the  soundness  of  the  hereditary 
pridciple  by  reobtnmending  the  *  appoint- 
ment of  the  present '  Lord  Tdnnyson>  in 
8acces8iou  to  his  father  ? 

SirW.HARCOURT  :  No,Sir;  I  think 
not.  I  have  no  desire  to  extdnd  the 
hereditary  principle.  This  is  rather  a 
delicate  question,  and  amid  conflicting 
claims  I  must  shelter  myself  in  the  d^ent 
obscurity  of  a  learned  language  and  reply, 
Poeta  nascitur  nonfit. 

Mk.  W.  RAWSON  SHAW  (Hali- 
fax): Arising  out  of  the  reply  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman,  may  I  ask  whether, 
ju  view  of  the  genenil  dissatisfaction  in 
Jiterary  circles  in  consequence  of  the  un- 
precedented delay  of  two  years  in  filling 
up  this  ancient  office,  and  the  injustice  to 
possible  candidates  of .  further  delay,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  communicate 
with  the  Prime  Minister  and  represent 
to  him  the  general  feeling  in  farour 
of  an  early  decision  ?  ! 

.  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  My  hon. 
Friend  must  remember  what  happened  to 
the  shepherd  Paris  when  he  had  to  award 
the  apple,  and  the  misfortunes  which 
befell  him  and  his  partner — sprettB  injuria 
formcB, 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  : 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
-to  hold  a  limited  competition,  and  ask 
the  poets  to  send  in  their  specimens  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

JABEZ  BALFOUR, 

Sir  E.  ASHMF^D  -  BARTLETT 
■(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Argentine'  Courts  have 
refused  the  extradition  of  Mr.  Jabez 
Balfour  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  institute  proceed- 
ings against  the  persons,  other  than  Mr. 
Jabez  Balfour,  who  were  responsible  for 
the  companies  of  the  Liberator  g^oup  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  As  to  the 
first  part  of  this  question,  I  have  no  in- 
formation ;  and  as  to  the  second,  I  must 
refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Attorney 
General. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  do.  not  know  whether  the  right ,  hoi). 
Gentleman  is  aware  tUat  I  have,  asked 
the   seoond   question   of     t{ieiiiAtj^n«y 


General  on  more  than  one  occasion  be- 
fore "without  being  answered,  and  there- 
fore I  must,  with  all  respect  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner,  press  him 
to  state  whether  it  is  or  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  institute  pro- 
ceedings against  those  who  are  respon- 
sible for  these  great  frauds  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :   I  am  afraid 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  extract  from 

me  information  I  do  not  possess. 

» 
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FINANCE  BILLr-(No.  303.) 
THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read.  ' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  th^  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— r(TAc  Chancellor  of  the.  Ex- 
chequer.y 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill.  We  have  been  told 
that  political  eoonomy  has  been  banished 
to  Jupiter  and  Saturn,  and  I  fear  tbere  is 
much  truth  in  the  statement.  At  any 
rate,  in  moving  the  rejection  of  thiA  Bill, 
I  shall  endeavour  to  do  so  without  any 
heat  or  party  feeling,  and  rather  as  if  I 
were  an  economist  in  Jupiter  or  Saturii 
looking  down  on  this  earth.  Indeed,  I 
can  easily  do  so,  for  I  have  no  expeotar 
tion  of  succeeding  :to.an  estate,  noriwill 
the  equalisation  of  the  Death  Duties 
affect  me,  as  my  interests  are  in  the  main 
not  in  real,  but  in  personal  property. 
In  the  first  place,  I  will  deal  wiw'  the 
principle  of  graduation.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  says  that 
it  was  advocated  by  Adam  .^Smith 
and  John  Stuart  Mill.  On  the  eon- 
trary,  however,  I  am  able  to  show  that 
both  those  eminent  authorities  have 
condemned  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  fact,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  tkat 
graduation  as  proposed  in  this  BUI  has 
been  condemned  by  the  general  consent 
of  political  economists  and  the  sentiments 
of  the  civilised  world.  The  Ghaneiellor 
of  the  Exchequer  iindeed  attempted  to 
jusUfy  Ijtimsetf  by  the  statemeal  ^hat 
wills  are  of  mod^n  origin,  that  previously 
the  prope^'ty.  wept  to  the;;State^and  thwt 
l^,9iD^i]^il:OOMr9eit^4hat  now  parogposedjwas 
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adopted  in  feudal  times,  I  do  not  know 
that  any  precedent  from  barbarous  races 
and  feudal  times  would  be  verj  satisfac- 
tory, but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  before  the 
origin  of  wills  property  devolved  not  on 
the  State,  but  on  the  family.  The  argu- 
ment based  on  the  precedent  of  feudal 
times  is,  I  admit,  in  point,  but  I  should 
have  thought  it  was  rather  a  warning 
against,  than  a  reason  for,  the  proposal. 
Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  objections  to 
graduation  as  proposed  in  this  Bill  ?  It 
is  unjust ;  it  tends  to  discourage  thrift ;  it 
has  no  natural  limits,  and,  being  a  tax  on 
capital,  it  will  ultimately  fall  on  the  poor. 
Firstly,  then,  as  regards  justice.  M. 
Thiers  truly  says  that  for  the  State  to 
make  a  graduated  charge  is  as  if  a 
tradesman  or  hotel  keeper  had  different 
prices  for  the  same  article.  We  know 
what  we  should  think  of  such  a  person  ; 
but  in  future  he  will  at  any  rate  be  able 
to  quote  the  authority  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  doing  so.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tells  us 
that  if  a  man  leaves  £100,000,  £4  per 
cent,  or  £4,000  belongs  to  the  State. 
We  have  only  the  authority  of  the  right 
boD.  .Grentleman  for  the  statement,  but 
if  4  per  cent,  belongs  to  the  State,  why 
does  he  in  some  cases  take  1  or  2  per 
cent,  only,  and  in  others  6,  7,  or  8  per 
cent.  ?  The  country  is  asked  to  believe 
that  this  is  because  he  wishes  to  tax  the 
rich.  But  in  that  case  the  duty  ought 
to  be  levied  on  the  amount  received. 
This,  however,  is  not  done.  Ten  men 
may  receive  the  same  sum,  and  yet  each 
pay  a  different  rate  of  duty.  Or  take 
another  case  mentioned  in  the  Committee. 
A  man  left  £260,000  ;  in  his  will  he 
bequeathed  something  over  £200,000  in 
oharities  and  to  younger  children,  leaving 
for  his  eldest  as  residuary  legatee  about 
£SOfiOO.  Now  the  rate  of  dutv  on 
£260,000  is  6i  per  cent.  ;  the  unfortu- 
aate  son  would  have  to  pay  at  that  rate 
.on  the  whole  £260,000  which  would 
amoant  to  over  30  per  cent,  on  his  in- 
heritance. Surely  this  is  most  unjust 
Now,  I  come  to  the  discouragement  of 
Ithrift.  It  is  obvious  that  if  you  say 
to  a  man  that  if  he  saves,  you  will 
make  him  pay  not  only  in  proportion  to 
what  he  saves,  but  at  a  higher  rate,  you 
weaken  materially  the  inducement  to 
economy*  This  is  especially  the  case 
when  ho  is  near  any  of  the  breaks  in  the 
scale.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Leader  of  the  Opposition  put  the  case  of 
a  man  who  had  £996,000,  and  said  very 
justly  that  he  would  think  twice  before  he 
would  save  another  £5,000.  In  reply  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that — 

**  He  had  mure  coafidence  in  human  nature 
than  to  believe  that  in  such  a  case  as  that  men- 
tioned by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  man 
would  be  induoe<l  not  to  aiid  to  his  capital 
merely  because  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  thereby  get  a  hundred  or  two 
more  of  that  money." 

Now,  Sir,  that  stiows  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  not  fully 
realised  the  effect  of  his  own  proposal, 
because  if  such  a  man  save  £6,000  the 
effect  would  be  that  his  estate  would 
have  to  pay  not  £100  or  £200  more, 
but  it  would  come  under  a  higher  scale, 
and  have  to  pay  £5,400.  That  is  to  say, 
the  effect  of  his  saving  £6,000  would  be 
that  his  heirs  would  get  £400  less  than 
if  he  had  not  saved  the  £6,000.  As 
long  as  the  Duty  was  1  or  2  per  cent, 
people  did  not  think  much  about  it ;  but 
when  you  raise  it  to  4,  6,  or  8  per  cent, 
the  case  is  very  different.  It  cannot  then, 
I  think,  be  doubted  that  the  proposal 
will  1)0  a  great  discouragement  to  thrift. 
Professor  Fawcett  justly  said,  in  his 
Manual  of  Political  Economic  that  "  pro- 
gressive taxation  would  operateas  a  dis- 
couragement to  prudence."  My  next 
objection  is  that  there  is  no  natural 
limit.  You  are  on  an  inclined  plane, 
and  will  not  know  where  to  atop.  My 
next  objection  is  that  the  tax  being 
a  tax  on  capital  will  ultimately  fall  on 
the  poor.  No  one,  I  suppose,  will  deny 
that  it  is  a  tux  on  capital,  and  I  may 
again  quote  Professor  Fawcett  that — 

"  Capital  is  the  fuml  from  which  labour  is 
remunerated.  It  thus  becomes  obvious  that 
wages  in  the  aggregate  depend  ujjon  the  ratio 
between  capital  and  population." 

That  has  been  the  general  opinion 
of  economists.  On  this  point  I  may 
refer  to  a  writer,  who  will,  I  am  sure, 
carry  great  weight  with  the  Govern- 
ment. Mr.  Henry  George,  in  his  Progress 
afid  Poverty  says — 

"  The  theory  that  wage«  are  fixftl  by  the  nitio 
between  the  numl)er  of  labourers  and  the 
amount  of  capital  devote<l  to  the  employment 
of  labour  ....  holds  all  but  UQdiapute<l 
sway.  It  bears  the  endorsement  of  the  very 
highest  names  among  the  cultivators  of  |x3liti- 

cal  economy It  is  taught  in  all  or 

nearly  all  the  great  English  and  American  Uni- 
versities, and  is  hud  down  in  the  books. 
.  .  .  .  It  has  been  accepted  by  economists 
from  the  time  of  Adam  Smith  to  the  present  day." 
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Mr.  George  is  himself  6i  a  different 
opinion,  but  I  quote  him  to  show  that  in 
the  opinion  of  all  economists  from  Adam 
Smith  to  the  present  day  this  Estate 
Duty,  though  paid  in  the  first  instance 
by  those  who  are  comparatively  rich,  will 
really  fall  on  the  poor.  But  there  is 
another  way  in  which  this  legislation  will 
injure  the  poor.  M.  Jules  Simon — for- 
merly Prime  Minister  of  France — in  a 
recent  article  against  graduated  taxation, 
justly  says  that — 

''  Security  U  a  boon  which  the  poor  require 
as  much  or  even  more  than  the  rich,  and  it  will 
no  longer  exist  in  a  country  after  so  great  a  blow 
giTen  to  our  Institution." 

Sir,  these  are  wise  words,  and  I  repeat  with 
regret  that  these  proposals  are  a  great 
blow  to  our  Institutions — to  that  security 
on  which  the  happiness  and  prosperity 
of  us  all,  of  poor  as  well  as  rich,  so 
greatly  depends.  To  my  mind  these  are 
overwhelming  objections  to  these  pro- 
posals. There  are  others  which  do  not 
belong  to  the  essence  of  the  proposal,  bnt 
which  seem  quite  gratuitously  introduced. 
It  is  certainly  a  grievous  hardship  that  pro- 
perty passing  from  hnsband  to  wife  should 
pay  the  same  Estatb  Duty  as  if  it  went 
to  a  stranger.  Certainty  it  should  be  the 
policy  of  a  wise  statesman  to  unite  as  far 
as  possible  the  interests  of  husband  and 
wife.  Again  the  Government  propose 
not  only  to  tax  museums  and  collections 
of  pictures  (even  in  some  cases  if  given 
for  public  purposes),  bnt  to  use  them  to 
raise  th6  rate  on  the  rest  of  the  estate. 
In  collections  of  family  pictures  the  case 
seems  peculiarly  hard.  In  the  "  School  for 
Scandal,"  old  Moses  encourages  Charles 
Surface  to  sell  his  family  portraits  to 
meet  an  emergency,  but  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  goes  further  and  thinks 
it  a  good  thing  in  itself  to  break  up  such 
collections.  This  is  no  doubt  a  matter  of 
sentiment,  and  if  hon.  Members  above 
the  Gangway  have  no  feeling  on  the  sub- 
ject I  can  only  regret  it.  Again,  scientific 
collections,  though  bringing  in  no  income, 
are  to  pay  Estate  Duty.  This  is  clearly 
a  discouragement  to  Art  and  Science,  and 
is^  I  submit,  contrary  to  public  policy. 
Again,  it  has  been  pointed  out  in  many 
cases  during  the  course  of  these  Debates, 
especially  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Wighty  that  executors  will  under 
this  Bill  have  extraordinary  difficulties- 
difficulties  in  estimating  value,  the  im- 
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portance  of  which  will  be  much  greater 
than  it  is  now — in  presenting  accounts  ; 
above  all,  in  raising  the  funds  to  pay  such 
heavy  sums.  All  these,  moreover,  are 
aggravated  by  the  drastic,  and  I  must 
say  tyrannical,  powers  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners ;  powers  which  I  hope  they 
will  never  intentionally  exercise,  but 
which  nevertheless  we  ought  not  to  confer 
upon  them.  Apart  from  the  difficult 
task  imposed  upon  executors,  and  from 
the  amount  levied,  there  will  be  cases  of 
great  hardship  from  the  plans  proposed. 
I  can  only  mention  one  or  two.  Take  for 
instance,  the  case  of  merchants  and  manu- 
facturers. Merchants  will  be  very  hardly 
dealt  with  by  the  provision  that  in  deter- 
mining Estate  Duty  debts  abroad  are  not 
deducted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
th6  Member  for  Liverpool  has  told  us 
tiiat  when  cotton  is  purchased  the  price 
is  payable  in  New  York.  Now  in  these 
cases  the  executor  has  to  pay,  in  the  first 
instance,  without  any  deduction  for  the 
foreign  debts.  No  doubt  afterwards, 
months,  perhaps  even  two  or  three  years, 
he  may  claim  back  the  amount  overpaid 
— perhaps  at  great  inconvenience — but 
is  not  entitled  to  any  interest.  Take, 
again,  the  case  of  our  manufacturers. 
If  their  mills  are  freehold  they  may 
spread  the  payment  over  eight  years ;  but 
if,  as  is  generally  the  case,  they  are  lease- 
hold, the  whole  amount  must  be  paid 
down,  unless  they  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Commissioners,  which  certainly  would 
not  improve  their  credit.  It  would  be 
easy  to  multiply  instances  of  the  hard- 
ships inflicted  by  the  Bill,  but  1  must 
pass  on.  Sir,  no  one  can  doubt  that  this 
Bill  will  be  injurious  in  many  ways,  and 
I  very  much  doubt  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  receive  the  amount  they  ex- 
pect under  it.  Rightly  or  wrongly,  it  is 
regarded  as  unjust,  as  being  in  the  words 
of  Thiers  un  vrai  pillage^  or  in  those  of 
John  Stuart  Mills  a  "  form  of  robbery,'* 
and  when  people  are  smarting  under  the 
sense  of  injustice,  and  have  the  highest 
scientific  authority  f6r  considering  that 
they  are  being  robbed,  depend  upon  it 
they  will  not  submit  if  tbey  can  help  it. 
I  know,  for  instance,  of  one  case  in 
which  a  man  had  left  over  £260,000 
to  charities.  He  is  now  distributing  it. 
That,  of  course,  will  benefit  the  charities, 
but  the  State  will  get  no  Estate  Duty 
and  will  lose  over  £30,000  of  Legacy 
Duty  which  it  would  otherwise  have  re* 


185 


Finance 


{17  July  1894} 


BiU. 


186 


eeived.  I  understand  there  are  already 
cases  in  which  fathers  are  already  dis- 
tributing some  of  their  shares  among 
their  children:  But  there  is  a  second 
way  in  which  the  Chancellor  will  lose, 
which  has  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  yet  been 
referred  to  in  these  Debates.  Let  me 
ask  the  House  to  consider  how  those  pro- 
vistonit  will  affect  the  Income  Tax.  It 
is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  Estate 
Duty  is  a  tax  on  capital.  A  man  dies, 
and  the  State  takes — ^I  will  not  take  an 
extreme  case,  but  we  will  say — 7  per 
cent,  of  his  property,  in  that  case  his 
heir  is  so  much  the  poorer.  If  you  had 
aot  taken  it  the  heir  would  have  paid  the 
same  Income  Tax  on  it  as  the  deceased  ; 
but  as  you  have  taken  it  he  will  have  a 
smaller  income,  and  will  therefore  pay 
less  locome  Tax.  The  Estate  Duty  has 
been  compared  to  deferred  Income 
Tax.  The  analogy  does  not  seem  to 
me  satisfactory.     I  should  rather  com- 

rtre  it  to  anticipated  Income  Tax. 
may  be  told  that  Income  Tax  is  only 
8d.  in  the  £1.  Yes  ;  but  you  take  your 
Estate  Duty  only  once;  your  Income  Tax 
comes  in  every  year  ;  in  a  few  years  it 
would  mount  up,  and  in  this  way  also 
the  Estate  Duty  will  be  no  clear  gain, 
but  a  certain,  I  might  say  n  considerable 
part  of  what  you  take  in  Estate  Duty 
you  will  lose  in  Income  Tax.  You  are 
in  fact  to  this  extent  killing  the  golden 
goose.  I  for  one  have  very  great  con- 
fidence in  the  judgment  of  the  Houfc  of 
Commons,  when  it  has  heard  the  argu- 
ments, fiut.  Sir,  that  has  not  been  the 
cflise  iri  the  present  instance.  I  make  no 
complaint ;  it  is  impossible  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  be  always  in  their  places, 
but  I  feel  dure  I  shall  not  be  contradicteil 
wheti  I  say  that  on  Amendment  after 
Amendment  the  Grovernmeut  would  have 
hebn  defeated  if  the  question  had  been 
decided  by  those  who  listened  to  the 
Debate.  Another  strong  reason  for  delay 
is  the  very  doubtful  meaning  of  many 
provisions  in  the  Bill.  We  have  heard, 
evening  after  evening,  the  learned  Attor- 
ney and  Solicitor  General  contending 
with  othei"  eminent  lawyers  in  the  House, 
not  merely  as  to  wliat  the  law  should  be, 
but  as  to  what  the  meaning  of  the  Bill 
really  is,  and  we  must  all  have  observed, 
except  in  one  or  two  cases,  that  no  other 
lawyer' In  the  House  has  supported  the 
TieiTfl  expressed- bv  Government.  Why, 
Sir;  '6t   Report  the  Government   them- 


selves put  down  over  100  drafting 
Amendments.  Now,  we  often  speak 
lightly  of  drafting  Amendments.  They 
pass  easily  in  Committee.  But  they  are 
most  important.  The  Courts  of  Law 
must  decide,  not  according  to  what  we 
mean,  but  to  what  we  say.  They  are 
bound  bv  the  letter  of  the  Act.  In  other 
countries  the  course  of  legislation  is  very 
different.  In  France,  for  instance,  the 
Legislature  only  lays  down  general  prin- 
ciples. It  is  the  Conseil  d'Etat — not 
an  elective  body  at  all,  but  a  Court  of 
permanent  officials,  which  reduces  the 
general  propositions  to  rules,  and  is  care- 
ful to  permit  no  cases  of  individual  in- 
justice. There,  then,  the  exact  wording 
is  not  so  material,  here  it  is  of  great  im- 
portance. But  even  here,  in  any  but  a 
finance  Bill,  drafting  Amendments  (*an 
be  made  in  the  other  House.  This  being 
a  finance  Bill  they  have  no  opportunity 
of  doing  so.  No  one  can  doubt  that  if 
there  were  any  opportunity  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  would  make  many  other 
Amendments,  and  the  only  way  we  can 
enable  them  to  do  so,  is  by  post[)ouiiig 
the  Bill,  so  that  they  may,  if  they  see 
fit,  re-introduce  it  next  year.  I  am  not 
finding  any  fault  with  either  the  very 
able  draftsmen  or  with  the  leameil  law 
officials.  But  with  such  a  Bill  as  this, 
dealing  with  such  complex  and  difficult 
subjects,  mistakes  are  unavoidable,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  doubt  that  if  the  Bill 
passes  in  its  present  form  it  will  lead  to 
emlless  litigation  and  great  injustice. 
Passing  on  to  the  equalisation  of  the 
Death  Duties  on  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty, the  reasons  which  have  led  wise 
statesmen  to  make  the  difference  are  cer- 
tainly very  cogent.  I  will  only  allude 
to  the  greater  facility  of  sale,  to  the 
numerous  calls  on  the  holders  of  real 
property  in  support  of  this,  and  pass  on 
to  the  main  reason — namely,  to  the  fact 
that  rates  fall  mainly  on  real  property. 
The  whole  of  the  Death  Duties  only  bring 
in  £11,000,000,  to  which,  moreover,  real 
property  contributes  a  substantial  part, 
while  rates  now  amount  to  £30,000,000, 
so  that  if  we  consider  not  only  national, 
but,  as  in  fairness  we  must,  local  burdens 
also,  real  property  is  already  overburdened. 
Perhaps  it  may  be  said  that  local  burdens 
shouhl  be  equalised  also,  but  I  believe 
that  those  who  have  looked  into  the 
matter  agree  that  this  is  impracticable. 
The  only  way  in  which  the  difficulty  can 
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be  met  is  by  national  subveutious  in  aid 
of  rates.  This  Bill  will  greatly  strengthen 
those  who  wish  these  national  grants  to 
be  largely  increased.  You  will  indeed 
make  their  claim  from  this  point  of  view 
almost  irresistible.  I  have  hitherto 
opposed  these  grants,  believing  that  they 
lead  to  extravagance ;  but  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law,  I  do  not  see  how  the  claim 
can  be  resisted.  The  only  other  section 
of  the  Bill  to  which  I  will  refer  is  that 
relating  to  the  National  Debt.  With 
one  trifling  exception  it  has  been  the 
•custom  for  yeard  and  years,  when  any 
change  has  been  made  in  the  National 
Debt,  to  do  so  in  a  separate  Bill.  The 
only  real  exception  was  more  than  100 
years  ago,  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  he  had  to  go 
back  more  than  another  century  to  find 
any  precedent. 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT:  There   are 
other  precedents. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  have  not  been 
able  to  find  any  other  precedent.  I  do 
not  believe  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
<!hequer  will  be  able  to  produce  one. 
We  shall  see.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian  always 
dealt  with  this  matter  in  a  separate 
Bill.  The  course  adopted  by  Mr.  Pitt 
was  denounced  by  Charles  James  Fox 
and  the  Liberal  Party,  because  it 
rendered  it  more  easy  to  tamper  with  the 
subject,  and  deprived  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  reasonable  opportunities  for 
consideration.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  always  acted 
on  this  view,  and  it  has  been  reserved 
for  the  present  Government  to  sacrifice  a 
principle  of  great  importance  for  a  tem- 
porary convenience.  I  do  not,  how- 
ever, ^wonder  that  they  wished  to  avoid 
<liscussion  on  this  unfortunate  proposal. 
This  clause  alone  would,  on  the  principles 
laid  down  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer himself,  justify  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  greatly  to  be  regretted 
that  in  a  time  of  peace  the  Government 
should  tamper  with  the  Sinking  Fund. 
Adam  Smith  justly  said  that  the  practice 
of  borrowing  *^  has  gradually  enfeebled 
every  nation  that  has  adopted  it,"  and  he 
proposed  that  one-third  of  the  Revenue 
should  be  devoted  to  repayment  of  debt. 
Mr.  Cobden  quotes  with  approbation  the 
saying  of  an  American  statesman  that 
the  reduction  of  debt  gave  more  strength 
to  a  nation  than  100  ships  of  the  line  ready 
for  battle,  or  100,000  armed  soldiers.    It 
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is  not  going  too  far  to  say  that  if  the 

nation    does  not  destroy  the  Debt,  the 

Debt  will  destroy  the  nation.     But  there 

is  another  statesman  whom  I  should  like 

to  quote.     He  said — 

'*  To  touch  the  Sinking  Fund  in  time  of  peace 
in  order  to  meet  ex|)enditurc  which  we  regard 
as  indispensable  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
would  be  a  fatal  and  cowardly  error,  unworthy 
of  a  great  nation.  I  pray  the  Ck)mmittee  to 
consider  the  vital  consequences^  alike  in  peace 
and  in  war,  of  this  great,  perhaps  the  greatest 
of  all  national  reserves,  a  reserve  not  leas 
valuable,  even  more  v^uable  than  the  Naval 
and  Military  Beservet.  In  peace  times  our 
financial  credit  depends  upon  the  confid^ioe 
that  is  felt  that  the  nation  is  ready  and  willing 
to  make  all  the  sacrifices  necessary  to  meet  its 
needs  and  obligations ;  that  its  policy  is  not  to 
increase,  but  to  diminish  the  Puolic  Debt.  .  .  . 
In  times  of  war  this  fund  becomes  a  pricelesB 
resource — a   resource  not  less  powerfal  than 

ships,  or  guns,  or  men Ton  could  not 

do  a  more  unwise  or  spendthrift  act  than  to 
dissipate  in  peace  this  groat  reserve.  It  is  your 
war-chest.  Let  nothing  induce  us  to  shuffle 
our  responsibilities  oft  our  own  shoulders,  and 
foist  them  on  our  successors." 

Sir,  these  are  the  words  of  the  Chan* 
celior  of  the  Exchequer  hunself.  It 
is  not  I  who  call  these  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  ^  fatal 
and  cowardly  error.**  That  is  his  owu 
condemnation  of  his  own  proposals.  It 
is  not  I  who  say  that  we  cannot  do  '*  a 
more  unwise  or  spendthrift  act  than  in  a 
time  of  peace  to  dissipate  the  Sinking 
Fund."  That  is  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  says.  It  is  not  I  who 
say  that  '^  we  have  no  right  to  shuffle 
our  obligations  off  our  own  shoulders  and 
foist  them  on  our  successors."  That  is 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
says.  But  who  is  shuffling  our  obliga- 
tions off  our  own  shoulders  and  foisting 
them  on  our  successors  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  himself.  I  adopt 
his  words  ;  I  implore  the  House — 

^To  consider  the  vital  consequence  of  this 
great  reserve — a  reserve  not  less  valuable,  even 
more  valuable  than  the  Naval  and  Military 
Reserves.  Our  financial  credit  depends  upon 
the  confidence  that  the  nation  is  ready  to  make 
all  the  sacrifices  necessary  to  meet  its  needs  and 
obligations,  that  its  policy  is  not  to  increase, 
but  to  diminish  the  Public  D^bt."  . 

That  is  admirable  wisdom,  eloquently 
stated.  It  was  loudly  cheered .  from  the 
Government  Benches,  and  I  hope  thej 
will  act  on  their  opinion.  Sir,  I  thank 
the  House  for  the  courtesy  with  wbioh 
they  have  listened  to  me«  I  beg  to  move 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  because  amongst 
other  reasons: — (I)    It   will .  introduce 
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innamerable  difficulties  In  winding  up 
estates  ;  (2)  because  ihe  syrstem  of  Death 
Duties  proposed  have  been  condemned 
bj  the  general  voice  of  political  econo- 
mists as  unjust ;  (3)  because  taxes  on 
capital  tend  to  discourage  thrift  and 
lower  wages ;  (4)  be(sause  it  is  undesir- 
able to  tax  so  heavily  property  passing 
to  widows  and  children  ;  and,  last,  not 
least,  because  it  tam[>ers  with  the  Sink- 
ing Fund,  which,  in  the  words  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excher]uer,  is  ^'  an  un- 
wise and  spendthrift  act "  and  weakens  a 
reserve  which,  to  quote  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  once  more,  is  ^'  even  more 
valuable  to  the  country  than  our  Naval 
and  Military  Reserves,"  aud  on  the  main- 
tenance of  which  ^'  our  financial  credit  as 
a  nation  depends/' 

•Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regis)  secondeil  the  Motion  for  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill.     He  Haid,  that  after 
exactly  three   months   and   one  day  of 
debate  on  this  measure — a  Debate  unex- 
ampled in  the  case  of  a  Budget  Bill,  but 
absolutely  necessitated  by  the  character 
of  this  Bill — the  House  must  be  quite 
fatigued  of  it,  and  glad  that  the  end  had 
come.     But    if  the  House  rcmeml>ered 
the  extraordinary  complications  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  enormous  number  of  ques- 
tions embodied  in  it,  the  wonder  would 
be  that  the  Debate  hud  lusted  so  short  a 
time,  and  not  that  it  had  continued  so 
long.       It   had   been    recognised   by   a 
financial    authority,  second  only  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — namely, 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  that  any  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  Death  Duties  must  necessarily 
OQcnpy  the  whole  of  the  Session  ;  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  nn  attempt  to  deal 
with  one  of  the  Death  Duties  had  l)eeii 
considered  adequate  work  for  one  Session. 
But  here  they  had  proposals  to  deal  with 
the  Probate   Duty,     the  Legacy  Duty, 
the     Succession     Duty,    Estate    Duty, 
Account     Duty,      and     the     temporary 
Death  Duties  impose<l  by  the  late  Chau- 
cellor  of  the   Exchequer,   all  of  which 
were  thrown  into  the   melting  ])ot,  and 
out    of    them    ai-ose    this    new     Estate 
Duty  that  ihey  were  now  considering. 
Instead  of  taking  three  months   of  one 
Session  a  Bill  like  this  shouhl  have  taken 
nine  months  of  three  or  four  Sessions. 
He  regretted  so  many  matters  had  been 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  because  he  felt 
thej  had  not  been  adequately  discuH&ed, 


but  he  regretted  still  more  the  spirit  in 
which  this  matter  had  been  introduced 
into  the  House.     It  had  not  l)een  intro- 
duced in  the  spirit  of  a  statesman,  nor 
even    in    the    spirit    of    an   expert  tax 
collector,  but,  he  regretted  to  say,  in  the 
spirit  of  hatred,  malice,  and  all  uncharit- 
ableness,    which    some     of     the     most 
advanced  Radicals  of  this  day  believed  to 
represent  true  policy.     The   Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  gone  about  the 
matter  as  he  would  have  done  in  order  to 
collect  a 'tax,  but  he  had  gone  about  it  in 
order  to  satisfy  those  of  his  followers  who 
felt  envious  of  men  wealthier  than  them- 
selves, hateful  of  the  possessors  of  land, 
and  hateful,  above  all,  of  the  men  who 
did   not  always  vote  on  the  same  side  of 
politics.     It  could  not  be  said   that  the 
Opposition  had  treated  this  Bill  unfairly, 
for  never  was  there  a  Bill  at  once  more 
complex  or    more    closely   debateil   and 
more  pertinently  dealt  with  than  this  Bill, 
had  been.    He  considered  the  Chancelloit 
of  the  Exchequer  would  have  got  all  he 
wanted  by  imposing  a  surtax  of   10  per 
cent,  on  existing  duties,  and  such  a  pro- 
posal would  only  have  involved  three  or 
four  days*  debate  instead  of  three  mouths, 
a  course  which  he  himself  (Mr.  Bowles]^ 
hud  proposed   at  the  outset    in  a  letter 
published  in  tlie  Press.     The  right  hou.. 
Gentleman  would  not  listen  to  that  prac- 
tical suggestion,  and  instead  of  getting 
£1,000,000,  as  he  thus   would  have  done- 
out  of  the  Death  Duties  this  year,  his  belief 
was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  now  get  nothing  at  all.  How  little 
consideration   was  given  to  the  framing 
of  the  Bill,  and  how  greatly  it  required 
amendment   could    be  shown   by  a  few 
figures.      As   the   Bill    was   introduced- 
the  22  clauses    relating   to  the  English 
portion  of  the  De^ith  Duties  consisted  of 
523  lines.     There  were  omitted  hy   the 
Government  26  lines,  so  that  the  Bill  con- 
sisted then  of  497  lines.    There  were  then 
added  by  Amendment   157  new   linos  in 
Committee,  aud  subsequently  on  Report 
203    lines ;     consequently     to    the    497 
original  lines  there  hud  been  udde<l   360, 
so    that    the    Bill    as    it   stood  ut   this 
moment  Avas  to  the  extent  of  nenrlv  half 
entirely  composed  of  new  nmtter,  while 
the  important,  iinpoiiu<ling.  Clause  8  had 
been   abandoned.      Of   this   new  matter 
page   after   page    had    been    put   down 
by  the  Government,  showing  that  when 
they   originally   framed   the    Bill    they 
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4id    not    know    their   own    mind.-    A 
Bill  more  gfosslj   and  »hamefully  pro- 
pared    had   nerer  heen    put    before  the 
House,    and    never    had     :i     draftsman 
done    his    duty    so    badly.     The  fault, 
however,    was    not  so   much    with    the 
dhtftsman  as  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     So  difficult  was  the  duty  he 
had   to  perform,  so  completely    absurd 
were  the  principles  that  had  to  be  put 
into  the  Bill,  that  he  scarcely  wondered 
the  draftsman  should  have  performed  his 
task  even  so  ill  as  he  had  done.     The 
first    principle    of  taxation    was  to   go 
where    the   money    was — to    **  stick    to 
the  bush  with  the  berries  on."     Another 
principle   was  to    follow    the    property 
into    the    hands  of   the   man   who   had 
it — to   go    so    far    as    your  arm   could 
reach  and  no  farther.     These  principles 
of  taxation  had  been  pursued  since  taxa- 
tion was  first  invented,  but  from  both  of 
them  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
'had  departed.     The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man had  elected  to  go  not  to  the  man  who 
had  the  property  now,  but  to  the  man  who 
had  had  it ;  he  went  to  foreign  countries 
where    the    arm    of    the    tax   collector 
could  not  reach,  and  he  turned  his  atten- 
tion not  to  the  beneficiary  to  whom  he 
should  go  for  taxation,  but  entirely  to 
the  dead  man  who  no  longer  possessed 
the  property.     Like  a  modern  Orpheus, 
the   Chancellor  of   the    Exchequer   de- 
iicended  to  the  realms  of  Pluto,  with  his 
lyre  of  graduation  in  his  hand,  clutched 
his  deceased  Eurydice,  and,  like  Orphens 
again,  he  would  find  he  would  lose  her 
before  he  brought  her  into  light.     There 
was    a   special    reason    why  the   Death 
Duties  should  not  be  brought  before  the 
world   for  discussion.     The   system   of 
•collection  of  these  duties  had  worked  ad- 
mirably hitherto,  because  the  duties  had 
heen  most  carefully  concealed  from  the 
public  gaze,  and  had  worked  like  a  mole 
in  the  ground,  out  of  sight  of  all  but  the 
victims  as  they  came  up  singly  for  taxa- 
tion.     But  now  the  Chancellor  of   the 
Exchequer  had  exposed  them  to  public 
view,  and  not  only  did  so,  but  put  an  end 
to  the  arrangement  which  experience  had 
found  to  work  so  well,  put  before  the 
whole  of  the  possible  taxpayers  of  the 
country  the  probability  that  they  would 
be  mulcted  in  these  large  sums,  and  thus 
suggested  the  temptation  to  discover  the 
means  of  evasion  and  avoidance  of  these 
duties.     There  were  two  principles  upon 
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which  thisi  Bill  rested,  aggregation  and 
graduation.  How  waa  the  prtneiple  of 
Aggi'^gtktiou  carried  out  ?  It  had  been 
explained  over  and  over  again  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  this  :  When  a 
man  died  they  were  to  take  the  whole  of 
his  property  and  make  it  into  one  heap. 
The  big  heaps  were  to  be  charged  at  a 
higher,  and  the  little  heaps  at  a  lower 
rate,  but  the  whole  justification  for  the 
differential  system  of  taxation  lay  in  the 
fact  that  one  aggregation  was  made  of 
the  whole  of  the  property  a  man  had 
left.  According  to  the  Bill,  however, 
instead  of  there  being  only  one  there 
were  no  fewer  than  19  different  aggrega- 
tions or  segregations,  or  segregations 
of  segregations.  A  man  might  leave  one 
of  each  of  the  19  classes  of  property. 
Suppose  17  of  the  classes  represented 
£1,000  each,  and  two  of  them  consisted 
of  an  annuity  of  £25,  and  an  Indian  pen- 
sion which  would  makeup  together  £1,000. 
The  result  would  be  that  the  man  would 
have  left  £18,000,  and  the  first  sug- 
gested aggregation  would  be  on  £18,000, 
but  they  then  had  to  deduct  from  this 
ten  of  those  kinds  of  property  which 
were  either  to  be  aggregated  separately 
as  estates  by  themselves  or  were  to  be 
exempted  from  the  Estate  Doty  alto- 
gether. In  other  words,  from  the  £18,000 
they  would  have  to  deduct  £9,000,  so  that 
the  aggregation  would  only  amount  to  half 
the  man's  property.  Take  now  the  case 
of  a  man  whose  property  consisted  of  only 
one  kind  not  subject  to  any  of  these 
separate  aggregations  or  segregations, 
but  aggregated  enturely  under  the  first 
aggregation.  That  man  paid  on  £18,000. 
(^  that  they  taxed  one  man  according  to 
one  principle  and  another  according  to 
another  principle,  not  because  he  had 
more  property  but  because  his  property 
was  of  a  different  kind.  As  soon  as  they 
found  that  they  had  made  19  aggrega- 
tions, it  would  be  seeu  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  cut  away  from  their  feet  the  only 
ground  on  which  they  could  rely  for  im- 
posing on  these  properties  a  graduated 
and  increasing  duty.  Yet  these  systems 
of  aggregation  and  segregation  had  been 
adopted  with  a  view  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  India 
called  "equality  of  sacrifice."  This 
equality  of  sacrifice  would  make  one  man 
pay  on  £18,000  and  another  with  the 
same  amount  of  property  on  £9,000. 
The   greatest   fiaw  in    the    calculations 
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of  the  Government  had  reference  to 
.the  foreigner.  Tbe  bou.  Meuilxir  for 
Carnarvonahirc  told  them  that  he 
bad  invested  half  his  property  in 
foreign  securities.  Well,  suppose  the 
hon.  Member  was  a  millionaire,  and  tbat 
he  had  invested  haif-a-million  in  foreign 
securities,  Mark  what  happeneil  in  the 
name  of  equality  of  sacrifice  and  simplifi- 
cation. The  half-a-million  tbat  the  hou. 
Member  had  abroad  was  aggregated  with 
the  half-a-million  at  home,  and  tbero  was 
to  pay  8  per  cent,  on  a  million,  or  £80,000. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  CHrnarvoushire 
was  a  shrewd  person.  He  bad  ascertained 
that  to  make  bis  foreign  half-a-million  Mife 
all  be  had  to  do  was  to  put  it  in  tlie  bandit 
of  a  foreign  executor.  If  tbe  bou.  Member 
had  not  done  it  already  be  would  probably 
do  it  now.  Tbe  effect  would  be  tbat  the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  would  not 
be  able  to  get  a  halfpenny  on  tbe  half- 
a-million  abroad,  but  he  would  come 
upon  the  English  executor  and  levy  tbe 
whole  of  the  duty  on  him  and  tbe  lialf-a- 
million  at  home. 

An    hon.    Member  :     Of  course    he 
does. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  "Of 
course  be  does,"  said  an  hon.  Memlier, 
who  presumably  came  from  tbe  northern 
half  of  the  couutry.  Tbe  result  was 
tbat  on  the  British  {mrt  of  tbe 
estate  tbe  duty  would  not  be  8  per 
cent,  but  16  per  cent.,  because  tbe 
Government  bad  been  so  foolish  as  to  try 
to  get  duty  on  tbe  other  half-a-million 
which  was  beyond  their  reach.  Tbat 
was  equality  of  sacrifice  and  .simpUHcu- 
tton  I  Then,  take  tbe  man  whose  whole 
million  was  in  this  country.  His  suc- 
cessor would  only  pay  8  per  cent.,  while 
theunfortunate  successor  of  tbe  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Carnarvon  Borougbs  would 
pay  16  per  cent.,  because  the  Cbauccllor 
of  tbe  Exchequer  in  bis  search  for  taxes 
had  committed  a  blunder  wbicb  bad  never 
entered  into  tbe  mind  of  any  tax  collector 
before  this  year.  He  came  now  to  the 
probable  effects  of  the  Bill.  Tbe  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Cbauccllor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  three  montbs  ago  reminded 
them  that  Probate  Duty  was  now  payable 
only  on  personalty,  or  by  the  Account 
Duty  on  voluntary  settlements,  and  be 
proposed  to  impose  it  on  realty,  and  also 
on  property  settleil  for  valuable  con- 
sideration, which  practically  meant  a  pro- 


perty under  marriage  settlement.  He  also 
increased  the  Succession  Dutv  by  charg- 
ing it  on  principal  value,  wuerever  the 
fee  simple  passed,  and  the  rigbt  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  rather  given  them  to  un- 
derstand tbat  this  was  a  tremendous 
matt-er.  Yet  he  bad  since  had  to 
avow  tbat  all  the  increase  of  duty 
he  expected  to  get  under  this  head 
was  £100,000,  which  was  an  in- 
finitesimal part  of  the  £10,000,000 
tbe  Death  Duties  were  to  produce.  He 
(Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  had  always  held 
tbat  when  a  man  got  the  fee  simple  of  an 
estate  he  should  pay  on  the  value  of  the 
estate,  but  at  the  same  time  he  had 
always  said  tbat  the  amount  which 
would  he  realised  from  the  change 
would  be  a  mere  trifie,  and  his 
words  were  now  proved  to  be  accurate. 
It  was  a  mere  drop  in  tbe  bucket.  But 
what  did  the  right  hou.  Geutleman  hope 
to  get  out  of  the  whole  scheme  ?  From 
personalty,  wbicb  now  paid  £8,910,000, 
tbe  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  hoped  to  get 
£2,(XX),000  more,  and  from  realty,  which 
now  produced  £l,loO,000,  be  hoped  to 
get  £1,350,000  more.  Mark  this  :  they 
took  the  swollen  money  1>ags  and  on 
them  they  charged  an  extra  23  per  cent., 
and  then  they  took  tbe  shrunken  and 
shrinking  acres  and  charged  upon  them 
not  an  extra  23,  but  an  extra  117  per 
cent. — as  to  which  every  practical  man 
would  remark,  ^'  Don^t  you  wish  you  may 
get  it  ?  "  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
short,  hoped  to  get  these  tremendous  in« 
creases  of  from  £3,500,000  to  £4,000,000 
by  taxing  realty,  wbicb  could  not  pay,  and 
by  taxing  persooalty  of  the  larger  kind, 
which,  he  undertook  to  say,  would  not 
pay.  And  now  he  came  to  tbe  most 
interesting  part  of  the  matter.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
very  chary  of  figures — more  so  eveu  than 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue — 
and  in  spite  of  his  (Mr.  Bowles's)  heart* 
rending  appeals  bad  always  consistently 
refused  to  give  any  data  on  which  they 
could  judge  whether  tbe  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman's  calculation  of  £3,500,000  or 
£4,000,000  was  correct,  and  therefore 
Members  had  had  to  speculate  upon  the 
possible  results  for  themselves.  He  had 
worked  out  tables  for  himself  with  great 
trouble  aud  sacrifice  of  time,  but  as  tbe 
figures  were,  like  those  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  founded  on  imperfect 
data  and  on  expectation  that  ipigbt  prove 
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to  be  ill-founded — though  he  was  sure  of 
the  general  drift  of  them — he  would  not 
^ive  the  details.     There  were  five  heads 
of  expected  increase  ;  and  the  first  was 
aggregation,     which     was    .  professedly 
carried  out  by  the  Bill,  but,  as  he  had 
shown,  was  not  really  carried  out.     By 
the  system  of  aggregation  or  of  charging 
property  altogether  instead  of  separately, 
he  did  not  believe  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  get  a  farthing.     By 
,the  next  head  of   increase,  which  was 
graduation,  he  should  get  a  great  deal ; 
but  he  begged  the  House  to  note   this 
remarkable    fact  about   the   duty :   that 
although  it  professed  to  extend  over  all 
property  passed  by  death,  if  the  figures 
were   examined  it  would  be   seen    that 
there  was  no  increase  of  duty  on  estates 
up   to   £50,000.      That   seemed  a   bold 
thing'    to     say  ;     but    if     anyone    had 
carefully  worked  out  the  figures  as  he 
had,  he  must  have  been  driven   to   the 
same    conclusion.      He    believed, '  as    a 
matter   of    fact,    that    on    such    estates 
rather  less    duty  would  be   levied  than 
was  collected  at  present  in  consequence 
of  the  exemptions   that  were  allowed. 
No  doubt   in   regard  to  estates  of  over 
£50,000  the  system  of  graduation  came 
in  with   ^uch  strength  and  increases  of 
duty  were  so  rapid  that  a  large  amount 
of  extra  duty  should  be  levied  if  all  went 
right.  He  had,  therefore,  allowed  a  large 
amount  for  the  increase  under  the  head 
of  graduation,  but  he  would  not  give  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  details 
of  his  calculations,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had   himself  persistently  re- 
fused   to    givje   his   own  figures  to  the 
House.      He   (Mr.  Bowles)  would  give 
the  general    result.     The   extension    of 
Probate  Duty  to  real  estate  and  marriage 
settlements  was  the  third  head  of  increase, 
which  might    represent   a    considerable 
amount,  but  not  so  much  as  graduation. 
The    fourth    bead  was  the   increase  of 
duty   on  property  in  the  United  King- 
dom  belonging    to    foreigners — ^and   on 
paper  this  increase  was  quite  stupendous. 
For   instance,   at  present  if  a  foreigner 
domiciled  abroad  died  leaving  £5C0,000 
in    the    United    Kingdom,    his    widow 
paid    £20,000.       Under    the    Bill    the 
widow  would  pay  £35,000.     So  that  on 
paper  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  that 
class  of  property  was  very  great ;    but 
when  the  duties  came  to  be  realised  he  did 
not  believe  that  they  would  amount  to  anv- 
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thing  at  al).    With  regard  to  th^  fifth,  and 
last,  head,  there  would  also  be  a  great  in- 
crease— on  paper.    They  were  attempting 
for  the  first  time  to  put  Probate  Duty  on 
property  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  an 
English    Court.      He    referred    to    the 
Estate  Duty  on  property  situated  outside 
the  United   Kingdom.       That  property 
was  something  quite  immense.     Few  of 
them  realised  the  vast  amount  of  English 
property  abroad — very  small  in  France, 
strange  to  say ;  very  large   in  America 
and    in     the    Colonies.       Out     of    the 
£200,000,000  passing  annually  by  death 
his     estimate     was     that     there     was 
£40,000,000   abroad.      The    Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  tax  that 
property,  but  he  (Mr.  Bowles)  did  not 
think  anything  would  be  got  out  of  it. 
At  any  rate,  he  had  allowed  nothing  for  it 
in  his  calculation.  Now,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  all  he  expected,  his  (Mr. 
Bowles's)  estimate  of  the  total  increase 
was  larger  than  that  of  tiie  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ;  but  he  would  not  get  it. 
But  the  domiciled  foreigner  would  take  his 
property  away,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  get  anything  out 
of  the  property  of  persons  domiciled  here 
situated  out  of  the  United  Kingdom.   He 
(Mr.  Bowles)  allowed,  tberefore,  nothing 
for  these  ;   but  on  the  second  and  third 
heads  of  increase  his  calculation  was  that 
there  might  be  realised  under  the  Bill  in 
England  £2,500,000.     Those  were   the 
total  increases  of  duty  that  he  thongbt 
might  reasonably  be  expected  to  be  gdt. 
What  had  they  to  set  against  thro  ?     He 
thought  the  House  would  be  surprised 
when   it  came  to  see  the  sacrifices  that 
the   Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer  had 
made.      He    did     not    tbmk  the    right 
hon.     Gentleman     quite    realised  them 
himself.     He  had  avowed  that  the  Bill 
diminished  the   yield  of  the  Succession 
Duty   more  than    one-half.     The  yield 
would,  indeed,    be    far   less  than    half, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not    taken     into    account     the    various 
diminutions  he  had  effected  in  Succession 
Duty  as  it  still  existed.     How  was  real 
estate  to  be  valued  under  the  Bill  ?     At 
the  moment  of  the  death  of  the  person  who 
left  it,  that  was  to  say,  it    was  to  be 
valued  at  its  value  at  a  forced  sale  at  a 
given    moment.      A    forced    sale    took 
10  per  cent,  at  least  off  every  thing.  Then 
there  was  the   further  limitation  of  the 
value  by  the  proviso  that  it  was  never  to 
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ezoeed  25  times  the  annual  value  as  set 
down  in  Schedule  A  of  the  Income  Tax, 
with    all    the    deductions     allowed     in 
Schedule  A  pins  all  the  other  deductions 
allowed  by  the   Succession    Duty   Act. 
Fioally,  from  the  sum  thus  reached,  they 
were  to  make  a  deduction  of   12^  per 
cent,  in  the  case  of  land,  and  16}  in  the 
case  of  houses,  as  a  general  recognition  of 
the  extra  hurdens  that  land  and  houses 
bore.      That  might  be    averaged  at  1*5 
per  cent.     In  addition  to  that  they  had 
to  deduct  5  per  cent,  for  management, 
or    a    total    of    20    per    cent.,    which, 
with    the   10  per  cent,   ou    the  forcetl 
sale,  would  amount  to  30  per  cent.     So 
that  they  had  to  take  30  per  ceut.  oif 
the  value  before  they  l)egan  to  charge 
the    property.      That    would    have    an 
enormous  effect  in  reducing  the  amount 
of    Succession  Duty    that   would   come 
into  the  Exchequer,  which  was  the  first 
great  sacrifice  of  duty.   Where  the  estate 
WM  of  moderate  value  and  the  Huecessor's 
life  was  fairly  young,  instead  of  getting 
more  duty  out  of  real  estate  they  would 
get  less.    Where  the  life  was  very  old,  or 
the   estate  very  large,  then  alone  they 
might  get  more.     As  to  the  abolition  of 
the  1  per  cent.  Legacy  Duty,  he  did  not 
reckon  that  it  would  produce  more  than 
a  loss  of  £200,000  at  the  outside,  which 
'Was   the   second   sacrifice.      Then  there 
was   a  great   sacrifice  made   iu   respect 
of    estates     under     £600.       The    duty 
levied  now  was  £10,  but  this   was    to 
be  reduced  to  oOs.     He  was  not  saying 
whether  this   was   right  or  wrong,  but 
it   was  a   serious   sacrifiee   of  taxation, 
because  it  must  be  rcinembcred  that  the 
value  of  these  properties  was   immense. 
Their  amount  was  at  least  £7,000,000. 
Then  he  came  to  estates  between  £500 
and  £1,000,  and  here,  too,  a  large  sacrifice 
of  duty  was  made,  as  these  estates  formed 
09  per  cent,  of  the  whole  estates  on  which 
Death  Duties  were  charged  and  amounted 
to  some  £17,000,000.    The  duty  on  joint 
annuities  of  £25  was  also  sacrificed,  also 
that  on  Indian  pensions  (in  the  case  of 
widow  and  child),  also  that  on  specifie<l 
property  consisting  of  articles  of  historic 
or  national  interest  left  to  Public  Bodies, 
and  thaton  advowsons.  Again,  the  colonial 
deductions  were  very  important  indeed, 
and     the    sacrifice    of    duty    ou     them 
would    be    very    large,    so    large    that 
he  believed    that,    instead    of    getting 
more  out  of  property  situatetl   abroad, 


they  would,  in  the  end,  get  fafless. 
Finally,  there  M'cre  the  exemptions  ^fcs  to 
settlement.  Here  the  loss  to  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  tremendous,  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  any  of  the  enthusiastic 
Radicals  who  advised  him  had  the 
slightest  notion  of  what  the  amount  would 
be.  He  would  give  a  case  within  his  own 
knowledge.  There  were  four  lives  where 
a  large  property  was  involved  held  now 
by  a  gentleman  of  75,  His  next  suc- 
cessor was  72  and  unmarried  ;  the  next 
71,  and  the  fourth  66.  In  a  few  years 
they  would  all  die,  and  under  the  system 
now  existing  duty  would  be  payable  at, 
say,  5  per  cent,  on  each  of  the  four  deaths, 
or  in  all  20  per  cent.  But  under  this 
Bill  the  property,  being  settled,  would 
pay  under  the  same  circumstances  only 
one  5  jMjr  cent,  plus  1  per  cent. — 6  per 
cent.  Had  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chetiuer  considered  what  he  would  lose 
under  the  new  system  ?  He  (Mr. 
Bowles)  very  much  doubted  it.  As  a 
final  result,  then,  he  reckoned  that 
from  the  £2,500,000,  which  he  estimated 
would  be  the  increase  of  the  Budget, 
deductions  to  tlio  amount  of  £l,800,(KX) 
must  be  made  on  account  of  these 
sacrifices.  That  left  a  total  net 
increase  which  would  be  derived  from  the 
proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  £700,000  instead  of  3^  or  4 
millions.  He  was  aware  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  say  this  was 
speculation,  but  so  were  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  estimates.  And  now 
how  were  they  to  get  this  £700,000  ?  They 
were  going  to  get  it  by  levying  £2,500,000 
of  extra  taxation  on  no  more  than  500 
people — that  was  to  say,  on  those  500 
whose  estates  were  over  £50,000,  while 
leaving  the  remaining  50,000  estates  un- 
touched or  even  diminished  in  charge. 
Mark  the  danger  of  this  !  Surely  the 
House  would  see  the  enormous  oppres- 
sion, difficulty,  and  danger  of  levying  a 
greatly  increaseil  taxation  from  a  few 
people.  It  had  always  been  recoguisted 
that  if  they  imposed  duties  which  were 
too  high,  or  imposed  them  on  too  few 
people,  they  ran  the  risk  of  not  getting 
them  paid.  The  course  taken  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this  Bill 
was,  therefore,  eminently  calculated  to 
lead  to  evasion  —  that  was,  unlawful 
avoidance  —  or  avoidance  —  that  was, 
lawful  evasion — the  same  lawful  CNasion 
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which     the    gentleman     practised     o» 
HouDslpw  .  I^th    wheu    he    put    hia 
wf^tch  in  his  boot  because  he  was  afraid 
of  the  high  way  QiaD.      He  did  not  know 
that  aujone  ever  blamed  tlie  gentlemau 
who  successfully  carried  his  watch  across 
the  heath  by  that  device,  neither  should 
he  blame  those  gentlemen  whom  it  was 
proposed  to  tax  out  of  existence  if  they 
found  and  adopted  some  decent  means  of 
avoiding  these  duties.     There  were  two 
palpable  methods  of  evasion  :  One  would 
be    to  convert   property   into   securities 
payable  to  bearer,  which  could  be  done 
even  with  Consols,  which  thus  became  like 
so  many  £5  notes,  which  could  be  passed 
from  hand  to  hand,  requiring  no  registra- 
tion and  leaving  no  more  trace  of  them- 
selves than   sovereigns.       With   .public 
attention  called  to  this  duty,  and  these 
'500  persons  challenged  to  protect  their 
own  property  as  far  as  they  could  from 
the  rapacity  of  the   Chancellor  of   the 
Exchequer,  did  the  House  not  think  that 
the  idea  would  occur  to  them  to  turn  a 
deal  of  their  property  into  securities  pay- 
able to  bearer,  and  to  hand  them  over, 
perhaps    on    their    death-bed,   to    their 
heirs,  in  that  way  depriving  the  Chan- 
cellor   of    the  Exchequer   of    property 
he  would  never  be  able  to  tax  ?     That 
was    one    method    of    evasion    which 
would,  he  feared,   be   largely    adopted. 
It  had  been    largely    practised    in    the 
past,     and     would     probably     be     still 
more   extensively   used    in    the    future. 
Another   plan   by    which    the   payment 
of    this   unjust    tax    could    be   evaded 
would     be     to    insure    with     American 
offices.     As   hon.   Members    were   well 
aware,  there  had  of  late  years  been  an 
extraordinary  development  of  the  system 
of  insurance  with  American  offices.     He 
believed  that  that  course  would  be  still 
more  largely  resorted  to,  for  a  man  could 
insure  his  life  for  a  lump  sum  and  at  his 
death   the  office  would  pay  it  over  in 
cash   to   his    heirs  as    directed   in    the 
policy,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  not  get  one  penny  piece. 
Those  two  methods  he  called  evasion,  and 
he  did  not  approve  of  them,  but   there 
were   also   half-a-dozeu    equally   simple 
methods  of  avoidance  of  which  he  could' 
not  disapprove — avoidance  in  conformity 
with  the  law  of  this  Bill  which  could  be 
practised  in  a  perfectly   honourable  and 
straightforward  manner  under  the  very 
nose  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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and  he  could  not  present. it^  .  First,-  the 
payment  of  tfie  tax  might.be^iyoided  by 
a  bona,  fide  transfer  inttr  vivos^  which 
could  not  beaet  aside,  p^vi^edjit  took 
place  12  months  before  the  death  of  the 
doQor.  He  was  able  to  sM^  froin  personal 
knowledge  that  during   the  last   three 
months  this  method  of  transferring  pro- 
perty had  beeu  made  use  pf  very  largely  in 
the  fear  of  this  Bill;  in  faot,  h.e  himself 
knew  that  fully  two  millions  pf  money 
had  changed   hands   in   this   way.     He 
thought  jt  was  probably  a  good  thing  for 
aged  fathers   to  pass  during  ti^eir  life- 
time some  portion  of  their  property  to 
their  youthful  or  middle-aged  sons,  but 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
certainly  lose  enormously  if  this  method 
of   passing  on   property  were  adopted 
generally.    Such  transfers  might  have  a 
good  effect  socially  and  morally,  but  they 
would  prove  deadly  for  the  Exchequer. 
A  second    method   of  avoidance  would 
be  to  buy  land  situated  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom.     This  was   not  liable  to  the 
payment  of  Succession  Duty,  nor,  there- 
fore, under  the  Bill,  to  the  new  Estate 
Duty  or    to   aggregation,   and   by   this 
means  a  millionaire  might  deprive  the 
Exchequer    of   every  farthing    of  duty 
on   his    estate*     Then    he  came    to    a 
third  method  of  avoidance.     Supposing 
that  a  man  wished  to  leave  money  lega- 
cies to   persons   in   this  country,  all  he 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  charge  the 
land  he  held  in  foreign  countries  or  the 
colonies  with  the  payment  of  the  legacies. 
These,  too,  not  being  liable  to  Legacy 
Duty,  were  not  liable  under  the  Bill  to 
the  new  Estate  Duty  or  to  aggregation. 
The  land  would  be  sold  and  the  money 
handed  over  to  the  legatees  in  cash,  and 
again  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  not  get  a  farthing  of  duty.     There 
was  also  a  fourth  method  of  avoidance. 
Personalty  situate    abroad,  say   in  the 
colonies,    might     be    settled    by    deed 
executed  in    the  colonies  with  colonial 
trustees.   Again  there  would  be  an  .escape 
from  liability  to  Succession  or  Legacy  Duty, 
and  consequently  under  the  Bill  from  the 
new  Estate  Duties,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  not  get. a  farthing. 
The    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  repeatedly  that  he  was  opposed  to 
settlements,  and  it  was  curious  to  see  how, 
in  spite  of  his  express  desire  to  restrict 
rather  than  favour  settlements,  the  result 
of  the  Bill  would  be  to  drive  more  property 
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J  ever  iuU>  actiloment,  wilU  (lousider- 
i  loi»  to  the  E\c;li(H|uor  iu  coutte- 
peace  of  the  Gfcli  method  d{,  uot  coni' 
partial,  ftvoiiiuuoe  thereby 
atrefMly  adverted  to,  which 
[buld  be  niiiL'h  euuouraged  by  thh  IliM. 
i  to  the  elTect  upon  this  yenrV 
,  the  Cliaut-eUor  of  llie  Exulie- 
ul  stated  that  lie  exjiotted  to 
renliite  a  radJiou  of  niouej'  from  the  Deuih 
Duties  thit>  year.  He  httd  himself  puiuled 
out  the  ftillaej-  of  that  hope,  and,  ivlthiiugh 
he  hail  during  the  Debates  giveu  it  an  ii'xii 
opinion  that  the  Chauceltor  o(  ihe  Ejt- 
cbe.|uer  might  realise  £700,IXK),  he  him- 
i^elf  felt  Htire  that  the  figure  wa»  too  high, 
luid  tlmt  most  of  it  would  be  on-allowed 
up  by  the  meaus  of  evuaion  and  avoid- 
KUoe  U>  which  he  had  referred.  Aud  the 
iiiaiu  renult  of  that  ill-com^idered,  bad, 
and  fooUsii  scheme  of  taxatiau  would  l)c 
that  iu  future  yearit  the  Cbanuellov  of 
the  Exchequer  would  get  less  instead 
additioual  duties.  As  to  ihie 
Hr,  be  pointed  out  that  the  Bill  wac 
By  to  comti  into  operatiou  on  Aut^unt  I 
plewl  of  Juue  1,  as  was  originally  in- 
'.  lud  he  very  much  doiibteil.there- 
!,  whether  the  Chautellor  of  the  Kx- 
Squer  would  liud,  at  the  end  of  the 
uicial  year,  that  the  Ueveiiue  had  i>eeij 
I  from  thiii  source  to  the  amount 
AfVCn  half-a-roillion.  Probably  £3()0,U00 
Vtild  be  nearer  ihe  mark.  Of  eoiirae, 
to,wu  aware  that  mauy  }>eople  did,  ax 
patter  of  fact,  pay  tiie  duties  before  the 
_"  I  legally  fixed,  because  they  wished 
i  distribute  (he  property  and  get  rid  of 
their  liability,  but  there  were  also  a  great 
many  who  would  uot  wish  to  do  it, 
and,  if  hif«  autieipatioos  were  realised, 
he  waa  at  a  loss  lo  understand  how  the 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposal  to 
make  up  the  difference  helweeu  his  esti- 
male  aud  what  would  be  the  aetuul  re- 
HpiB  from  these  increased  duties  during 
t  current  fioauuinl  year.  Why  they 
t  so  iiidignant  with  the  main  provj- 
isof  the  Bill  was  because  it  aimed  Ht 
g  most  oppressively  and  nti- 
■  one  very  Kmall  class  of  the  com- 
iy.  Jt  was  LU[«nded  to  oppretis  one 
alone,  aud  it  was  rankly  dishonest, 
t  whole  principle  of  the  Bill  aluuk 
_  h«ir  uiMtriln.  He  could  well  stirmi^c 
Irhallheeireot  of  lUeBiil  would  be  wfaeu 
e  to  be  put  into  practice  at  the  Jii- 
B«venue  UHice.  He  know  there 
I  nuiy  able  ofRcials  in   tbitl   oDine, 


but  he  doubted  if  even  they  would  be  abls  I 
to  work  this  extraordinarily  uotupiicat^jll 
machine  in  the  place  of  the  one  so  ruthr-l 
lesaly  deel>-oyed  by  the  Cbaucellor  of  tb«f 
Exchequer.  The  mere  thought  of 
the  lengthy  &ikd  intolerably  eomple? 
forms  that  wfkild  have  to  be  fllle<l  up  ii 
ok^ery  case  was  enough  tp  convince  faiu 
how  imprauticable  the  whole  proposal 
wait,  aud  pointed  uiore  clearly  tbau  any- 
thiug  else  perhaps  \o  the  immense  in- 
crease in  the  workiug  expenses  of  the 
departinsut.  That  would  have  to  be 
Inkeu  into  acconnt  when  estimating  the 
net  returns.  There  would  also  be  i 
many  difficulties  aud  objections  to  I 
met  that  he  very  much  doubted  whether  | 
the  duties  would  ever  he  properly  col- 
lected. Indeed  he  strongly  suspected  that 
that  view  was  begiuuing  to  pervade  the 
Defmrtment  itself.  They  had  done  their 
best  on  his  side  of  the  House  to  imfwove 
the  wretched  Bill,  and  ihey  were  con- 
tent now  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
cliequer  should  take  this  wreck  audi 
remuaut,  liiis  thing  of  shreds  aud  patohet,! 
and  do  with  it  as  he  pleased.  Let  the  I 
right  hon.  Gentleman  go  on  imposing  a 
penalty  of  :t'lOO  on  the  honest  executor 
liecause  he  refuseil  to  commit  perjury; 
let  him  t.o  on  imposing  n  tttx  on  the 
(jolonies  despite  their  protestH  ;  let  him 
endeavour  to  do  the  same  thing  iu  regard 
to  foreign  countries,  thereby  laying  the 
foundation  for  future  quarrels.  The 
right  hon.  (lentlemau  had  hiuuched  his 
ship  ;  they  had  eudeavoured  to  point  out 
the  holes  in  the  vessel :  they  had  eliown 
that  slie  could  uot  float,  and  could  never 
carry  her  cargo  of  taxation  ;  whoever 
sat  on  that  Bench  next  year  would  have 
to  re-naulk  and  dismantle  her,  and  re-rig 
her  from  truck  to  keelsou.  It  was  ex- 
tremely doubtful  if  the  damage  now  being 
done  to  that  delicate  machine  of  Death 
Duty  taxation  could  ever  be  repaired  now 
that  the  Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  liad 
gone  through  it  with  his  democratic 
sledge-hammer.  The  Chaucellor  of  the 
Esclieiiuer  might  cousolo  himself  with 
the  constant  plaudits  of  hnn.  Members 
who  sat  behind  him,  but  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemaji  that  the  Bill 
would  be  receive«l  by  those  wh 
at  work  as  it  was  now  by  those  who  were  1 
conversant  with  the  principles  of  true  j 
Ituance  neither  with  plaudits  nor  with 
curses,  hut  with  universal  shouta  of  ! 
ezliiignishabie  laughter. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  put 
the  word  **  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Qneetion  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  three  months.**— (A'tr  «/.  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
^  now  ^  stand  part  of  the  Question/* 

•Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lynn 
Regis  had  referred  to  the  extraordinary 
length  to  which  the  Debates  had  been 
carried,  and  certainly  no  hon.  Member 
had  'better  reason  to  be  accepted  as  an 
authority  on  that  point,  for  no  one  had 
contributed  more  amply  to  the  length  of 
the  Debates.  He  was  only  doing  the  hon. 
Member,  however,  justice  when  he  said 
that  in  the  many  speeches  he  had  made, 
the  height,  depth,  width,  and  length  of 
knowledge  he  had  shown  in  regard  to  the 
whole  realm  of  the  subject  of  the  Death 
Dnties  had  been  exceedingly  great,  and 
if  he  were  now  disposed  to  employ  his 
leisure  hours  in  editing  his  speeches  they 
would  form  a  valuable  compendium  of 
information  on  the  subject,  lit  up  by 
much  humour  ;  the  only  thing  that 
would  militate  against  the  sale  of  the 
volume  would  be  its  enormous  bulk. 
He  did  not  intend  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber into  the  Delphian  prophecies  which 
he  had  uttered.  He  felt  that  he  would 
soon  be  out  of  his  depth  if  he  attempted 
to  do  so,  and  were  to  enter  into  all  the 
intricate  points  of  argument  by  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  attempted  to  justify 
those  prophecies.  But  he  had  been 
struck  whilst  listening  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber with  the  thought  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  right  and  there  was  to  be 
only  a  very  small  addition  to  the  receipts 
of  the  Exchequer  by  virtue  of  this  Bill, 
there  surely  had  been  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  op|K>site  a  great  deal  of  cry 
about  very  little  wool,  and  it  was 
certainly  strange  that  hoD.  Members  ha<i 
fought  so  much  against  this  Bill  if  it 
would  take  so  little  out  of  their  pockets. 
Of  course  all  must  admit  that  this  Finance 
Bill  had  a  painfnl  side  to  it.  They  knew 
that  it  was  to  increase  taxation,  and 
nobody  liked  to  be  taxe<l.  .Whatever  the 
nature  of  his  property,  no  man  liked  to 
give  up  a  part  of  that  property  in  taxes. 
It  was  especially  hard  to  be  called  upon 
to  pay  more  at  the  present  time,  when  the 
majority  of  people  foiind  their  incomes 
dwindling  and  the  value  of  their  property 
vanishing  away^     It  was  to  be  lamented 


that  in  thfti^  great  atid  rich  cbimti^,' when 
they  were  enjoying  a  period  of  peace, 
the  necessity  had  arisen  for  an  expendi- 
ture in  excess  of  the  income  which  their 
ordinary  taxation  had  brought  in.  Look- 
ing at  the  circumstances  of  the  case  in 
this  respect,  his  greatest  hope  in  regard 
to  this  particular  Bill  was  that  it  would 
have  a  wholesome  effect  in  promoting 
economy  in  the  future.  He  ventured, 
indeed,  to  submit  that  they  would  that 
night,  in  reading  the  Bill  a  third 
time,  be'  setting  their  seal  to  a  good 
work.  They  would,  at  any  rate,  have 
passed  a  thoroughly  popular  Budget 
— a  Budget  based  on  common  sense — a 
Budget  based  on  true  principles  which 
stooil  out  clearly  and  plainly,  and 
commended  themselves  to  the  'judg- 
ment of  everybody  —  namely,  that 
to  the  needs  of  the  State  those 
that  were  rich  should  pay  the  most, 
and  that  all  wealth,  whether  if  was 
derived  from  real  or  from  personal  pro- 
perty should  pay  in  equal  proportions. 
If  a  man  was  fortunate  enough'to  inherit, 
say,  £50,000  worth  of  real  property,  why 
should  he  not  pay  the  same  as  if  he 
inheriteil  property  of  another  kind  ?  On 
these  two  points  he  was  sure,  from  what  he 
had  heard  through  the  country,  that,  with 
the  exception  of  a  few  very  rich  people,, 
everyone  commended  this  Budget.  Some, 
indeed,  even  of  the  richest  people,  had 
expressed  their  perfect  willingness  to  pay 
their  share  of  the  burdens  of  the  country 
out  of  the  fortunes  with  which  through 
many  happy  circumstances  they  had 
become  possessed.  He  believed  that  they 
would  ^nd  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  succeeded  in  doing  what 
before  he  introduced  this  Bill  would  have 
been  thought  an  impossible  task,  and  that 
was  to  make  a  popular  Budget  when  a 
deficiency  had  to  be  met  and  taxation 
increased.  The  reason  of  the  Chan- 
cellor's success  was  that  while  he 
had  got  to  raise  more  money,  he 
had  so  adjusted  the  taxes  that  the 
poor  among  the  people  would  actually 
pay  less  than  they  had  been  paying. 
Persons  whose  incomes  were  under  £oO(> 
a  year  would  make  actually  smaller 
contributions  than  before.  He  wished, 
however,  more  especially  to  look  at  the 
Budget  from  an  agricultural  point  of 
view.  By  far  the  most  numerous  class  in 
the  country  districts  were  the  agricultural 
labourers ;     and    they    all     knew    that 
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leitber  aggregatiounorgradualiou  would 
roable  the  agricultural  labourers  iu  the 
ery  least.  These  Death  Duties  would 
lOt  eaose  them  any  nightmares,  nor 
rould  they  have  any  occasion  to  conceive 
ohemes  of  evasion  or  schemes  of  in- 
urance  to  provide  against  what  they 
rould  be  called  upon  to  pay.  In 
agard  to  their  savings — ^for  happily 
J  their  better  circumstances  now 
lany  of  them  were  able  to  save  money — 
he  exemptions  which  had  been  attached 
0  this  Budget  would  put  tliem  in  a 
etfeer  poeition  than  before.  Those  hon. 
iembm  who  represented  largely  agri- 
nltiural  labourers  could  go  to  them  with 
deaaore  and  tell  them  that  this  was  a 
ludgot  which  imposed  nothing  iu  the 
ray  of  taxation  on  them,  but  which,  if 
hey  were  fortunate  enough  to  possess 
avings,  would  in  respect  to  those  savings 
;iye  them  relief  in  the  Death  Duties. 
3ut  with  regard  to  the  agricultural 
aboarers,  he  could  imagine  some  hon. 
jientleman  saying — ''But  there  is  the 
Beer  Duty,  the  addition  of  6d.  per 
Mrrel.*^  An  hon.  Member  who  ad- 
besaed   the   House  last  night    referred 

0  small  or  cottage  brewers.  He,  how- 
irWf  was  glad  to  know  that  this  Budget 
iroald  not  add  to  the  taxation  of  the 
sottagers'  beer,  at  least  in  the  county 
from  which  he  came.  Owing  to  what 
iie  Member  for  Midlothian  did  in  1880 
n  sweeping  away  the  Malt  Tax,  and 
rnring  to  what  the  present  Chancellor 
af  the  Exchequer  did  when  he  was 
DhaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1886, 
in  sweeping  away  the  cottage  brewing 
ieenee,  the  cottager  iu  Suffolk  was  in 
hid  position  of  being  able  to  brew  his 
leer  free  of  any  taxation  whatever.  He 
tad  his  barley  and  malt  at  the  prime  cost  of 
liein,  and  brewed  from  them  his  own  beer. 
To  tax-gatherer  troubled  him.  He  rejoiced 

1  a  privilege  which  labourers  in  this 
>antry  had  not  had  for  a  century  before 
le  present  generation.  He  was  only 
nrj  that  the  labourers  in  other  counties 
id  not  avail  themselves  more  of  this 
rivilege.  Though  he  was  not  a  beer- 
rinker  himself,  he  agreed  that  to 
io»e  who  worked  hard  in  the  fields 
lere  was  no  drink  more  wholesome, 
a  there  was  none  better  appreciated 
J  them,  than  home-brewed  beer.  But 
ext  they  came  to  the  second  most 
mmeroaa  class  in  the  agricultural  dis* 
Tiets*-4be    farmers.      To     them    this 


Budget  was  a  Budget  of  relieL  It  placed 
them  iu  a  position  superior  to  any  they 
had  been  in  since  the  Income  Tax  was 
lirst  imposed.  For  many  '  years  the 
Scotch  and  the  Irish  farmers  hml  been  in 
a  position  of  favour  in  regard  to  taxa- 
tion as  com]>ared  with  the  English  farmers. 
But  now  this  inequality  was  done  away 
with.  The  net  result  of  what  thev  were 
doing  in  this  Budget  was  that  every 
farmer  whose  rent  and  tithe  came  to 
£480  a  year  and  under  would  be  exemtp 
altogether  from  Income  Tax.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  by  the  altera- 
tions he  had  made  in  Schedule  B  of 
the  Income  Tax,  had  in  fact  con- 
ferred on  the  farmers  of  this  country 
a  boon  unprecedented  since  the  Income 
Tax  had  been  instituted.  Finally,  thej 
came  to  the  owners  of  laud  ;  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  to  the  owners  of  land  this 
Budget  was,  in  one  sense,  a  Budget  of 
relief.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  allow  them  iu  future  to  deduct  12^ 
per  cent,  from  gross  rent.  It  was  in  the 
past  a  very  unjust  thing  to  charge  under 
Schedule  A  on  the  gross  amount  which 
was  only  paid  into  the  owner^s  pocket  to  be 
paid  away  directly.  The  12^  per  cent, 
which  would  now  be  allowed  would,  in 
many  cases,  represent  the  difference  be- 
tween the  gross  and  the  net.  This 
would  be  a  considerable  relief,  and  it  had 
the  additional  merit  that  it  would  be 
given  every  year,  and  given  to  them 
while  they  were  alive';  and,  speaking  for 
himself,  he  preferred  a  present  annual 
relief  to  a  relief  given  to  his  estate  after 
he  was  dead,  which  could  do  him 
no  good  whatever.  He  could  not 
but  think  that  there  would  be  a  further 
advantage,  and  that  was  that  the  land- 
owners would  not  any  longer  stand  in  a 
position  of  privilege.  It  could  no  longer 
bo  said  that  they  had  certain  exemp- 
tions in  Imperial  taxation,  and  were, 
therefore,  not  entitled  to  be  dealt  with  on 
terms  of  equality  in  other  matters.  They 
would  now  be  in  a  better  position  to 
fight  the  battle  with  regard  to  local  rates. 
There  was  no  doubt  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  burden 
of  local  rates  fell  upon  real  property,  and 
the  ground  was  now  cleared  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  subject.  The  Opposition 
had  consumed  an  enormous  amount  of 
time  in  debating  this  measure  iu  its  dif- 
ferent stages,  and  he  could  not  say  but 
what  there  had  been  abundant  material 
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for  debate  in  the  propositiouB  which  they 
had  brought  forward  ;  but  a  good  deal 
of  the  discoMioo  had  been  of  what  he 
might  call  the  red  herriog  type.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  had  been  trailing  the 
red  herring  across  the  scent  in  order  to 
divert  them  from  what  was  their  real 
object.  The  real  object  of  the  Bill,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an* 
nounced  to  them  when  he  introduced  the 
Budget,  was  that  the  money  which  he 
wanted  should  come  from  where  the 
money  was,  aud  the  estate  left  by 
the  dead  man-  was  to  be  the  object  to 
which  he  directed  his  attention.  The 
discussions  which  had  taken  place  had 
been  devised  to  draw  their  minds  away 
from  that  issue.  One  other  thing  had 
struck  him  about  the  opposition  ta  this 
BiU.  It  was  the  curious  combination 
of  the  wealthy  brewer  and  the  poverty-- 
stricken landowner.  They  had  had  Dives 
and  Laaarns  working  together,  both  of 
them  desiring  the  >  crumbs  that  fell  from 
John  Bull's  table,  and  both  praying  that 
his  tax*collecting  dogs  should  not  be 
permitted  to  touch  their  sores  ^  Speaking- 
as  an  agricultural  Member,  he  said,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  they  ought  all  of 
them  to  receive  the  Chancellor  of  the 
£xcheqaer'8  proposal  with  thankfulness. 
3fa.  W.  LONG  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  was  sure  the  Hduse 
must  have  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speeoh  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down.  He  put  the  case  of  the  C  ban- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  so  happy 
a  manner  that  the  impression  left  upon 
their  minds  was  that,  notwithstanding 
that  the  Chanisellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  able  to  raise  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  Imperial  purposes,  no  one  had 
been  taxed  in  an  undue  degree,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  everybody  had  been  re- 
lieved from  taxation.  He  did  aot  dispute 
the  title  of  the  right  hon.  €rentlemaD  to 
represent  an  agricnltural  constituency, 
but  it  was  a  remarkable  thing  that  if  the 
labourers  and  tenant  farmers  and  owners 
had  bees  relieved  of  burdens  thev  bad 

■r 

hitherto  borne  that  with  regard  at  all 
events  to  the  vast  bulk  of  them  no  im- 
pression had  been  left  on  their  minds 
that  any  such  service  had  been  rendered 
to  them.  A  very  contrary  and  a  very 
deep  and  permanent  impression  had  been 
left  upon  their  minds  that  so  far  from 
having  been  relieved  from  taxation  their 
position  would  be  made  infinitely  worse 

Mr,  Everett 


by  the  passing  of  this  Budget  than  it 
was  at  present.  He  would  like  to  point 
out  that  in  the  ooncessionis  which  had 
been  granted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer-^-tfor  which  he  tendered  him 
his  thanks! — he -had  had  some  regard  to 
tbe  exigencies  and  hardships  of  their 
situation.  He  could  not  go  further,  and 
say  with  the  right  hon.  GeutlBman 
opposite  that  they  ought  to  be  grateful 
because  they  had  reeeived  a  greater 
relief  than  burden  laid-  upon  them.  He 
must  say  that  he  Imd  listened  with 
amusement  to  the  commencement « and  to 
the  end  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech. 
The  hon.  Member  told  them-  at  the  oom* 
mencement  of  Lis  speech  that  it  was  a 
painful  thing  that  taxation  should  be 
laid'  upon  anybody.  Then  he  said 
he  hoped  this  burden  would  have 
the  eifect  of  promoting  eoonomy-.  No 
doubt  the  hon-.  Gentleman  hoped  that, 
but  he  (Mr.  Long)  did  not  think  his 
wish  wovkl  be  realised.  And  then  at 
the  end  of  iiis  sj^ch  the  -hon.  MeiAber 
had  to  say  that  taxation  was  levied  on  a 
limited  number  of  persons  i4  order  to 
relieve  the  vast  number  el  the  people. 
Woukl.  it  promote  economy  to*  say  that 
the  lobger  number  should  oall  the  tune 
and  that  a  limited  number  shoukl  pay  the 
piper?  The  principle  of  the  Budget 
might  1)0  a  just  and  wise  one.  He 
thought  it  was  an  unwise  and  unjtts^one; 
but  it  might  be  wise  and  just  and  capable 
of  being  supported  by  argument  and  goo<l 
reason.  But  he  maintained,  whatever 
e^ct  it  might  have,  they  were  altogether 
changing  the  system  under  which  taxes 
had  been  hitherto  raised,  and  that  whe- 
ther it  would  or  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  shifting  the  burden  of  taxation 
on  to  the  shoulders  of  those  belter  able 
to  bear  it,  most  unquestionably  ilf  eould 
not  have  the  effect  of  impressing  upon 
the  minds  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people  of.  this  country  tbe  necessity  of 
economy.  i  <     • 

Mk.  EVERETT  explained  that  what 
he  meant  was  that  expenditure  did  not 
come  from  the  bottom  upwaiids,  but  from 
the  top. 

Mr.  W.LONG, continuing, said, he  had 
in  his  mind  the  recollection  of  a  speech 
made  bj  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer,  when  he  dwelt  with  great  force 
upon  the  demands  for  money  made  by 
Representatives  in  that  Hou^  and- 
pointed  out  that  such  a  course  mest  lead 
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to  great   difficulties  in   the  future,   and 
that  jear  by  year  the  national  expendi- 
ture was   going  on   because   they   were 
seeking  to  relieve   first  one  person  and 
then    another  from  the  burdens    which 
they  had  hitherto  borne.       Tiie  practice 
had  been  to  make  use  of  the  Public  Ex  • 
chequer  to  lighten  these  burdens  which 
fell  with  special  sererity  upon  the  poorer 
class  of  the  community.      lie  submitted 
that  whatever  effect  the  Budget  might 
have,  it    would  not  have  the  effect,  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  attacheil  so 
much  importance,  of  inducing  n  spirit  of 
economy  in  the  land.    With  regard  to  the 
•remark  that  whoever  else  might  feel  the 
burden  of  this  taxation  the  agricultural 
labourer  would   not,  he  would   have  a 
word  to  say  later.       He  had  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  London  University  with  the 
greatest  possible  interest,  and  he  rejoiced 
that  he  came  to  a  conclusion  much  the 
same!   as   that   of    the   hon.   Gentleman 
oppoisite— namely,  that  whatever  else  re- 
sdlted,  as  they  had  endeavoured  to  put 
real  and  personal  property  on  an  equal 
fboting,  the  next  step  muMrt  be  the  re- 
adjustment of  the  burdeut<  of  local  taxa- 
tion, with  the  object  of  putting  the  two 
classes  of  property  ou  au  equality   for 
that  purpose.     He  hoped  that  when  next 
year  came,  and  some  effort  was  made  in 
that  direction,  they  would  not  only  have 
the     sympathetic    words    of  the     hon. 
Gentleman,  biit  his  assi!<tancc  by  speech 
md  vote,  the  assistance  of  all  those  who 
irith    him  represented   agricultural  dis- 
tricts, iand  who  were  entitled  to  spcnk  for 
those  who  bore  these  large  burdens  at 
this   time.       In   that    case    some    good 
Hiigfat     b6    got    out    of    this     Budget. 
The    object    of    this    great    democratic 
budget,  as  he  understood  it,  was  to  put 
l*(6al  and  personal   property  on  the  same 
Sooting.     Those  of  them  who  had  con- 
f.«iided  against  these  principles  and  had 
Endeavoured  to  establish  the  fact  that  the 
^jrovemment  were  doing  au  injustice  to  u 
c^ertsin  class  of  real  property,  had  been 
^2onf routed  with  the  difficulty   that  the 
true  definition  of  realty  and  personalty 
^id  not  cover  the  various  classes  of  pro- 
'^erty  that  the  terms  designated.     They 
liad  been  confronted  with  the  difficulty  in 
t:he  first  instance  that  in  the  case  of  two 
properties  of  the  same  character — houses 
in  the  City  of  London,  one  being  free- 
liold  and  one    leasehold — although  the 


freehold  house  might  l>e  of  the  greater 
value  and  the  larger  and  the  more 
valuable  property,  yet,  under  the  system 
of  taxation  affecting  realty  and  personalty^ 
the  freehold  house,  under  the  Death 
Duties,  had  enjoyed  a  greater  advantage 
as  compareil  with  leasehold  property. 
That  was  au  injustice,  and  he  did  not 
defend  it.  If  they  could  get  at  the 
actual  value  of  propertv,  and  if  they 
adopted  the  principle  which  had  been 
suggested  by  hon.  Members  opposite — 
uamely,  the  taxation  of  those  who  were 
uble  to  pay  and  who  had  surpluses 
which  were  over  and  above  the  amount 
which  they  required  for  subsistence- 
then  he  admitted  their  principle 
would  be  good.  But  he  con- 
tended that  the  difficulty  they  had 
to  contend  with  arose  out  of  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  classification  of  the  different 
sorts  of  property  in  this  country.  In- 
stead of  dividing  them  arbitrarily  into 
realty  and  personalty,  they  ought  to  be 
classed  according  as  they  were  or  were 
not  remunerative.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  wide  field  which  had  been  occupied 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  (Mr. 
Gibson  Bowles),  who  ha<l  made  a  most 
important  speech  to  the  House,  and  whoso 
ability  in  dealing  with  the  matter  he 
much  admired.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  with  regard  to  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  moved  by  the  Opposi- 
tion, but  he  did  not  know  why  he  shopld 
have  described  some  of  them  as  "  red 
herrings,"  because  he  did  not  think  that 
anv  Amendment  had  been  imoved  with 
the  object  of  diverting  attention  from  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill,  but  only  for 
the  purpose  of  diminishing  what  they  con- 
ceived to  be  its  injurious  tendencies.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  say 
that  in  his  opinion  the  Debates  hnd  not 
been  unduly  prolonged,  and  that  the  vast 
importance  of  the  subject  had  justified 
the  discussion  which  to  a  large  extent 
had  been  carried  on  from  that  quarter  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  began 
his  speech  in  words  with  which  he  had 
the  greatest  sympathy.  He  said  it 
was  a  very  bad  time  indeed  to  cast 
extra  taxation  upon  any  class  in  the 
country,  especially  upon  the  class  which 
he  represented  in  that  House  and  with 
which  he  was  closelv  connected.  He 
could  not  believe  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  realised  how  grave 
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was  the  cpudition  of  owners  of  that  class 
of  real  property,  and  how  horrified  they 
were  that  at  a  time  when  they  were  more 
seriously  affected  than  for  many  years 
past,  when  the  difficulties  surrounding 
them  had  become  greater  than  they  ever 
were,  and  when  they  were  confronted 
with  problems  which  were  insuperable, 
and  did  not  kuow  how  to  meet  the  obli- 
gations placed  upon  them — when  these 
difficulties  were  confronting  them  in  a 
greater  and  more  painful  degree  than 
ever  before,  that  was  the  moment  chosen 
to  cast  upon  that  kind  of  property  an  in- 
creased burden,  how  to  meet  which  it 
was  impossible  to  say.  When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  brought  in 
his  Budget  he  ventured  to  put  to  him 
a  case  of  persons  who  would  be  un- 
fairly hit  by  his  proposals.  Nothing 
that  had  been  done  had  met  that  par- 
ticular case.  He  quite  understood  that 
it  was  useless  to  present  it  again  to  the 
House  now.  They  had  reached  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  described  last 
night  as  Private  View  Day,  and  he  pre- 
sumed there  was  no  more  touching  up  to 
be  done.  Although  they  might  bewail 
their  misfortune,  and  might  be  tempted 
to  recapitulate  some  points  in  respect  to 
which  they  thought  injustice  would  be 
done,  he  understood  the  time  had 
gone  when  they  could  hope  to  effect 
any  change.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sud- 
bury said  labourers  would  not  feel  these 
proposals,  and  that  their  savings  were 
not  to  be  aggregated  or  graduated,  and 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lynn  Regis  he  gathered  that  in  any  case 
the  results  would  be  very  small,  in  which 
case,  of  course,  they  would  be  grateful 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
would  apologise  for  any  harshness  used 
in  criticism  of  his  proposals.  But  he 
was  afraid  the  result  must  be  to  cast  upon 
owners  of  property  a  burden  which  it 
was  impossible  that  they  should  meet, 
and  that  those  who  would  suffer  were  the 
limited  owners  of  real  estate,  who  had  to 
the  best  of  their  power  made  provision 
for  the  payment  of  the  Death  Duties  as 
they  at  present  stood,  and  who  have  en- 
deavoured to  leave  their  successors  in  a 
better  position  than  they  were  them- 
selves, and  more  able  to  carry  on  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  ownership 
of  land.  Those  persons  found  themselves 
in  the  difficulty  that  if  the  property  was 
settled  there  was  no  means  of  meeting 
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.the  duty  exqepl^  by  saving  out  of  income 
or  life  insurance.  To  talk  about  saving 
to  an  owner  of  agricultural  land  was 
either  a  confession  of  absolute  ignorance 
of  his  condition  or  a  cruel  sarcasm.  The 
difficulty  for  them,  so  far  from  saving, 
was  to  maintain  as  best  they  could  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  proper- 
ties which  belong  to  them,  and  to  keep 
together  the  homes  in  which  they  lived, 
which  they  had  to  do  without  any 
thought  of  luxury  or  personal  plea- 
sure or  amusements.  The  only  thing 
they  could  do  was  to  still  further  de- 
crease their  personal  expenditure,  and 
how  they  were  going  to  do  that  he  did 
not  know,  because  he  was  sure  they  had 
been  compelled  a  long  time  since  to  put 
an  end  to  any  expense  which  could  come 
under  the  head  of  luxury,  or  amusement, 
or  personal  enjoyment.  In  the  vast 
majority  of  cases  the  landlords  were 
obliged  to  live  in  a  much  more  simple 
style  than  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
generally  suppose.  They  had  had  to 
cut  down  their  expenses  to  the  lowest 
possible  degree,  and  he  did  not  see  what 
form  any  further  economy  could  take 
except  a  man  lessened  the  number  of 
hands  employed  about  the  estate.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  with  regard  to  the 
majority  of  agricultural  properties  in  this 
country  the  owners  ask  themselves  not 
how  few  men  they  could  do  with,  but 
how  could  they  find  work  to  pay  the 
wages  of  the  agricultural  labourers  want- 
ing employment  in  the  neighbourhood. 
They  had  been  employing  labour  under 
great  stress  and  difficulty,  and  when  they 
were  hardly  able  tp  make  both  ends 
meet.  The  House  must  be  sure  that 
owners  of  land,  if  they  realise  what  their 
duty  was  to  their  property  and  to  their 
successors,  must  find  some  means  of  pay- 
ing the  duty.  Under  the  existing  duties, 
even,  it  was  the  case  that  owners  found 
it  impossible  to  live  in  their  own  homes, 
and  had  to  shut  them  up  and  go  abroad. 
If  that  was  so  at  present,  what  would 
be  the  case  in  the  future,  when  the 
duty  would  be  three  or  four  times 
more  than  now  ?  He  had  heard 
sneers  cast  at  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, and  it  had  been  suggested  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself 
tliat  they  were  actuated  by  self-interest 
and  selfish  motives  in  endeavouring  to 
press  their  views  upon  the  House.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  no  charge  of  that 
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kind  oould  be  reasoaa^ly  brought  agaiust 
them*     They  wero  not  thinking  of  their 
own  proteotton,  but  of  the  protection  of 
their  children  and  those  who  came  after 
them*       And     he    thought    tiiey    were 
abundantly  justified  in  standing  up  for 
rights  and  interests  which  were  nuperior 
to  their  own.     He  said,  therefore,  that 
the  statement  that  they  had  been  actu- 
ated by  personal  motives  was  one  that 
was  unworthy  and  could  not  be  sustained. 
He  coold  not  say  how  much  he  regretteil 
that  the  ChanoAllor  of    the  Exchequer 
had  refused,  either  in  Committee  or  iu 
Beport,    to    introduce    an    Amendment 
which  would  have  excluded  from  aggre- 
gation a  sum  set  apart,  either  by  way  of 
life  insurance  or  in  any  other  way,  for 
payment  of  the  Estate  Duty.     Such  an 
exemption  would   have   been  an  act  of 
justice   to   those  who  showed    by  their 
action  that  they  were  desirous  of  relieving 
those  who  came  after  them  from  the  burden 
ef  having  to  find  the  money  to  pay  this  tax. 
The  position  of  those  with  whose  case  he 
had  tried  to  deal — namelv,  the  owners 
of  agricultural  realty — was  a  very  hard 
one,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  these 
Death  Duties  were  to  be  permanent  they 
wo'jld  inflict  great  injury  upon  the  agri- 
eultural  interest  of  this  country.       On 
tnany  and  many  an  estate  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  would  be  found  in  pro- 
iriding  these  Deatli  Duties.     lie  did  not 
IcDOW    what   the   Inland   Ilevenue    was 
^^iDg  to  do  in  some  cases  which  would 
^oaatantly  arise  where  the  land  could  not 
produce   it.     Hon.   Gentlemen  opposite 
laughed — he  had  heard  them  do  so  fre- 
4|nently — at  the  idea  of  land  not  being 
saleable.     They  said,  *'  It  is  not  that  it 
is  not  saleable,  but  that  you  will  not  sell 
it  except  at  your  own   price.      If  you 
were   prepared  to  take   a  fair   price    it 
would  be  sold.*'     He  could  assure  hou. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  if  they  believed 
that  they  had  not  got  to  the  bottom  of 
the  agricultural  difficulty  by  any  means. 
He   could  assure  hon.   Gentlemen   that 
there  was  plenty  of  land  in  his  county 
and    in     adjoining     counties    that    the 
owners  could  not  sell,   not  only  for  the 
price  they  would  like  to  receive  or  the 
price  their  predecessors  gave  for  it,  but 
for  one-third  of  that  price.    People  could 
not  be    tempted    to    buy    laud.     Land 
carried  with  it  the  great  difficulty  that 
while  in  many  cases,  unfortunately,  there 
were  no  occupying  tenants,  in  cases  where 
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there   were  such  tenants  the  purchaser 
had  tornn  the  risk  of  havingto  recoup  them 
for  expenditure  they  had  incurred  upon 
their  farms.      In  addition  to  that  they 
had  to  face  the  necessity  of  having  to 
provide  money  for  the  occupation  of  the 
farms    when   the  tenants   quitted  them. 
The   consequence    was    that,    although 
people  with  money  to  invest  might  look 
at   property   of   this   kind,  in   his    own 
county  he  did  not  believe  that  a  thousand 
acres  of  agricultural  land  had  changed 
hands  during  the  last  five  years.     What 
were  the  owners  of  this  class  of  property 
to  do  ?     They  could  not  sell.     They  had 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  keeping  the  land 
and  in  keeping  their  affiiirs  going.     Yet 
the  Government  said  they  were  equalising 
the  conditions  between  real  and  personal 
estate  and  putting  land  on  an  equality 
with  other  property  as  regarded  taxation. 
In  regard  to  personal  property,  a  man 
had  no  difficulty  in  estimating  the  value 
of  that  which  he  left  behind  him.     He 
could  tell  by  the  simplest  calculation  the 
amount  he  would  have  to  t^et  apart  to 
pay    the   Death    Duty,   and    when  the 
time     came,      by    the    payment    of     a 
small  commission,  sell  out  a  portion  of 
his  property.   But  that  could  uot  be  done 
in    the  case  of  real  estate.     You  could 
not  effect  the  sale  of  laud   by  sending  a 
telegram  to   your   broker  or  a  letter  to 
your  banker.     Money  could  not  be  raised 
except  by  mortgage  at  a  very  heavy  rate 
of  interest.     The  Government  said  they 
were  putting  land  en  an  eijuality  with 
other  classes  of  property.     He  ventured 
to  say  they  were  attempting  an  impossible 
task.       They     were     endeavouring     to 
equalise  two  things  which  could  not  be 
made  equal.     They  could  not  put  agri- 
cultural  land  and    personal  estate  upon 
anything  like  the  same  footing  when  the 
conditions    were    so     various     and     so 
varying,  and  the  contention  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  this  burden 
would  be  confined  to  the  rich,  who  would 
be  able  to  bear  it,  would  be  found  to  be 
unsound.     The  labourers  would  have  to 
bear  their  share  of  the  burden,  and  they 
would  feel  it  quite  as  much   as  anyone. 
He  only  hoped  that  these  anticipations 
might  turn  out  to  be  unduly  depressed. 
He  asked  the  House  to  believe  that  in 
taking  the  course  they  had  taken  on  this 
Bill  the  Members  of  the  Opposition  had 
been    actuated    by   honest    and    sincere 
motives. 
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•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
liamptoD,  £.)  :  I  am  sure  I  only  re-ecbo 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House  when  I 
say  that  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
I  am  sure  on  the  other,  the  credit  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  claims  in  regard  to 
motive,  will  be  readily  and  freely  ac- 
corded him.  There  is  no  necessity  in 
discussions  of  this  sort  to  impute  motives 
to  either  side,  or  to  say  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  moved  by  principles  other  than 
those  which  should  influence  them  in 
defending  their  legitimate  rights.  But  I 
would  point  out  a  difficulty  the  Govern- 
ment has  experienced  during  the  whole 
of  this  Debate,  and  of  which,  to-night, 
we  have  had  a  conspicuous  illustration. 
The  difficulty  is  in  deciding  exactly  on 
what  line  it  is  that  we  are  to  defend  the 
Bill.  There  have  been  two  speeches 
delivered  to-night,  one  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  been  justly  complimented  for 
the  yeoman  service  he  has  rendered  the 
Opposition  throughout  these  Debates,  and 
for  his  great  mastery  of  all  the  details 
and  intricacies  of  this  legislation,  and  the 
other  by  an  hon.  Member  whom  we  all 
recognise  as  an  able  representative  of  the 
agricultural  interest.  These  two  hon. 
Members  do  not  agree.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kiug^s  Lynn  (Mr.  Bowles)  has 
drawn  a  picture  of  the  Bill  and  its  finan- 
cial defects  whicii  should  be  most  en- 
couraging to  the  Opposition.  According 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  under  the  most 
favourable  conditions,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  not  get  more  than 
£700,000  by  his  new  Death  Duties,  and 
he  added  that  there  is  a  strong  proba- 
bility that  he  will  not  realise  that  sum, 
but  that  the  revision  of  the  Death  Duties 
will  mean  a  less  revenue  from  that  source 
than  under  present  circumstances.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Long) 
has  said  the  Budget  will  impose  burdens 
which  the  agricultural  interests  are  un- 
able to  bear,  and  will  affect  most  in- 
juriously not  only  the  owners  of  land 
but  the  occupiers  and  the  labourers 
employed  by  them.  Which  argument 
are  we  to  fight — which  are  we  to  take 
as  the  serious  one — that  the  Bill  will 
produce  nothing  at  all,  or  that  it  will  create 
an  intolerable  burden  which  ought  not  to 
be  imposed  on  any  class  of  the  community? 
We  are  asked  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Loudon    to  reject  this   Bill  as  a  whole. 


The  Motion  is  that  the  Bill  lie  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months.  There^ 
fore  it  is  impossible  to  confine  the  dis* 
cussion  of  this  measure — or  rather  we 
can  hardly  call  it  a  discussion,  and  I 
would,  therefore,  say  this  review  of  the 
measure — to  one  particular  branch  of  the 
subject.  The  whole  scheme  is  before  the 
House.  It  has  been  before  the  House  a 
long  time.  It  has  been  discussed  with 
great  power,  eloquence,  ingenuity,  and 
may  I  also  say  to  great  weariness.  The 
condition  of  the  House  shows  that  it  is 
now  thoroughly  tired  of  the  Debate.  Bat 
when  a  Motion  is  made  that  their  scheme 
should  be  rejected  the  Government  are 
entitled,  in  a  sentence  or  two,  to  ask  the 
House  to  look  upon  the  scheme  as  a 
whole,  remembering  that  we  are  face  to 
face  with  a  deficit,  and  remembering  also 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
to  provide  for  what  he  very  well  knows 
will  be  an  increasing  expenditure  in  the 
course  of  the  next  few  years.  The  scheme 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
twofold.  He  proposes  a  great  relief  from 
taxation  and  he  proposes  a  very  con* 
siderable  addition  to  taxation.  The 
House  ought  not  to  sever  the  considera* 
tion  of  one  branch  from  the  other,  but 
should  look  both  to  the  relief  given  as 
well  as  to  the  taxation  imposed.  I  think 
one  of  the  most  attractive  features  of  the 
Budget,  and  one  which  will  be  long  re- 
membered in  connection  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend^s  fiuancial  career,  is  the  re- 
lief which  the  Budget  gives  to  a  very 
large  and  deserving  class  of  the  commu- 
nity. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  St.  George's  made  some  re- 
marks on  this  question  which  afford  a 
complete  justification  for  the  proposals  of 
the  present  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  brought  in  his 
first  Budget  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  said — 

"  The  direction  in  which  I  now  look  to  give 
relief  is  a  class  u^wn  which  I  have  always 
looke<l  as  being  heavily  taxed  as  com- 
imred  with  the  rest  of  the  community — 1  mean 
the  class  just  above  the  working  class,  the  class 
— if  it  is  not  offensive  to  say  so— that  begins  to 
wear  a  black  coat,  the  class  which  has  a  very 
hart  I  battle  to  tight,  and  which  has  demancU 
made  upon  it  in  many  renijects  severer  than 
thoKC  falling  upon  the  ordinary  working  man. 
I  refer  to  men  with  incomes  ranging  from  £150 
tu  C400  a  year,  men  of  the  poorer  trading  class, 
small  tradesmen,  and  clerks,  men  who  generally 
live  in  houses  between  £20  and  £60 a  year." 

;  The   Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  has 
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given  broad  and  substantial  relief  to  that 
class  ;  he  has  put  on  the  Statute  Book  a 
principle  of  the  appiioation  of  which  it  is 
to  be  hoped  Parliament  has  not  heard  the 
last  word  ;  I  hope  that  this  will  not  be 
the  final  settlement  on  those  lines.  It  is 
the  class  on  which  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  says  local  and  Imperial 
taxation  falls  severely .  The  Income  Tax 
they  pay  means  to  them  the  deprivation,  if 
not  of  some  luxury,  at  all  events  of  some 
pleasure,  some  advantage  to  health,  or 
some  personal  rest.  The  sacrifice  of 
nearly  a  million  will  give  relief  under 
Schedule  D  to  350,000  taxpayers,  and  to 
a  great  many  more  who  were  not  in 
Schedule  D — widows  and  others  with 
small  incomes.  It  will  give  relief  not 
only  to  the  class  described  in  the  quota- 
tion I  have  read,  but  also  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  clergy.  Established  and  Non- 
conformist, to  the  smaller  professional 
men,  and  to  men  and  women  engaged  in 
education  ;  all  these  will  benefit  by  the 
enlarged  exemption  from  Income  Tax. 
Belief  is  also  afforded  to  landowners  in 
respect  of  their  assessments  under 
Schedule  A.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian — and  his  suc- 
cessors— has  admitted  that  the  present 
assessment  under  Schedule  A  is  unfair. 
As  that  is  now  taken  away,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  entitled 
to  the  recognition  he  has  received  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for  making  an 
allowance  of  12^  per  cent,  iu  one  case  and 
16  2-3rds  per  cent,  in  another.  I  have 
made  some  calculations  wliich  indicates, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Wood  bridge  has 
shown,  the  relief  which  these  adjustments 
of  Income  Tax  will  afford  to  the  small 
farmer  and  even  to  the  farmer  who  does 
not  come  under  that  description.  Up  to 
the  present  time  no  one  has  fonnd  fault 
with  these  remissions  of  taxation.  I  am 
not  going  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
by  discussing  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's additions  to  taxation.  He  has 
added  6d.  to  the  barrel  of  beer  and  6d.  to 
the  gallon  of  spirits  —  or  something 
like  |d.  per  bottle.  The  Debate  on  that 
subject  may  be  re-opened,  but  I  think  the 
sense  of  the  House  was  so  clearly  ex- 
pressed on  it  in  Committee  that  I  need 
not  trouble  Members  by  going  into  it 
again.  The  other  new  duty  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  imposed  is  in 
connection  with  the  Death  Duties,  and 
the  principles  he  has  advocated  have  been 


challenged  both  from  this  side  of  thi) 
House  and  from  the  other.  The  prin- 
ciple the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  lays 
down,  I  take  it,  is  equality  of  taxation 
between  all  classes  of  property — equality 
of  liability  and  also  equality  in  respect  of 
the  different  modes  of  distribution, whether 
by  will  made  to  take  effect  on  the  death, 
or  by  settlement  which  takes  effect 
inter  vivos ;  and  he  added  a  third  prin- 
ciple, graduation  of  duty  in  respect  of 
amount.  I  congratulate  my  right  hou. 
Friend  upon  having  reached  the  end  of 
one  of  the  longest  controversies  on 
finaucial  matters  of  modern  times.  It  is 
99  years  since  a  practically  identical  pro- 
posal was  first  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Mr.  Pitt's  original  proposal  was  to 
tax  landed  property  on  the  same  lines  as 
per&onal  property  ;  but  in  the  Bill,  af^ 
amended  in  Committee,  it  took  the  form 
of  the  present  Succession  Duty — namely, 
the  levying  of  a  tax  upon  the  value  of  h 
life  interest.  In  those  days  Bills  were 
introduced  in  manuscript,  so  that  the 
difference  between  the  original  draft  and 
the  measure  as  altered  in  Committee  can- 
not well  be  observed.  Some  things  of 
historical  interest  occurred  in  the  Debate 
on  that  Bill  which  have  been  repro- 
duced on  the  present  occasion.  The 
Budget  was  brought  in  on  Decem- 
ber 7th,  1795.  The  Bill  was  brought 
in  on  April  21  st,  but  the  Debate  did 
not  take  place  until  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee.  It  was  read  a  second  time 
on  April  22nd,  the  day  after  its  introduc-- 
tiou.  On  May  5th  a  Motion  to  postpone 
the  Committee  for  three  mouths  was  de- 
feated by  40,  which  was  Mr.  Pitt's  largest 
majority  on  the  Bill,  and  he  was  then  in. 
the  plenitude  of  his  power.  That  was  all 
he  could  obtain  for  the  first  proposal  to 
tax  real  property.  One  of  the'  most 
powerful  opponents  of  the  proposal  to 
tax  real  property  was  the  representative 
of  the  great  house  of  Cavendish,  Lord 
George  Cavendish,  and  he  auticipate<l 
the  arguments  which  have  been  used  in 
the  present  Debates.     He  said  this  tax 

"would  tend  to  equalise  all  property  and 
would  operate  as  a  contiscation  of  all  the  great 
landed  estates  of  the  country  for  the  use  of  tl.e 
Government." 

Mr.  Pitt's  majority  on  that  occasion  went 
down  to  29.  On  the  Motion  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time,  the 
Government  were  defeated  by  two. 
The  word   "  now "   having  been  stnick 
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out  of  the  Bill,  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  to 
add  "  to-iuorrow  moriiiDg/*  for  which 
Mr.  Sheridan  moved  to  substitute  ^^  this 
day  three  mouthB."  This  was  defeated 
bj  one  ;  ou  the  Maiu  Question  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time  there  was  a  tie  ; 
and  the  Speaker,  as  I  believe  is  the 
custom  with  Speakers  ou  such  occasions, 
gave  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  House 
having  another  opportunity  of  considering 
the  matter.  Mr.  Pitt  withdrew  the  Bill, 
and  for  60  years  no  change  was  made  in 
regard  to  these  duties.  That  was  the 
first  attempt  made  to  equalise  real  and 
personal  property.  At  that  time  the 
value  of  personal  property  was  esti- 
mated by  Mr.  Pitt  at  600  millions  and  real 
property  at  700  millions.  Nothing  was 
done  until  1853,  and  it  is  the  scheme 
then  adopted  that  is  to  give  way  to  the 
scheme  now  proposed.  The  historic  re- 
view is  interesting  because  of  the  analogy 
between  the  arguments  used  then  and 
now,  I  now  come  to  the  arguments  that 
have  been  used  against  the  scheme  as 
now  proposed — the  scheme  of  equalisa- 
tion between  realty  and  personalty,  of 
making  no  difference  between  property, 
isettled  and  unsettled,  and  of  graduation. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  made  out  a  case — a  very  strong 
one  no  doubt — why  the  tax  should  not 
be  imposed  on  landed  property.  His 
argument  was  depression  of  landed  in- 
terests. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  had  referred  to 
the  existing  condition  of  agriculture  as  a 
special  reason  why  it  should  not  be  hit 
hard  now. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  submit  with 
some  confidence  that  the  first  reason  urged 
— namely,  the  present  condition  of  the 
landed  interest,  is  not  a  conclusive  argu- 
ment, because  the  duty  will  be  levied 
onlv  on  value,  whatever  the  value  is  ; 
and  if  the  value  of  a  property  is  nothing 
no  duty  will  be  levied.  If  a  property  is 
mortgaged  and  has  decreased  in  value  the 
duty  will  be  levied  only  on  the  margin  of 
value  that  remains.  The  speech  I  made 
with  reference  to  the  local  burdens  on 
asrricultural  land  has  been  somewhat  mis- 
understood.  The  object  of  the  inquiry  I 
instituted  was  to  ascertain  facts,  and  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  and  figures  I  gave 
have  not  been  challenged.  I  am  aware  that 
there  is  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  les- 
sons to  be  drawn  from  them,  and  I  am  ready 
to  admit  that  on  this  question  the  door  is 

J/r.  II.  If.  Fowler 


not  closed  ;  but  two  wrongs  do  not  make 
a  right.     No  doubt  we  have  ^a  condition 
of  affairs  in  which  landed  property  is  ex- 
empt  from  Imperial  taxation  which    it 
ought  to  bear,  and  personal  property  is 
exempt   from   local    taxation    which    it 
ought  to  bear.     I  will  not  say  that  the 
time  has  not  come  when  there  should  be 
inquiry  as  to  the  real  incidence  of  local 
taxation,  and  how  that  taxation — which 
I  can  assure  the  House  is  not  a  decreas- 
ing quantity,  and  which  I  hope  will  in 
many  cases  continue  to  increase — should 
be  borne  by  the  two  descriptions  of  pro- 
perty.    It  would  be  a  great  injustice  to 
put  that  on  any  particular  property.     I 
am  talking  of  houses  quite  as  much  as  of 
land.     That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
present  issue.     We  are  now  attempting 
to  adjust  equally  and  fairly  the  liability 
of   every    description    of    property,    no 
matter  of  what  character  it  may   be,  to 
pay  its  fair  share  of  Imperial  taxation. 
There  have  been  objections  taken  to  the 
mode     of     payment     and     assessment, 
but  the  Amendment  of  the  Leader   of 
the  Opposition,  which  has  been  accepted 
by   the   Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer, 
removes   the  objections   with  regard  to 
the  moile  of  assessment.     The  value  of 
real  property  has  been  taken  at  its  forced 
saleable  value  at  the  time  of  the  death, 
and  the  tax  is  subject  to  a  limitation  that 
the  forced  value  is  not  to  exceed  25  years* 
purchase.     I  think   every  one  one  will 
agree  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer  has   acted  very   liberally   in   that 
matter.     [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :    Hear, 
hear.]     Then  the  extension  of  the  period 
of  payment  is  that  it  shall  reach  to  eight 
years,  eight  instalments.     The  first  will 
not  fall  due  for  12  months  and  no  interest 
will  be  charged.     I  think  that  is  a  fair 
alleviation  of  the  burden.     Therefore  I 
do  not  think  the  fears  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  be  realised  under  this  modi- 
fied system  of  payment.     I  pass  now  to 
the   equality   of  distribution.     Has  any 
reason  been  shown  why  settled  property 
should  not  pay  the  same  as  other  pro- 
perty ?     Much  of  the  settled  property  is 
not   land,  but  houses    and    money.      I 
do  not  see  why  a    difference  should  be 
made  because  a  father  gives  his  daughter 
money  by  deed  instead  of  by  will  ;  I  can- 
not  see   why  there   should   be   a   large 
exemption  in  one  case.    Then  there  is  the 
question   of    aggregation.     Aggregation 
is  to  me  simple  addition.     We  are  going 
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to  tax  a  man*  according  to  what  he  has 
got.  We  do  that  now.  We  add  up  his 
Stocks  and  his  shares  and  we  find  the 
total.  The  terrible  return-forms  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  referred  are  already  in 
existence  in  every  Government  office. 
A  man  has  property  abroad,  say  invested 
in  America ;  but  he  is  not  on  that  ac- 
count to  escape  payment  to  the  English 
Grovemment  in  respect  of  the  whole  of 
his  property.  Aggregation  is  simply  the 
adding  up  of  what  a  man  has  got.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London  has  decUired  that  gradua- 
tion is  a  violation  of  all  sound  principles 
of  political  economy,  and  he  denied  that 
graduation  had  the  authority  of  Mill.  I 
happen  to  have  an  extract  from  Miirs 
PoliUcal  Economy^  and  I  will  read  it 
the  House.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

**I  conceive  that  inheritances  and  legacies, 
exceeding  a  certain  amount-,  are  highly  proper 
sabjects  for  taxation ;  and  that  the  revenue 
from  them  should  be  as  great  as  it  can  be  made 
without  giving  rise  to  evasions,  by  donation 
during  life  or  concealment  of  property,  such  as 
it  woulrl  be  impossible  adequately  to  check. 
The  principle  of  graduation  (as  it  is  calletl), 
that  is,  of  levying  a  larger  percentage  on  a 
larger  sum.  though  its  application  to  gct:eral 
taxation  would  be  in  my  opinion  objectionable. 
Kerns  to  me  both  just  and  cxi)e<licnt  as  applied 
to  Legacy  and  Inheritance  Duties." 

•Sib  J:  LUBBOCK  :  That  is  exactly 
what  I  said.  We  endeavoured  to  induce 
the  Grovemment  to  put  the  duty  on 
lefi^acies,  but  they  refused. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  read 
the  quotation,  and  the  House  will  put  its 
own  interpretation  upon  it.     We  believe 
in  the  principle  that  men  should  pay  in 
proportion  to   the   aggregation  of  their 
income,  and  we  do  not  believe  we  are  in- 
flicting any  injustice  in  endeavouring  to 
remove  the  existing  inequality.     Most  of 
the  figures  which  have  been  used  on  this 
subject  seem  to  be  based  on  the  assump- 
tion that  everybody  is  going  to  die  worth 
£1,000,000.   I  must  call  attention  to  this 
fact,  that  up  to  £25,000  i)ersonal  property 
there  is  no  additional  taxation  whatever. 
Up   to  £50,000   the   additional  amount 
charged   is  £250.     This  is  the  scheme 
which  is  to  break  up  families  and  destroy 
all  motives  for  thrift.     Between  £50,000 
and  £100,000  the  additional  payment  will 
be  £1,500.     I  do  not  consider  that  there 
is  any   injustice  in  putting  that  taxation 
on   persons   who  are  possetsseil  of   that 
amount  of  property.     It  is  only  just  that 
they  should  pay,  seeing  that  those  who 


have  smaller  incomes  pay  much  larger 
amounts  in  proportion.     At  present  the 
yiehl  from  the  Liegacy  and  Succession 
Duty   is  £10,060,000.    including   realty 
and  personalty,  and  of  this  total  the  latter 
pays  £8,910,000.      We  believe  that  when 
this   Bill   comes  into  full  operation  we 
shall  add  three  and  a-half  millions  to  the 
10  millions,  making  in  round  figures  13 
millions    sterling.       Of     this     increase, 
personalty    will    pay    £2,130,000,     and 
realty  £1,320,000.     It  is  this  which  is 
to   scatter  families,  to  turn  Dukes  into 
paupers,  scatter  works  of  art  broad-cast 
from    Christie^s,  and   rednce  the  stately 
splendour  of  great  houses.     My  answer 
to  all  this  is  that  I  do   not   believe   a 
word  of  it.     I  do  not  believe  the  increase 
on  the  very  wealthy  people  will  be  felt, 
but  where  it  will  fall  heavily  is  upon  the 
moderate  landowner    with    a   moderate 
rental.     No  one  denied  that.     The  right 
hon.   Gentlenutn   the    Member    for   the 
University   of   London   has   given  us  a 
most  vivid  picture  of  the  business  man 
working  away  to  save  all  that  he  can,  but 
so  soon  as  he  had    saved  £999,000  he 
began  spending  right  and  left  so  as  not 
to  let  his  property  get  above  a  £1,000,000. 
The   class  of  person  to  whom  I    have 
alluded  is  a  very  different  one  to  that 
which  possesses  £999,000.      The  right 
hon.  Geotleman  said  that  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  is  to  tax  the  rich  and  spare  the  poor. 
•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  That  is  exactly 
what  I  said  you  do  not  do.   To  effect  that 
the  duty  should  have    been  put  on   the 
legacy  each  man  inherited. 

•Mk.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  sorry 
if  I  have  misunderstood  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  object  that  the  Go- 
vernment hail  when  framing  the  Bill 
was  not  excessively  to  tax  the  poor  to 
spare  the  rich.  We  propose  to  relieve 
the  Income  Tax  -  payer  of  moderate 
means,  to  remove  a  grievance  in  respect 
of  the  taxation  of  land,  to  put  a  moderate 
addition  on  iinlirect  taxation,  to  redress 
the  inequality  l)etween  real  and  personal 
property,  and  to  make  the  broad  shoulders 
bear  the  big  burdens. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  that,  whatever  motive  might 
have  actuated  the  framers  of  the  Bill, 
their  modus  opertuidi  was  not  such  as 
would  have  the  effect  of  sparing  the  poor 
while  it  taxed  the  rich. 
•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  (Oxford)  wished 
to  explain  briefly  the  reasons  that  would 
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determine  his  vote.  Tbtj  had  jnst  hieapd' 
that  the  main  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
equalise  the  hardens  of  taxation.  They 
were  told  that  the  additional  taxation 
placed  upon  the  rich  was  really  very 
trifling  to  the  individual,  although  in  the 
i^ggi^ftte  it  amounted  to  a  great  deal. 
His  sympathies  were  entirely  in  favour  of 
the  view  that  the  rich  should  contribute 
more  than  the  poor  proportionately, 
because  the  sacrifice  they  were  called 
upon  to  make  in  most  cases  was  lesA,  and 
that  it  often  happened  that  the  rich  got 
their  money  very  easily,  or  even  in  some 
cases  by  what  might  be  termed  accident. 
But  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  whole  tone 
of  the  Bill  was  based  upon  the  false 
assumption  that  there  was  an  inherent 
opposition  between  capital  and  labour-*— 
that  if  anybody  became  rich  someone  else 
must  become  poor.  The  assumption,  too, 
was  often  made  that  the  useful  man  to  the 
community  was  the  man  tliat  freely  spent 
his  money.  He  submitted  that  that  was 
not  so,  and  that  no  one  in  that  wav  did 
any  real  good  to  the  community  at  all. 
The  man  that  did  good  was  the  man  that 
saved  his  money  and  invested  it  wisely 
in  commercial  enterprises  and  large 
companies,  that  gave  employment  to 
f)thers  of  the  community  and  increased 
the  wealth  of  the  nation  as  a  whole.  If 
the  population  did  not  increase,  then 
no  doubt  the  necessity  for  increasing 
the  wealth  of  the  nation  would  not  exist, 
and  no  harm  followed  if  everyone  spent 
all  he  got ;  but  unless  the  national 
wealth  increased  in  proportion  to  the 
growing  population,  the  country  would 
become  year  by  year  poorer  and  poorer. 
Under  the  Bill  the  man  who  applied  his 
money  to  useful  purposes  was  the  very 
man  whose  property  it  was  proposed 
specially  to  attack.  No  form  of  taxation 
was  defensible,  no  matter  how  good  the 
object  might  be,  if  it  were  in  itself  un- 
just. Everybody  knew  that  the  poor 
man  would  not  get  off  any  more  because 
the  burden  of  the  rich  was  increased. 
The  days  of  economy  were  passed. 
However  much  the  Revenue  was  in- 
creased the  Government  would  next 
year  ask  again  for  more.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Bill  was  in  its  character 
an  ill-natured  Bill,  as  was  most 
of  the  legislation  that  came  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  Those 
Members  opposite  whom  he  had  the 
honour  to   count  among  his  friends  he 
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always  fonnd  individually  reasonable  and 
sympathetic,  but  collectively  all  the 
milk  of  human  kindness  appeared  to 
be  squeesed  out  of  them.  When  they 
came  to  act  in  the  aggregate,  they 
seeme<l,  instead  of  trying  to  alter  the 
Bill  so  as  to  assist  their  fellow-country- 
men, to  be  determined  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  oppress  them.  In  spite  of  all 
this,  no  doubt  the  aggregation  of  pro- 
perty would  still  goon ;  but  he  considered, 
for  the  reasons  he  had  stated,  that 
the  principle  of  taxation  now  brought 
forward  was  altogether  opposed  to  the 
sound  principles  of  finance.  It  was,  in 
his  opinion,  an  unwise  measure,  and 
economically  unsound,  and  he  should 
therefore  record  his  vote  against  the 
Bill. 

Colonel  KENYON  -  SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  was  hardly 
fair  in  the  use  he  had  made  of  the  quota- 
tion from  John  Stuart  Mill,  though  he 
admittetl  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  quoted  the  passage  pretty  correctly. 
The  essence  of  the  quotation  was  that 
John  Stuart  Mill  thought  the  principle 
of  graduation  unobjectionable  as  applied 
to  Legacy  and  Succession  Duty.  But 
the  House  had  heard  over  and  over 
again  that  the  main  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  to  treat  the  Death  Duties  as  if  they 
were  postponed  or  deferred  Income  Tax. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:    No;  never. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  said, 
that  the  observation,  if  it  did  not  fall 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  fell  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  What 
Mill  said  was — 

"  To  tax  the  larger  incomes  at  a  higher  per- 
centage than  the  smaller  i«  to  lay  a  tax  on  in- 
dustry and  economy ;  to  impose  a  penalty  on 
people  for  having  worked  harder  and  saved 
more  than  their  neigh boui-s.  It  is  partial  taxa- 
tion, whicli  is  a  mild  form  of  robl)ery.  A  just 
and  wise  legislation  woulci  w'rupulously  abstain 
from  op{>o»ing  obstacles  to  the  acquisition  of 
even  the  largest  fortune  by  honest  exertion." 

When  this  Bill  was  brought  in  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  it  was 
heralded  by  its  supporters  as  a  new  de- 
parture, as  an  epoch-making  Budget, 
which  would  raise  money  easily,  simply, 
and  equitably,  without  oppression,  with- 
out disturbance  of  trade  :  and,  indeed, 
that  the  Bill  would  scarcely  need  any 
Amendment  or  discussion.  How  did 
the  Bill  fulfil  those  predictions  ?  It 
had  been  so   amended  and  altered  that 
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aoareelj  aoythiiig  of  the  origiDal 
Bill  remained.  He  maiotaioed  that 
from  an  agricaltaral  poiot  of  view  they 
had  everything  to  lose  and  nothing  to 
gain  by  the  Government  proposals,  be- 
cause agricnitare  was  affected  harmfully 
and  iajnriously.  If  the  liquor  propo- 
sitions were  carried  into  effect  he  main- 
tained that  the  farmers  would  feel  the 
effects  of  them  through  the  price  of 
barley.  The  Government  were  on  the 
side  of  impure  as  opposed  to  pure  beer, 
^nd  this  fact  was  not  likely  to  bring 
them  any  political  capital  in  the  country. 
The  owners  of  land  would  also  have  to 
pay  from  three  to  five  times  more  taxa- 
tion than  before,  a  fact  which  might 
react  on  the  whole  national  life  of  the 
country.  The  Bill  would  take  away  that 
eontinnity  of  possession  in  the  owuer- 
ship  of  land  upon  which  the  whole  of 
eur  rural  life  had  hitherto  hinged. 
It  was  idle  to  tell  them  that  these  thiugs 
were  ef  no  value  to  the  natiou  because  he 
was  certain  the  nation  had  benefited 
enwrnously  in  every  particular  owing  to 
the  maintenance  of  this  principle  of  cou- 
tinaity.  When  they  looked  back  upon 
these  Debates  it  might  be  that  some  of 
them  would  think  they  had  at  times  said 
something  they  would  perhaps  rather  not 
have  said.  He  would  undertake  to  say 
that  when  such  feeliugn  oame  in  there 
would  be  no  Member  of  the  House  who 
would  have  so  much  to  regret,  and  who 
ought  to  be  more  willing  to  withdraw 
much  of  what  he  had  said  than  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Time 
after  time,  night  after  night,  day  after 
day*  on  the  slightest  provocation  or  no 
provocation  at  all,  he  had  chosen  to 
attack  in  the  most  violent  way  the  landed 
gentry  of  this  country.  Ho  would 
venture  to  say,  in  making  these  attacks, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  derogating 
from  the  position  he  held  in  that  House, 
and  attacking  those  who  were  not  de- 
serving of  attack,and  say  iug  th  i  ngs  of  them 
he  was  neither  justified  by  the  facts  nor 
ought  to  have  said  in  ordinary  courtesy. 
Those  attacks  ought  to  be  most  emphati- 
cally repudiated,  and  he  maintained  that 
if  anybody  ought  to  apologise  for  what 
he  had  said  or  done- in  the  course  of  this 
Debate  it  was  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man been  present  he  should  have  liked  to 
have  said  more  on  this  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  was  one  of 


the  last  who  ought  to  indulge  in  these 
kinds  of  attacks.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  came  from  the  landed  class  in 
this  country  ;  he  bore  two  names  which 
were  chiefly  known  because  they   were 
names  of  large  landed  families,  and  he 
did   think    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
might  have  remembered  the  old  proverb, 
that  '^  It  was  an  ill  bird  that  fouled  its 
own  nest.*'    Under  this  Bill  the  occupier 
would  suffer  almost  as  severely  as  the 
owner     by      the     destruction     of     the 
ability      of     the     owners    for    a     long 
length    of     time,,   at    all    events    after 
succession,   to  continue   to   help  and  to 
develop  agriculture  on  the  properties  to 
which  they  succeeded.     They  must  now 
have  recourse  to  the  most  strict  economy, 
and  one  of  the  results  of  this   would  be 
to  cut  off  the  stream  of  the  healthy  sup- 
port  which    they    had   allowed  to  flow 
over  their  farms,  and  in  the  direction  of 
promoting  agriculture.     He  was  amused 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wood- 
bridge  Division  congratulating  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  having  placed 
the  English  farmer  on  a  par  with  the 
Scottish  and  Irish  farmers  with  respect 
to  Income  Tax.     He  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  when  that  point  was 
raised  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
absolutely  scouted  with  scorn  the  idea  that 
there  was  any  inequality  at  all,  or  that 
there  was  any  necessity  to  give  relief,  and 
it  was  not  until  the  arguments  had  been 
recapitulated  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man saw  their  strength,  and  with  a  very 
ill  grace  indeed  gave  way  to  the  force 
of  conviction.     The  right  hon.   Gentle- 
.mau   gave   way   because   he    could    no 
longer  resist  the  arguments,  and  to  take 
credit  to  him  for  that  was  to  take  credit 
for  what  he  did  not  deserve.     He  must 
enter   his   protest   against  the   growing 
habit  of  taking  credit  on  the  other  side 
for   Amendments   which   had   been   ex- 
tracted   from    the   Government   by   the 
repeated  efforts  of  the  Opposition.     Pass- 
ing   to    the  third  class  affected  by  the 
Death  Duties — namely,  the  agricultural 
community,   he   contended   that   it   was 
grotesque,  absurd,  and  ridiculous  to  argue 
that  the  labourer  was  not  affected  by  the 
proposals  of  this    Budget.      What  was 
the  prime  interest  of  the  labourer  at  this 
moment  ?     The    first    essential    to    his 
happy  existence  was  continuous  wages, 
and  the  one  thing  he  dreaded  more  than 
another  was  a  break  in  the  continuity  of 
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these  wages  and  inability  to  earn  steadily 
and  regularly  that  on  which  his  liyeli- 
hocnl  depended.  This  Budget  absolutely 
assure!  to  him  that  his  employment  would 
be  broken  off  periodically.  Hundreds 
and  thousands  depended  on  the  mainte- 
nance of  these  country  houses  and  de- 
mesnes, and  their  dismissal  must  be  the 
first  step  to  the  economy  which  would  be 
necessary  on  account  of  the  provision  of 
this  Bill.  The  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  earlier  and  more  injuriously  felt  by 
the  labourer  than  by  either  the  owner  or 
the  occupier.  He  thought  he  had  seen 
all  throughout  where  the  real  difficulty 
had  lain  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  he  gave  credit  to  the  right 
hon.  Gontleman  for  wishing  it  had  not 
fallen  to  his  lot  to  place  this  bitter  penalty 
on  agricultural  properties  which,  ho  knew, 
must  feel  it  deeply.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  difficulty  was  how  to 
separate  urban  from  rural  realty,  and  if 
it  had  been  possible  to  differentiate  be- 
tween the  one  class  of  realty  and  the 
other,  he  thought  they  should  have  had 
rural  and  agricultural  realty  treated  with 
a  lighter  hand  than  they  had.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  crushing,  cruel,  unfair,  and 
unjust  penalty  the  owners  of  rural  and 
agricultural  properties  were  called  upon 
to  pay  was  because  they  were  being 
dragged  behind  urban  realty  ;  and  because 
the  Government  saw,  in  the  taxation  of 
urban  realty,  a  chance  of  getting  a  large 
and  valuable  revenue,  they  were  obliged 
to  lump  in  rural  realty  with  that  larger 
and  more  important  section,  and  rural 
realty  had  to  suffer  in  ord^^r  that 
the  Government  might  get  out  of 
urban  realty  that  which  the  owners 
of  it  could  afford  to  pay  to  the  State. 
He  felt  pretty  certain  that  this  line  of 
thought  had  occurred  more  than  once  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  imagined  it 
had  presented  itself  over  and  over  again 
to  the  Cabinet  in  the  consideration  of  this 
matter,  and  doubtless  if  combined  Minis- 
terial intelligence,  could  have  differentiated 
in  any  way  between  these  two  classes  of 
property,  there  would  have  been  a  plan 
in  which  the  one  class  would  not  have 
been  sacrificed  in  order  that  as  much  as 
possible  should  be  extorted  from  the 
other.  However,  the  Government  could 
not  devise  a  different  treatment,  and  here 
was  the  result,  but  none  the  less  better 
was  the  penalty  imposed  upon  property — 
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in  nothing  did  it  mitigate  the  sufferiog 
that  would  follow.  If  it  wag  true,  as  true 
he  held  it  to  be,  that  the  effect  of  this 
measure  would  be  to  injuriously  affect 
the  spending  power  of  owners  of  land 
throughout  our  rural  districts,  then  it 
stood  to  reason  it  must  affect  the  em* 
ploy  men  t  of  the  poorer  inhabitants  of 
those  districts.  British  agriculture  waa 
undergoing  a  severe  trial,  and  agricultural 
experts  had  insisted  on  the  importance  of 
endeavouring  by  scientific  and  othermeans 
to  keep  abreast  of  the  needs  of  the  day^ 
which  meant  that  heavy  expenses  must 
fall  on  the  agricultural  interest  by  ex- 
periments and  improvements — heavy  ex- 
pense upon  landowners.  Then  was  it  not 
reasonable  to  say,  and  could  it  not  be 
absolutely  proved,  that  by  preventing  these 
experiments  and  improvements  and  the 
development  of  agriculture  a  serioua 
injury  would  be  inflicted  on  the  agricul- 
tural district  ?  He  claimed  for  this  ques- 
tion that  it  was  not  of  mere  class  or 
social  importance,  but  that  it  was  a 
national  question  of  the  highest  import- 
ance. Just  in  proportion  as  injury  waa 
inflicted  on  this  interest,  so  was  national 
prosperity  injured.  Easy  would  it  be  to 
refer  to  the  immediate  outcomes  of  thia 
precious  Budget.  Loudly  expressed  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  the 
desire  to  keep  the  labourers  on  the  land* 
Why,  then,  bring  in  a  Budget  the  effect 
of  which  will  be  to  sweep  them  off? 
They  (the  Government)  professed  a  de- 
sire to  prevent  labourers  from  crowding 
into  towns,  and  here  they  had  a  Bill  that 
would  force  them  to  the  towns.  The 
agricultural  labourer  had  no  stored-np 
capital  or  invested  funds  ;  he  lived  by 
his  work  from  day  to  day,  and  he  must 
follow  work  and  get  it  where  he  could. 
Cut  him  off  from  his  resources  in 
the  country,  and  he  must  seek  the 
means  of  life  in  towns,  and  certain 
it  was,  perhaps  unwillingly,  perhaps 
through  ignorance  and  want  of  clear 
conception  of  the  position,  this  proposal 
would  assist  in  driving  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  agricultural  labourers 
from  their  employment  in  the  country 
to  join  the  crowd  of  those  who 
struggleil  for  a  precarious  existence 
in  our  manufacturing  centres.  This 
was  the  very  thing  owners  of  property 
had  made  every  effort  to  prevent,  for  this 
thev  had  made  sacrifices  and  ^'  done  their 
level  best  '^  to  find  employment  lor  men 
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in  double  or  treble  the  number  they  really 

required.     Every  eifort  had  i>een  made  to 

prevent    ooantry    districtfl   from    being 

denuded    of    the  labouring    population. 

Then  oame  a -Government  proposal   to 

defeat  all  these  efforts  making  them  vain 

and  worthless,  and  the  Government  must 

take    the   responsibility  of  the   results. 

What  these  would  be  a  very  little  time 

would  show,  and  the  country  would  have 

little  reason  to  thank  the  Liberal  Party 

and    the  labouring   classes  would  have 

every  reason   to  lament   the   disastrous 

interference     of     the     Government     in 

finance.     Between    the  richer  and    the 

poorer  classes  the  Budget  was  unfair  and 

inequitable,  and  many  points  had  cropped 

up  in  these  discussions  which  it  would  be 

easy  to  elaborate  and  press  home,  but  he  did 

not  wish  to  detain  the  House  longer.    He 

ut^ged  that,  apart  from  its  agricultural  and 

comniercial  aspects,  there  was  a  national 

aspect  very  much  indeed  affected  by  the 

results  of  these  proposals.     He  had  not 

very  many  intimate  acquaintances  among 

very   wealthy  men  or  the  honour  or  the 

means    of     knowing     much      of      the 

working  of  very  rich  men's  concerns,  but 

he  did  know  of  one  estate  of  over  £600,000 

and  another  of  £220,000  now  being  so 

dealt  with  that  they  would  not  pay  one 

farthing    of    duty    to    the    Exchequer. 

Such   eases    as    these    the    right    hou. 

Gentleman  s'lould  bear  in  mind ;    such 

eases  as  these  could  not  be  left  out  of 

consideration  when  proposals  of  excessive 

taxation  were  made,  frightening  capital 

and  inducing  men  to  take  ])erfectly  legi- 

tunate,   fair,  and   honourable   means   to 

secure  their  successors  from  a  cruel  and 

unjust  impost.     By  proposals  of  excessive 

taxation  they  depleted  ini«tea<l  of  adding 

to   the   National    Exchequer.     We   had 

also  heanl,  and  not  for  the  last  time,  of 

the  difficulties  arising  out  of  this  Budget 

in  our  colonial  and  foreign  relations.     A 

good  deal  of   feeling  had  l>een  excited 

between  the  Mother  Country  and  some  of 

her  Colonies,  and  if  the  result  should  be 

to    embroil   this   country    in   unfriendly 

relations  with  her  colonies,  then  a  great 

deal  more  injury  would  be  done  to  the 

country  than  the  amount  of  benefit  that 

could  possibly  be  suppose<l  to  accrue  in 

any  other  way.     As  men  of  business  the 

Government  would    fail ;    they    would 

not  realise  the  money  they  expected  to 

secure,  and  for  which  they  had  disturbed 

trade     and      business     throughout     the 


country.  As  men  of  business  they  failed, 
and  as  statesmen  their  failure  was  com** 
plete,  and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that 
the  net  results  of  the  Bill  would  be  the 
oppression  of  that  class  of  the  community 
least  able  to  bear  the  pressure.  He  was 
certain  that,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
rich  and  poor,  this  should  be  regarded  as 
an  unfair,  inequitable,  and  unjust 
imposal.  As  such,  he  cordially  and 
heartily  would  vote  against  it  in  the 
earnest  hope  that  the  country  in  a  short 
time,  recognising  the  position,  would 
bring  al>out  a  return  to  a  more  sensible 
and  legitimate  style  of  finance. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that,  as  one  of 
the  few  Members  who  bad  followed  the 
whole  of  the  Debates  on  this  Bill  and 
been  present  in  every  Division,  he  de- 
sired to  offer  a  few  remarks  upon  the 
present  occasion.  It  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  perambulate  the  whole  field  of 
that  long  and  historical  controversy,  but 
he  proposed  to  touch  rapidly  on  the 
salient  points  and  to  state  as  briefly  as 
possible  the  arguments  against  the  Bill 
as  they  seemed  to  him  to  be  applicable. 
This  was  a  Finance  Bill  which  bristled 
with  hardships  and  complications,  and^ 
notwithstanding  all  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said,  he  ventured  to 
assert  that  they  had  not  to  find  three  and 
a  half,  or,  as  had  sometimes  been  stated, 
five  millions  at  present ;  all  they  had  to 
do  was  to  provide  the  million  or  so 
during  the  present  year  under  this  Bill. 
All  they  were  bound  to  do  was  to  provide 
for  the  finance  of  the  current  year,  and 
they  might  well  let  the  next  year  take 
care  of  itself.  Therefore,  the  argument  of 
financial  necessity  afforded  no  answer 
to  the  objections  raised  to  the  Bill.  The 
fact  of  the  other  argument  being  urge<l 
seemed  to  show  that  behind  the  financial 
policy  of  the  Government  lay  another 
and  a  political  policy,  and  one,  he  feared, 
of  a  partisan  character.  The  suggestion 
of  the  Chancellor  of  tUe  Exchequer  that 
when  a  man  died  his  property  was  not 
his  own,  but  belonged  to  the  State,  had 
filled  him  with  amusement,  and  was 
worthy  of  an  Eastern  potentate.  It  was 
a  most  astonishing  argument  to  be  put 
forward  in  a  free  country.  To  suggci^t 
that  property  not  inheriteil,  but  saved  by 
a  man,  and  saved  probably  through 
personal  exertions  in  exploiting  foreign 
regions  and  adding  them  to  the 
dominions   of   the  British   Empire,   and 
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flimultaneously  iDoreasing  British  oom- 
merce  and  trade,  was  most  extra- 
ordinary ;  and  jet  that  was  the  posi- 
tion  taken  up  bj  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Sach  a  claim  might 
have  been  expected  to  be  made  bj  the 
Shah  of  Persia,  the  ruler  of  Tartar  j,  or  the 
Emperor  of  China;  but  surely  we  in 
these  days  of  democratic  civilisation 
could  not  undertake  to  follow  uncivilised 
conntries  in  that  respect.  The  inequalities 
caused  by  the  scheme  of  the  Bill  would 
be  felt  keenly  by  all  future  successors  to 
property.  It  was  not  quite  correct  to  say 
that  the  poor  would  only  be  taxed  as  at 
present,  and  he  only  hoped  that  the 
middle  classes  would  not  be  as  hardly 
dealt  with  as  he  feared^  owing  also  to 
the  scheme  of  aggregation  adopted  in  the 
Bill.  The  difficulty  was  that  the  S3'stem 
of  graduation  as  introduced  in  the  Bill 
was  unlimited — that  it  might  stop  at 
nothing  short  of  confiscation.  It  was 
exactly  one  of  those  routes  which  lead  to 
the  goal  of  general  confiscation.  That, 
therefore,  was  a  fundamental  objection  to 
the  Bill.  Another  objection  was  that  a 
man  was  to  pay  Death  Duties  not  upon 
the  value  of  the  property  he  received,  but 
according  to  the  estate  of  the  testator. 
That  surely  would  be  most  unfair  to 
individual  legatees,  and  constituted  an 
inequality  which  would  be  most  keenly 
felt  by  all  of  them.  The  fact  was  that 
these  highly -graduated  duties  would 
make  serious  inroads  upon  capital,  which 
was  the  motive  power  of  the  whole 
nation,  and  the  prime  mover,  so  to  speak, 
of  the  social  machine,  and  the  wage 
fund  of  the  country.  He  wished  that 
working  men  would  realise  that  fact. 
If  the  scale  had  been  adopted  which  was 
suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Chan- 
cellor ot  the  Exchequer  would  have  got 
more  money,  and  would  at  the  same  time 
have  deprived  the  taxpayer  both  of  the 
possibility  and  motive  of  evasion.  When 
they  had  these  great  jumps — he  was 
speaking  as  an  old  tax  collector — from 
one  class  to  another,  they  supplied  a 
motive  to  everybody  to  so  diminish 
their  estates  as  to  keep  them  below  the 
mark.  He  supposed  that  one  great  miti- 
gation of  all  their  woes  under  these 
Death  Duties  was  that  there  would  be 
large  facilities  aiforded  for  evasion. 
Generally  there  was  a  certain  amount  of 
loyalty  to  the  State,  but  the  rich  men 
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who  found  that  they  were  being  specially 
singled  out  for  taxation  could  not  be 
expected  to  exhibit  any  such  loyalty. 
If  all  taxpayers  were  treated  alike  there 
would  be  loyalty  to  the  State,  bat  when 
some  500  men  in  a  year  were  singled  out 
for  oppressive  taxation  they  were  not 
likely  to  entertain  any  sentiments  of 
loyalty  towards  the  State.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  would  be  inspired  with  a  feeling 
of  disloyalty  to  which  they  had  hitherto 
been  strangers,  and  he  was  sure 
that  they  were  already  scheming 
for  the  purpose  of  evading  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  The  argument  put 
forward  was  perfectly  true  that  real  pro- 
perty was  heavily  burdened  by  local 
taxation.  He  hoped  that  state  of  things 
would  be  mitigated,  but,  as  a  practical 
man,  he  did  not  believe  that  such  mitiga- 
tion was  possible.  The  great  difficulty 
was  to  locate  personal  property.  It  was 
only  real  property  that  could  be  located, 
while  personalty  was  distributed  all  over 
the  country  and  could  not  be  located. 
Consequently,  the  land  must  necessarily 
bear  the  burden  of  local  taxation  in  the 
main.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
talked  a1>ont  equalisation.  That,  of 
course,  was  impossible.  The  land  must 
continue  fo  bear  local  taxation  and  could 
not  l>e  exempted,  and  the  only  thing  that 
could  be  done  was  to  exempt  it  from 
Death  Duties.  Then  as  to  gradnation. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that  land  would 
only  be  valued  upon  the  basis  of  a  forced 
sale.  What  did  he  mean  bv  a  forced 
sale  ?  Supposing  the  land  could  not  be 
sold  at  all.  Was  any  one  of  them  so 
sanguine  as  to  suppose  that  because  land 
would  not  sell  it  would  be  exempt  from 
the  Death  Duties,  and  would  not  be 
aggregated  ?  He  was  sure  that  some 
value  would  be  put  upon  it,  and  that  an 
income  would  be  assumed  although  it 
might  be  swallowed  up  by  the  income. 
He  was  glud  to  hear  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  King^s  Lynn  explain 
the  deductions,  but  even  then 
they  must  look  for  an  over-valuation, 
under  which  the  owners  and  taxpayers 
would  sure  to  be  credited  with  the  receipt 
of  incomes  that  they  had  never  received, 
and  never  expected  to  receive.  In  regard 
to  personalty  a  valuation  could  be  arrived 
at  that  would  approximately  represent 
the  truth  ;  but  that  was  not  so  in  the  case 
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of  land.     What  would  be  the  condition  i  he  understood  his  observation  to  be  that 


of  the  landed  estates  in  the  future  ? 
A  large  portion  of  them  would  be  sold. 
Did  not  that  yery  fact  imply  a  con- 
demnation of  the  tax  ?  What 
were  they  to  say  about  the  equity 
of  a  tax  which  compelled  the  tax- 
payer  to  sell  his  property  in  order  that 
it  might  be  paid  ?  If  such  things  as 
these  were  done  in  India  instead  of  at 
home  they  would  never  hear  the  end  of 
it  in  that  House.  It  came  to  this^ — that 
this  tax  was  so  oppressive  that  in  most 
cases   the    unfortunate   property   owner 


while  he  had  caught  the  rich  man  the 
poor  mmn  would  bear  no  share  of  the 
taxation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  in  effect  that  the  poor  man  would 
not  feel  the  tax,  and  that  it  would  come 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  brewers  and  the 
whisky  and  spirit  dealers.  He  submitted 
that  that  was  not  a  just  policy.  In  bis  view 
everybody  should  pay  according  to  their 
means  ;  but  the  poor  men  ought  to  con- 
tribute because  the  larger  expenditure  of 
the  country  was  undertaken  on  their 
behalf.     So  much  money  being  expended 


would  have  to  sell  his  property  in  order  to  '  upon  them,  surely  they  ought  to  bear 
pay  H.  The  tendency  of  the  tax  would  '  some  portion  of  the  burden  of  taxation, 
be,  amongst  other  things,  to  disperse  art  I  It  was  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that  only  the 
collections,  and  that  of  course  would  tend  i  richer  and  upper  class  had  an  interest  iu 
to  the  migration  of  these  works  across  !  the  country  ;  the  poor  had  as  large  and 
the  water,  where  these  oppressive  Death  even  a  larger  interest  in  the  country,  and 
Duties  were  unknown.  If  there  was  ;  for  the  maintenance  of  their  interests  they 
such  a  thing  as  compassion,  he  should  |  ought  to  pay  according  to  their  means. 
think  that  the  various  considerations  '  He  was  confident  that  he  was  voicing  the 
which  he  had  urged  would  have  availed  general  sentiment.  In  his  constituency, 
with  the  Government,  especially  the  fact  for  instance,  he  knew  that  the  working 
that  this  taxation  would  mainly  fall  men  were  jnst  as  anxious  as  anybody 
upon  the  widow  of  the  dead  man  at  the  to  see  the  Navy  strengthened,  and  he 
moment  when  the  bread-winner  of  the  was  sure  they  were  ready  to  pay  their 
family  had  gone.  This  tax  would  be  exe-  share  of  any  taxation  that  was  involved. 
crated  by  generation  after  generation.  !  Yet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
With  regard  to  the  Income  Tax  pro-  \  had  dared  to  boast  that  he  had  so  con- 
posals  of  the  Government,  he  must  make  :  trived  the  Budget  as  to  tax  the  rich  and 
the  remark  that  this  Budget  would  to  leave  out  the  poor.  One  word  about  the 
some  extent  limit  the  area  over  which  '  Naval  Defence  Act.  He  was  not  going 
the  Income  Tax  was  imposed.  He  had  '\  to  repeat  the  argument  which  he  had 
had  as  much  experience  with  regard  to  used  before  as  to  the  misapplication  of 
that  as  any  hon.  Member  in  the  House,  and  the  £290,000.  He  understood  the  Chan- 
he  meant  to  say  that  it  was  very  desirable  i  cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that  he 
to  keep  the  tax  as  low  as  possible  in  its  |  would  suspend  the  repayment  of  the 
incidence  upon  the  humbler  classes,  but  !  Sinking  Fund,  so  far  as  it  related  to  the 
not  to  limit  the  area,  because  when  the  '  arrangements  of  the  late  Government, 
enemy  was  at  the  door  the  Income  Tax  If  it  was  cowardly  in  time  of  peace  to 
was  a  great  reserve,  and  to  limit  its  area  ;  suspend  the  payment  of  the  National 
would  be  to  diminish  the  opportunities  ;  Debt,  it  was  equally  cowardly  to  suspend 
of  raising  money  iu  time  of  need.  The  the  Sinking  Fund,  [Sir  W.  Haucourt  : 
area  over  which  the  Income  Tax  could  I  do  not.]  Yes,  it  was  distinctly  said 
be  imposed,  having  once  been  narrowed,  |  in  the  last  clause  but  one  of  the  Finance 
great  difficulty  would  be  found  iu  again  I  Bill  that  the  £3,000,000  for  the  Naval 
enlarging  it.  Although  it  was  a  very  >  Defence  Fund  and  the  £2,000,000  for 
proper  thing  to  retluce  the  amount  of  the  Imperial  Defence  Fund  were  to  be 
taxation  as  far  as  possible,  the  area  ought  repaid  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund.  That 
to  be  maintained,  so  that  in  the  day  of  i  amounted  to  a  su2«peusion  of  the  pav- 
need  the  necessary  amount  could  be  ob-  I  ment  of  the  National  Debt.  There  were 
tained.  He  understood  the  Chancellor  of  !  £10,000,000  distinctly  alluded  to  in  the 
the  Exchequer  to  have  said  that  this  Bill,  which  money  was  to  be  applied  to 
Budget  was  an  equal  one  for  all  classes,  naval  defence  by  the  issue  of  £1,400,000 
but  in  the  next  breath  ho  seemed  to  a  year  for  seven  years,  and  which  was 
say   something    quite    different,  because    to  he  provided  by  taxation,  and  to  bo 
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paid  out  of  the  Exchequer  by  £xch6^.  not  going  to  pay  it  was  hard  to  see  how 
quer  issues.  What  happened  ?  The  Go*  they  would  be  hurt  by  the  principle  of 
vernmeut  decided  to  finish  their  Pro-  i  the  Bill.  The  hon.  anid  gallant  Member 
gramme  in  five  years,  and  they  borrowed  had  appealed  to  the  House  in  the  interests 
£3,000,000,  and  at  the  end  of  five  years  \  of  realty.  He  (Mr.  Holland)  should  like 
they  had  a  balance  in  hand  for  two  years  !  to  point  out  that  if  realty  had  its  hard- 
of  £1,400,000  a  year.  Now,  what  was  ships  personalty  also  had  its  hardships, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  going  and  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
to  do  ?  He  was  not  going  to  repay  quer  had  any  favours  to  bestow  he 
this  money  by  taxation,  but  he  was  thought  that  personalty  would  put  in 
going  to  take  it  out  of  the  Sink-  some  claim  for  consideration.  The  right 
ing  Fund ;  and  this  sum,  amounting  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
to  almost  £3,000,000,  was  being  applied,  London  University  had  put  his  finger 
not  to  the  purposes  of  Naval  Defence  or  >  upon  one  of  the  hardships  from  which 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  but  personalty  suffered — namely,  the  prompt 
for  the  prosecution  of  the  financial  pur-  payment  insisted  upon  when  Death  Duties 
poses  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-  were  levied.  Another  hardship  was  that 
quer.  He  did  not  say  that  all  the  terrible  when  the  owners  of  factories  and  other 
consequences  which  had  been  predicted  buildings  made  their  Income  Tax  Re- 
would  follow  from  this  system  of  finance,  turn  notification  was  allowed  with  regard 
but  he  did  say  that  there  were  so  many  to  the  buildings  themselves,  although  de- 
faults of  policy  and  construction  and  so  preciation  was  allowed  in  regard  to 
many  blemishes  in  the  Chancellor  of  the  machinery.  This  was  a  matter  in  which 
Exchequer's  scheme  that  no  course  was  ;  he  knew  the  manufacturing  districts  felt 
open  to  him  but  to  give,  as  he  should  |  that  they  suffered  a  great  injustice.  He 
do  with  unqualified  satisfaction,  his  vote  was  more  or  less  intimately  acquainted 
against  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill.  with  some  of  the  populous  manufacturing 
Mr.  HOLLAND  (Salford,  N.)  said,  {  centres  of  the  North,  and  there  the  present 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R.  <  Budget  was  extremely  popular.  The 
Temple)  had  told  them  that  the  Bill  I  people  in  those  centres  had  felt  that  the 
would  receive  the  execration  of  genera-  {  principles  of  taxation  had  hitherto  been 
tiou  after  generation.  He,  however,  had  i  unjust,  inasmuch  as  some  had  been 
heard    it  stated   that    this   condition   of    crushed  by  them  while  others  had  barely 


things  could  not  be  of  long  duration. 
Disastrous  it  might  be  for  a  short 
time,     but     not      for      a      long     time. 


felt  them.  Believing  as  he  did  that  this 
measure  was  one  which,  to  a  large  extent, 
would  redress  this  evil,  and  that  it  was  a 


becaui^e  as  soon  as  the  Party  oppo-  '  measure  of  tardy  justice,  he  should  have 
site  came  into  power  they  could,  of  great  pleasure  in  recording  his  vote  in  its 
course,  very  easily  repair  the  blunders  of  |  favour. 

the  Government.  Apart  from  that,  he  ;  Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
altogether  failed  to  see  why  the  policy  of  '  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
the  Government  should  receive  the execra-  tleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had  told  the 
tiou  of  succeeding  generations  of  legatees.  House  that  his  experience,  derived  from  a 
The  principle  of  graduation  had  been  knowledge  of  the  great  towns  in  the  North, 
condemned  by  different  speakers  on  the  was  that  this  was  a  popular  Budget, 
ground  that  when  once  the  proposal  was  He  (Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  ventured 
started  one  did  not  know  where  it  would  !  to  traverse  that  opinion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
stop.  There  was,  however,  the  same  >  tleman.  Possibly,  when  the  Budget  was 
limit  in  regard  to  the  principle  of  i  first  mentioned,  and  before  it  was  dis- 
graduation  as  there  was  in  regard  to  all  :  cussed  and  understood,  it  might  have  had 
legislation — namely,  the  limit  imposed  among  a  certain  section  of  the  Radical 
by  the  good  sense  of .  the  people  at  large.  Party  some  popularity,  but  that  popularity 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  New-  had  been  steadily  waning,  and  it  was 
port  (Colonel  Kenyon-Sluuey)  had  stated    likely,  at  no  distant  date,  to  become  one 


that  he  knew  of  two  estates  the  owners 
of  which  had  already  made  arrangements 
for  the  entire  evasion  of  all  Death  Duties. 
Well,  if  the  owners  of  those  estates  were 
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of  the  most  unpopular  Budgets  ever  pro- 
duced in  this  countrv.  It  was  called  a 
democratic  Budget,  but  it  was  only 
democratic  in  one  sense — namely,  that  it 


2a7 


Finance 


{17  Jt'W  1894) 


HM. 


238 


did  the  greatest  injury  possible  to  the 
greatest  number  of  people.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  was  probably  the  worst  Budget 
that  was  ever  prodnoed,  and  every  fresh 
examination  of  it  had  disclosed  fresh  in* 
equaiitieSy  fresh  inconsistencies,  fresh  in- 
justices, and  fresh  ignorance  of  its  mean- 
ing and  its  results  on  the  part  of  its 
authors.  The  veneer  with  which  the 
Budget  was  first  covered  had  worn  off, 
and  the  country  had  at  last  discovered 
how  harmful  it  would  be  to  a 
great  number  of  interests.  Its  effect 
must  certainly  be  to  injure  the  agricul- 
tural interest  of  the  country  ;  it  must 
tend  to  drive  capital  from  the  land  ;  it 
would  undoubtedly  close  many  country 
houses,  and  it  would  throw  out  of  em- 
ployment hundreds  and  thousands  of  the 
working  classes  —  household  servants, 
farm  labourers,  and  a  great  number  of 
working  men  who,  with  their  families, 
found  useful  and  beneficial  employment  in 
and  around  country  houses  and  landed 
estates.  These  facts  were  not,  perhaps,  as 
rapidly  as  could  be  wished,  but  still  steadily 
andiurely  being  grasped  and  understood  by 
the  people,  and  especially  by  the  agricul- 
tural labourers,  and  when  they  were  fully 
understood  by  them  he  did  not  envy  the 
position  of  the  authors  of  the  Budget. 
The  only  class  that  would  benefit  by  the 
Budget  was  that  of  the  lawyers.  In 
every  part  of  the  land  they  were  now 
engaged  with  the  wills,  settlements,  and 
other  deeds  which  would  have  to  be 
altered  in  consequence  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Budget,  and  he  believed  also  that 
they  were  very  largely  examining  into 
the  means  of  evading  it.  It  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  this  Govern- 
ment of  all  others  should  deal  this  most 
injurious  if  not  fatal  blow  at  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  because  they  came  into 
power  very  largely  owing  to  the  exces- 
sive promises  with  which  they  had  de- 
luged the  agricultural  constituencies. 
This  was  probably  the  largest  Budget 
•ever  seen  in  modern  times,  as  it  in  vol  veil 
£102,700,000.  Whilst  their  predecessors 
reduced  taxation  in  every  direction — 
direct,  indirect,  and  local  alike — the 
present  Government  were  increasing  taxa- 
tion on  all  sides  ;  and  so  increasing  it  as 
to  inflict  the  maximum  of  taxation  with  the 
minimum  of  benefit.  Th  us,  from  their  new 
Income  Tax  they  would  raise  £1 ,780,000, 
but  only  £320,000  of  this  would  go  into  the 


Exchequer.  The  graduated  Death  Duties, 
which  were  the  principal  features  in  the 
so-called  democratic  Budget,  were  so  ar- 
ranged as  to  place  the  greatest  possible 
burden  upon  the  land  and  also  to  give 
the  greatest  possible  stimulus  to  evasion. 
Persona]  property  might  possibly  succeed 
in  evading  these  crushing  and  uujust 
duties,  and  he  believed  it  was  no  secret 
that  schemes  were  at  present  being 
devised  by  ingenious  minds  throughout 
the  country  for  evading  the  duties. 
Land,  however,  could  not  evade  them, 
enormous  and  crushing  as  they  were, 
and  imposed  as  they  were  at  a  time 
when,  owing  to  agricultural  depression, 
land  was  least  able  to  bear  them.  He 
woul(!r  give  only  one  instance  to  show 
how  the  burden  would  fall  upon  land. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  a  landed 
estate  valued  at  £1,000,000.  This  pro- 
perty would  on  an  average  produce 
about  £22,600  a  year.  He  assumed  that 
the  estate  was  burdened  with  mortgages 
amounting  to  £500,000,  the  interest  on 
which  would  be  £17,500,  leaving  the 
land  owners  a  net  income  of  exactly 
£5,000  a  year.  Under  the  new  Estate 
Duties  the  successor  would  be  called 
upon  to  pay  on  the  £500,000  which  was 
free  from  mortgage  at  the  rate  of  7  per 
cent.,  and  he  would  therefore  have  to 
meet  a  burden  of  £35,000,  having  only 
£5,000  a  year  to  pay  it  with  ;  conse- 
quently, he  would  have  to  pay  away  in 
duty  seven  times  his  annual  income,  and  if 
the  instalments  were  distributed  over  a 
period  of  eight  years  he  would  be  left 
with  the  magnificent  sum  of  £625  a  year 
during  the  eight  years  after  paying  the 
Death  Duty.  If  in  addition  to  the  original 
misfortune  of  the  imposition  of  this  costly 
burden  there  should,  owing  to  a  series  of 
deaths,  be  a  series  of  Succession  Duties 
to  pay  there  was  probably  no 
large  landed  estate  which  would  be  able 
to  bear  the  burden,  and  the  result  would 
undoubtedly  be  the  forceil  sale  of  the 
property  and  its  distribution.  If  the 
Government  were  compelled  to  impose  a 
graduated  duty,  surely  a  graduated  In- 
come Tax  would'  have  been  much  fairer, 
because  it  would  have  fallen  upon  the 
great  Radical  plutocrats  who  had  enor- 
mous incomes  and  who  now  could  easily 
escape  the  payment  of  this  duty  by  in- 
vesting rtieir  money  abroad  or  by  trans- 
ferring/ it  during  their  lifetime,  or  adopting 
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any  of  the  other  devices  which  were  now 
under  the  consideration  of  lawyers,  and 
of  those  who  washed  to  evade  Uie  tax. 
The  Government  had,  on  the  one  hand, 
tried  to  play  to  the  Gallery  by  bringing 
forward  a  sham  democratic  scheme, 
and  on  the  other  hand  they  had  tried 
to  avoid  taxing  their  own  rich  sup* 
porters,  who  made  such  huge  iucomed 
out  of  ^'  the  toil  and  sweat  of  the 
people."  The  extra  Beer  Duty  would, 
like  the  Death  Duty,  fall  with  especial 
severity  on  the  agricultural  interest.  The 
undoubted  result  of  the  imposition  of  the 
extra  Beer  Duty  would  be  to  drive  good 
English  barley  out  of  employment  in  the 
manufacture  of  beer,  and  to  encourage 
the  use  of  wheat,  foreign  barley  and;what 
was  worse,  foreign  maize,  sugar,  and  rice. 
The  Budget  was  in  reality  an  all-round 
attack  upon  agriculture,  made  at  a  time 
wheii  agriculture  was  suffering  most. 
The  effect  of  the  Estate  Duties  would  be 
to  drive  capital  away  to  foreign  countries 
to  produce  much  less  revenue  than  the 
Government  anticipated,  to  cause  many 
country  houses  to  be  shut  up,  to  break 
up  landed  properties,  and  to  throw  out 
of  employment  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  industrious  persons.  Reference  had 
already  been  made  to  the  juggling  with 
the  Sinking  Fund  that  had  taken  place 
with  the  Budget.  The  Government  were 
taking  from  the  Naval  and  Imperial 
Defence  Fund  the  money  that  had  been 
allocated  to  them,  and  were  devoting  it 
to  other  purposes,  whilst  they  were 
placing  a  considerable  sum  upon  the 
general  taxation  of  the  country.  The 
way  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer got  his  balance  was  most  ex- 
traordinary. He  deliberately  took  the 
sum  of  £289,000,  which  remained  un- 
spent last  year  under  the  Naval  Defence 
Act,  put  it  to  the  other  side  of  the  account, 
and  treated  it  as  an  asset  this  year.  In 
conclusion,  he  affirmed  that  the  Budget 
was  most  crudely  and  imperfectly  con- 
structed, that  it  inflicted  a  maximum  of 
taxation  and  distress  with  a  minimum  of 
result  and  benefit,  that  its  authors  had 
been  proved  to  be  on  many  critical 
points  ignorant  of  its  meaning  and  its 
consequences.  It  imposed  heavy  and 
intolerable  burdens  on  the  land  at  a 
time  when  the  land  was  least  able  to 
bear  them,  and  no  class  would  suffer 
more  heavily  from  it  than  the  agricul- 
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tural  labourer.  It  would  favour  the 
agricultura)  products  of  foreign  countries 
at  the  cost  of  Britieh  agriculture.  It 
would  fall  with  excessive  severity  on 
real  property  and  would  favour  personal 
property.  It  would  impose  heavy  taxa- 
tion, only  a  small  portion  of  which 
would  go  into  the  Exchequer.  It  would 
tend  to  fraud  and  would  provoke  evasion. 
It  was  in  no  sense  democratic,  be- 
cause it  wonld  beneflt  but  few  and  in- 
jure many  of  our  people. 
'  •Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.)  said,  the  main  principle  of  the  Budget 
was  to  tax  the  capital  value  of  property 
right  through.  Personal  property  had 
hitherto  been  taxed  on  its  capital  value^ 
and  the  Government  said  they  saw  no 
I'eason  why  real  property  should  not  also 
be  taxed  on  its  capital  value.  That  was  a 
proposition  which  was  rather  difficult  to 
meet,  because,  broadly  speaking,  pro* 
perty  was  property  whether  it  was  realty 
or  personalty,  but  in  dealing  with  it  for 
purposes  of  taxation  one  had  to  consider 
the  character  and  nature  of  realty  as 
distinguished  from  personalty.  Hitherto 
personal  property  had  been  taxed  in  this 
particular  way  because  it  could  be  fairly 
taxed  in  that  way,  while  real  property 
hud  been  taxed  in  a  different  way  be- 
cause it  had  had  to  bear  other  bundens, 
and  because  it  would  have  been  not 
only  difficult,  but  unfair  to  tax  it  in 
the  same  way  as  personal  property. 
Millions  of  personal  property  could  be 
transferred  with  a  penny  receipt  stamp, 
but  when  real  property  came  into  the 
question  it  had  to  be  transferred  in  a 
different  way  and  had  to  bear  heavy 
Stamp  Duties.  No  doubt,  certain  personal 
property  bore  certain  Stamp  Duties,  but 
the  bulk  of  it  was  transferred  without 
reference  to  Stamp  Duties.  Again,  until 
recent  years  real  property  had  borne  the 
whole  burden  of  local  taxation.  It  was 
now  proposed  to  put  the  Death  Duty  upon 
the  capital  value  of  real  property.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  thoroughly  understood 
and  remembered  that  in  this  democratic 
Budget  land  was  treated  as  ordinary 
property.  Vague  statements  were  some- 
times made  to  die  effect  that  land  was  a 
special  kind  of  property.  It  would  now 
be  very  difficult  for  those  who  talkeil 
about  land  nationalisation  and  "  land 
restoration "  and  "  the  single  tax "  to 
refer  to  real  property  as  being  ear-marked 
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property  in  which  the  State  had  a  par- 
ticular ioterest  sind  the  indiyidual  only  a 
limited   ioterest;    therefore,   imderlyiug 
this    Budget   there    was  anotber  large 
prinoiple  —  namely,   the  recognition    of 
the  complete  owuership  of  real  property. 
This  was  a  proposition  which  he  thought 
would  not  he  at  all  acceptable  to  those 
who  held  the  peculiar  views  about  land 
to  which  he  referred.     It  was  impossible 
to  tax  the  holders  aud  occupiers  of  landed 
property  in  the  drastic  and  complete  way 
proposed  on  principles  of  equality  with- 
out recognising   the  ownership  of  pro- 
perty in  connection  with  laud.       What 
he  complained  of  in  couuection   with  the 
principles  of  the  Goyerument   was  that 
they  did   not  have,  regard  to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances or  difficulties  couuected  with 
particular    chisses    of  landed    property. 
Whilst  he  was  prepared  to  recognise  the 
faimees    of    increased  taxation  with  re- 
ference to  certaiu  classes  of  lauded  pro- 
perty, he  thought  there  should  have  beeu 
a  cortain  amount  of  discrimiuation   with 
regard   to  other  landed  property.     But 
as  to  that  he  would  make  a  few  obser- 
vations later  on.     The  principle  of  aggre- 
gation of  property  adopted  in  the  Budget 
was  open,  he  thought,  to  a  good  deal  of 
eritioism.    So  far  as  he  could  uuderstaud, 
it  appeared  to  be  an  entirely  new  prin- 
ciple.    It  was  quite  reasonable  to  aggre- 
gate property  that  came  from  the  same 
man    and    went    to   the  same   class   of 
people ;  but  it  was  an  entirely  different 
Uiing  to  aggregate  property  coming  from 
different  people,  going  to  people  not  con- 
nected with  each  other,  and  only  passing 
on  the  accidental  circumstance  of  the  death 
of  a  person  who  might  be  only  the  tem- 
porary occupant,  or  who  was  temporarily 
interested  in  the  property ;  that  was  a  very 
diffioalt  principle  to  carry  out  without  a 
great  deal  of  injustice.      The  proposal 
was  to  aggregate  settled  property  in  which 
a  man  might  have  only  a  small  interest 
with   property   of   his   own   which   was 
under  his  absolute  control.     The  interest 
the  man  might  have  might  be  only  tem- 
porary, yet  under  this  Bill  it  was  aggre- 
gated with  his  own  property  for  the  pur- 
pose of  increasing  the  rate  of  duty  which 
both  properties  would  have  to  pay.     For 
the  life  of  him  he   could   not    see    the 
jastice  of  that  policy.    Another  principle 
in  the   Bill   was    that    of    graduation. 
He  admitted  that  graduation  was  a  prin- 


ciple that  had  a  certain  hold  upon  the 
popular  party,  and  he   thought    that  if 
they   could   carry  out   the   principle   of 
graduation  it  would  not  be  unacceptable. 
Most' of  them  would  admit  that,  broadly 
speaking,  property  should  pay  a  higher 
rate  of  duty  upon  passing  at  death,  but 
the  question  was  what  was  the  rate  of 
duty  that  should  be  paid,  and  by  whom 
should  it  be  paid  ?  Under  the  present  Bill 
the  graduation  was  calculated  with  reganl 
to  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  property 
of  the  deceased  ;  it  should  be  according  to 
the  amount  of  benefit  received  by  the  in- 
dividual and  not  according  to  the  amount 
of  the  estate  from  which  tbat  benefit  was 
derived.     The  Government  had  carried 
out  their  views  and  applied  the  principles 
of  the  Probate  Duty,  which  hitherto  had 
applied  to  personalty  ouly,  to  this  new 
Estate    Duty,   and   he    could,  not   help 
thinking  that  in  many  cases  tbat  would 
work  a  good  deal  of  injustice.      On  the 
Report  stage  they  had  considerable  dis- 
cussion on  the  hard  case  of  the  payment 
of    duty    on    the    passage  of    property 
from  the  wife  to  the  husband,  or  from 
the  husband   to  the  wife.     He  believed 
that  the  natural  feeling  of  the  community 
would  be  very  much  opposed  to  the  Go- 
vernment  on   this    question,   and   every 
husband  succeeding  to  property  from  his 
wife,  or   every   wife   who  succeeded  to 
property  from  the  husband,  would  feel  a 
sense  of   injustice  at  having  to  bear  a 
tax,  and  an  increased  tax  which,  but  for 
this    Bill,  would    not    have   had  to   be 
borne.       A  good   deal    had    been    said 
as    to   the     bearings     of     this    Budget 
upon  land.     He  had  already  said  in  the 
House  more  than  once  that  he  thought 
town  property  could  bear  more  taxation  ; 
that  was  in  accordance  with  the  principle 
of  putting  the  taxation  on  the  shoulders 
of  those  who  could  afford  to  bear  it,  but 
the    Government    did    not   discriminate 
between  town  property  and  the  class  of 
property  they  had  in  the  rural  districts, 
which     at    present,    as    was    generally 
admitted,  was  suffering  under   the  most 
grievous   depression,  and   they  chose  to 
lay  down  a  hard  and  fast  rule  that  while 
it  raised  the  taxation  on  town  property 
also  raised  taxatiou   upon    country  pro- 
perty.    He  said  unhesitatingly  as  a  town 
member  that  the  people  in  the  towns  had 
the  greatest  feelings  of  regard  and  sym- 
pathy for   the  people  of  the  agricultural 
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districts,    as    thej    knew    that    if    the  j  were    passiag    Parish  >  GonooiLs    Bills, 
difficulties     in     the     agricnltural     dis-  '  Small      Holdings      Bills,      and      hold- 
tricts    were    increased     it    must     driveling  out  all   sorts  of  inducements  to  the 
the    people    into    the    towns    to    swell  I  agricultural  labourers  to  remain  in  the 
an    already   congested    labour     market.  ;  agricultural  districts,   at  the  same  time 
The  interest  of  the  people  in  the  towns    tbey  were  initiating    a  system  of  taxa- 
was    not   to   oppress    the  people  in  the    tion,  without  discrimination,  which  would 
agricnltural  districts  and  make  the  condi-    help  to  drive  the  agricultural  labourers 
tious  of  life  by  taxation  so  hard  that  the    into  the  towns.     He  thankfully  accepted 
people  were  driven  from  them  ;  but  their  '  the   concessions    the  Chancellor   of    the 
interest  was  to  keep  the  people  in  the    Exchequer  had  made  both  with  reference 
agricultural  districts.     The  desire  of  the    to  Schedule  A  and  Schedule  B,  but  he 
people  of  the  towns  was  that  the  people    thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
in  the  country  should  be  under  no  taxa-  i  have  gone  a  little  further  with  reference 
tion  that  was  not  perfectly  fair  and  con-  |  to  Schedule  A.     He  was  not  complaining 
siderate  to  them,  having  regard  to  the  |  — in  fact,  he  gratefully  accepted  what 
depression  from  which  the  whole  agri-  !  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  ;  but 
cultural  interest  was  suffering.  He  might  \  he  thought  that  the  scale  the  right  hon. 
be  told  this  taxation  only  affected  the  ,  Gentleman    had    laid    down,   whilst   it 
landowners.       Immediately  it   did  only    would  be  perfectly  fair  and  reasonable 
affect  the  landowners,  but  indirectly  it    with  respect  to  the  better  class  property, 
affected   the    people    employed    by   the  j  would  not  be  sufficiently  considerate  to  the 
landowners    and    all    the     rural    popu-  j  poorer  class  of  property.     He  could  take 
latiou,  because  as   a  landowner  had    to  i  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  to  old-fashioned 
provide  for  the  payment  of  these  Death  i  cottages,  which  were  let  at  low  rents. 
Duties,  it  would  mean  that  this  provision  :  where    the    repairs   to    keep    them    up 
would  have  to  ■come  out  of  the  income  of  ■  amount    to    something    like   20    to    30 
the  estate,  and  therefore  a  less  number  of    per    cent.      They    ought,   according    to 
persons  would  be  employed  in  the  agri-  '  some  modern  notions,  to  be  pulled  down  ; 
cultural    districts.     That,    he    thought,    but  inasmuch  as  they  were  old-fashioned, 
would  appeal  to  the  common  sense  of    roomy  places  that  the  tenants  had  lived 
Members  representing  town  constitnen-  I  in   from   20  to  50  years,  they  did  not 
cies.     He   saw   a  letter  in    The   Times  •  wish      them      to      be      pulled      down ; 
from  a  landowner,  who  stated  that  in  the    therefore      they      were      patched      up 
last  eight  or  10  years  he  had  expended  ,  from  time  to   time,    the  owner  expend- 
upon  the   improveipent  of  farm-houses,    ing  from  20  to  30  per  cent,  upon  the 
cottages,,  and  in  various  other  ways  upon    repairs.     This  class  of  cottage  could  be 
his   estate,    some   thousands   of    pounds  i  found  all  over  the  country,  and  though 
which   had    not  produced    one   shilling  ;  the  hard-and-fast  rule  of  the  right  hon. 
additional  income.    He  had  kept  six  men    Gentleman  might  in  many  cases  be  faur 
regularly  employed  in  making  these  im-    and  reasonable,    in  others,  and  particu- 
provemeuts  ;    but     after     this     Budget  I  larly  in  the  case  of  this  kind  of  cottage 
passed,  having  to  set  apart  some  of  his    property,  the  relief  would  not  be  sufficient, 
income  to  meet   the  Death   Duties,   he    Therefore,  he  was  sorry  that  the  Chan- 
would  have  to  get  rid  of  four  out  of  the  j  cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  adopted 
six  men  he  now  employed.     What  were 
these   men  to   do  ?     He  quite  admitted 
they  might  say  this  landowner  employed 
these  men  because  he  thought  it  was  in 
his  own  interests  to  do  so  ;    but  there 
was   no   doubt   it   was   done    for    other 
reasons     as    well,    and    his    contention 
was  that  the  effect  of  the  Budget  would 
be  to  reduce  in  a  similar  way  the  expen- 
diture of  a  large  number  of  landowners 
throughout  the  country,  and  thus  drive 
a    certain    proportion     of     unemployed 
men    into     the    towns.       Whilst     they  I  instead  of  this  deferred  Income  Tax.  He 
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the  broad  proposition  of  charging  Income 
Tax  under  Schedule  A  upon  the  clear 
net  income  derived  rather  than  upon  the 
gross,  with  a  certain  proportionate  abate- 
ment. There  had  evidently  been  a  eon- 
fusion  of  principles  in  the  mind  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  a  gra- 
duated Income  Tax.  Did  he  accept 
this  new  Estate  Drty  in  lieu  of  a 
graduated  Income  Tax  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  believed  in  such  a 
tax  he  ought  to  have  brought  it  forward 
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hftd  beud  in  tbU  discussion  that  what- ' 
ever  else  the  Bill  might  do  it  would  do 
something  for  the  lawjers.  He  hoped  it 
might,  for  spesking  as  a  lawyer  he  oonld 
■ay  they  were  a  claea  of  people  whose 
bnsioess  at  the  present  time  was  not  very 
flourishing.  Therefore,  if  the  effect 
of  this  Bill  was  to  give  them  some  in- 
creased businesH  he  perBooally,  on  behalf 
of  hia  fraternity,  thanked  the  Chancellor 
of  tbe  Kxobequer,  but  be  did  not  know 
that  the  public  would  thank  him. 
Standing  here  be  spoke  as  a  representa- 
tive of  the  public  and  not  as  a  lawyer, 
and  he  said  that  any  Act  of  Parliament 
which  immediately  set  tbe  lawyers  tu 
work  to  find  out  a  means  of  evading 
it  stood  oondemneci,  to  some  extent 
at  all  events.  He  believed  that  tbe 
lawjers  would  hove  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  the  working  of  the  Act,  and  that 
the  ingenuity  of  the  lawyers  would  be 
able  to  entrench  on  the  income  wbicb  the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  hoped  lo 
derive  from  this  Bill.  Speaking 
generally,  this  Bill  was  oue  that  he 
did  not  believe  would  bring  iu  tbe 
large  sum  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Excbe- 
qaer  hoped  ;  it  would  upset  all  sorts  of 
arrangements  all  over  the  country, 
and  greatly  interfere  with  mituy 
business  trausactions.  It  professed 
to  carry  out  large  principles,  but  it 
would  carry  tlicm  out  in  o.  very  unsatie- 
factory  way,  and  would  be  found  to  bear 
very  heavily  on  certain  classes  and  certain 
interests  in  the  country.  He  tbought 
tbe  great  talent  and  ability  of  the  riglit 
hoQ.  Gentleman  mlgbt  have  invented  a 
.  Budget  that  would  have  been  more  satis- 
faotory  than  the  ona  he  Imd  brought 
forward,  and  therefore  he  should  not  sup- 
port tbe  Third  Reudiug  of  t\\\»  Bill. 

Mr.  H.  foster  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 
toft) said,  be  should  not  have  iriterpose<l 
but  for  an  observation  that  fell  from  tbe 
hoD.  Member  for  the  Woodbridge  Divi- 
sion of  Suffolk  Q&r.  Everett),  which 
might  be  misleading.  The  bou.  Member 
said  his  one  ground  of  Rupport  of  this 
particular  Budget  was  that  it  would  do 
a  great  deal  for  the  agricultural  labourer. 
It  was  trtie  that  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  condcBcend  to  give  piirticulars  how 
the  agricultural  labourer  was  to  bo 
benefited    by  any  particular  provision  in 
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this  Budget,  and  he  would  therefore  ask 
him  to  state  how  he  made  out  that  tbe 
agricultural  labourer  would  be  bene- 
fited by  any  provision  con  tuned  in 
this  Budget.  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman 
attempt  to  say  that  in  bis  County  of 
Suffolk,  a  portion  of  which  he  repre- 
sented, that  any  benefit  would  be  con- 
ferred on  the  lal)0urer  F  During  the  last 
few  years  a  large  area  of  land  in  the 
county  had  gradually  gone  out  of  culti- 
vation, and  was  still  going  out  of  culti- 
vation, because  the  owners  found  that 
land  cultivation  did  not  pay.  If  tbe  hon. 
Member  admitted  tbat  the  result  of  this 
decreasing  area  of  land  under  cultivation 
wuB  to  drive  a  large  uumber  of  labourers 
off  the  soil,  to  make  the  conditions  of 
tbeir  employment  and  their  mode  of  life 
harder,  then  lie  would  ask  the  liou.  Mem- 
ber and  the  House  to  consider  what  tbe 
effect  of  such  legislatiou  as  tbis  Budget 
must  be  upon  tbe  lives  of  such  men  as 
the  agricultural  labourer.  To  his  mind 
thiii  Budget  illuRtrated  the  cardinal  dif- 
ference betweeu  thJM  and  the  other  aide 
of  tbe  House.  He  submitted  there  was 
tbis  great  ditFereuce  iu  the  policy  of  the 
two  groat  Parties  in  the  State  :  gentle- 
men opposite  were  in  favour  of  incress- 
ing  tbe  burdens  of  taxation,  while  tbey 
on  tbat  side  were  in  favour  of  lighten- 
ing and  alleviating  those burde us.  Tbey 
believed  tbat  land  at  present  was  over- 
burdeued,  and  it  tbey  were  to  increase 
the  area  of  lami  under  cultivation 
and  to  attract  back  to  tbe  land  the 
labourer  and  capital  they  roust  lighten 
the  burden  that  at  present  pressed  so 
heavily  upon  land.  By  this  Budget  the 
bunions  ou  land  would  not  bo  lightened 
but  increased  hy  tbe  taxation  imposed, 
and,  that  Wng  so,  he  wished  to  know 
how  tbe  hoii.  Meml>er  for  the  Wood- 
bridge  Divisiou  of  Suffolk  (Mr.  Everett) 
was  going  to  make  good  bis  claim  that 
this  was  a  poor  man's  Budget  in  the 
sense  that  it  was  going  to  licuefit  the 
agricultural  labourer  ?  That  argument 
was  elaborated  somewhat  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  who  made  a 
speech  which  was  imt  ouly  important  in 
character,  but  containetl  a  vast  amount  of 
matter  of  the  greatest  hiftoric^il  interest, 
but  towards  tbe  conclusion  of  his  speech 
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th»  right  hou.  Genlleman  fell  into  what 
he  might  call^  with  all  respect  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  political  dap-trap 
of  the  worst  possible  descriptiou.  for  he 
raised   the  argument   with   which   they 
were  so  familiar,  of  the  rich  against  the 
poor,  and  in  conclusion  he  made  some 
observations,    mostly     written,    in    the 
nature  of  a  peroration  which  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Foster)  more  in  the  nature  of 
an  election   address   than   a   speech   in 
support  of  a  serious  Government  itieasure. 
What  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
argument — what  did  he  wish  to  convey, 
not  to  Members  of  this  House,  but  to  the 
general  public  ?  That  this  was  a  Budget 
to   the  interest    and  advantage   of  the 
majority   who   were    poor    against    the 
minority  of  the  people  who  were  rich, 
and  he  wished  to  ask  the  House  what 
was  there  in  this  Budget  to  justify  the 
observation   that   the    Budget    was    in 
favour  of  the   poor    man  ?     Supposing 
that  was  so,  was  the  Budget  wise  or  just 
because    the   poor  man   was   the    more 
numerous   class  in  this   country  ?     But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  proceed 
to  illustrate  his  point  nor  did  he  proceed 
to  deal  materially  with   the  illustration 
used   from    the   writings   of   Mr.   John 
Stuart  Mill  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  London  University 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock).     The  argument    ad- 
duced from  the  writings  of    Mr.   John 
Stuart  Mill  was  that  taxation  should  be 
graduated  in  proportion  to  the  means  of 
the   person   who   was   taxed.     But  this 
fallacy  seemed  to  underlay  the  argument 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
they  should  proceed  on  the   basis,   not 
that    they     were    taxing     the    living, 
but      that     they      were     taxing      the 
man    who    was    dead    and     gone.     In 
the   graduated   Probate   Duty  that  was 
the  principle  upon  which  he  had  acted. 
A  man  who  was  alive  and   possessed  a 
certain   amount    of    money,    should    be 
taxed   according   to    his   means.     They 
were  all  in  favour  of  graduated   taxation 
if  it  were  so  applied,  and  it  was  a  mis- 
representation  of    their   views  on    that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  to  say 
that  they  were  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  graduated  taxation.      But  what  they 
did  protest  against  was  that  a  man  who 
was  left  a  legacy  by  a  rich  man  should 
have  to  pay  a  larger  Estate   Duty  than 
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if  the  legacy  had  been  left  him  by  a  poor 
man.  It  was  a  misapplioation  of  the 
principle  of  graduation  to  tax  a  man  to 
whom  property  was  left,  not  because  he 
had  been  left  a  large  amount  of  property 
but  because  the  man  who  had  left  it  to 
him  was  a  rich  man.  That  was  not 
taxing  the  rich  and  relieving  the  poor, 
but  it  might  well  be  that  it  was  taxing 
a  poor  man  because  a  rich  man  happened 
to  have  left  him  a  small  legaoy.  He 
rose  principally  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
testing against  that  part  of  this  Budget 
whioh  increased  the  taxation  upon  land, 
and  which  thereby  must  have  the  ten- 
dency of  driving  more  land  out  of  culti- 
vation, and  by  that  means  make  the 
occupation  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
a  more  difficult  one ;  which  must  send 
the  labourers  more  from  the  country  into 
the  towns  than  was  even  the  case  at 
the  present  moment,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  when  the  principles  of  this  Budget 
were  understood — as  they  were  graduidly 
being  understood — by  the  agricultural 
community,  so  far  from  thanking  the 
Government  for  having  done  anything  to 
relieve  them,  they  would  recognise  that 
the  very  reverse  was  the  case,  and 
they  would  bring  pressure  to  bear 
upon  their  representatives  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  repeal  of  the  un- 
just provisions  of  this  measure,  so  far  as 
they  affected  the  agricultural  districts, 
and  directing  legislation  towards  relieving 
the  present  burdens  upon  land. 

•Mr.  BIRRELL  (Fife,  W.)  did  not 
think  he  should  have  ventured  to  inter- 
vene in  this  Debate  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  fiery  sarcasm  thrown  across  the  floor 
of  the  House  by  an  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  he  did  not  see  now  in  his 
place,  who  spoke  of  the  dumb  fidelity  of 
the  supporters  of  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment. An  insult  of  that  character  could 
only  be  avenged  in  words.  He  should  there- 
fore avail  himself  of  the  few  minutes  at  his 
disposal  to  say  one  or  two  words  in  sup- 
port of  the  general  principles  of  the 
Budget.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Derby  Division  of  Liverpool,  who 
spoke  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Debate, 
and  who  made  himself,  as  he  was  per- 
fectly entitled  to  do,  the  mouthpiece  of 
agricultural   distress,   which  existed,  he 
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dared  aaj,  io  thU  country,  seemed  some- 
times to  forget  that  he  do  longer  repre- 
sented an  agricultural  constituency,  but 
was  now  in  the  proud  position  of  repre- 
senting an  arbitrarily  -  selected  spot  of 
ground,  covered,  so  far  as  he  remembered 
•— «nd  at  one  time  he  knew  it  well — with 
dinsry  houses  and  fonr|ii-rate  shops  many 
of  leasehold  tenure.  He  could  assure  the 
hon«  Member  that  if  he  would  direct  his 
attention  to  the  distress  which  existed  in 
bis  own  constituency,  arising  from  the 
great  depreciation  in  the  value  of  house 
property  in  the  West  Derby  Division  of 
Xii  verpooly  he  would  find  that  the  agricul- 
tural interest  was  my  no  means  the  only 
distressed  industry  at  the  present  time. 
Kone  the  less  these  leaseholders  bad  for 
a  long  period  of  years,  without  any  pro- 
test from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  been 
obliged  to  pay — he  did  not  say  they  were 
4M>ntent  to  pay — iProbate  Duty  upon  their 
property.  They  had  paid  probate  always. 
Sometimes,  as  in  the  case  of  a  lease  for 
99  years,  the  leasehold  interest  might 
▼ery  likely  have  paid  Probate  Duty  four 
times  over,  whilst  the  freeholder,  who  had 
derived  during  the  vtrhoie  of  that  99  years 
<herentof  the  property,  had  paid  no  Pro- 
bate Dutv  whatever.  The  hon.  Member 
soknowledges  that  this  was  a  great  in- 
justice ;  lie  said  he  recognised  the  fact 
that  this  distinction  between  the  free- 
liold  and  leasehold  interest  iu  land  was 
OBtirely  arbitrary,  and  that  he  could  con- 
ceive of  no  reason  why  the  freehold  in- 
terest should  be  exempted  from  the  im- 
post which  the  leasehold  interest  had  to 
bear.  The  hon.  Member  asserted  that 
the  principle  of  this  Budget  was  unjust, 
and  yet  he  recognised  tbat  this  great  in- 
justice was  being  remedied.  Ho  wanted 
to  know  how  the  hon.  Member  could 
make  out  that  this  Budget,  which  was 
the  first  Budget  which  remedied  this 
injustice,  was  framed  on  an  unjust 
principle.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Tight  hon.  Member  for  St.  George^s 
recognised  the  injustice  of  this  state  of 
-things  just  as  much  as  the  hon.  Member 
:for  the  West  Derby  Division.  But  for 
his  part,  he  confessed  he  cared  very 
little  for  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
•chequer  who  only  recognised  injustices 
— he  preferred  those  who  remedied  thorn. 
The  great  principle  of  the  Budget,  apart 
from  details  and  minor  injustices,  was 
that  all   property,    by    whatever    name 


lawyers  chose  to  call  it,  should  bear  the 
same  tax  upon  its  principal  value.  No 
one  had  risen  in  his  place  to  say  that  that 
principle  was  unjust.  On  the  contrary, 
he  thought  that  almost  all  the  speakers 
who  had  taken  part  in  the  discussion  had 
one  and  all  recognised  that  that  was  the 
proper  principle  to  act  upon  if  it  was 
only  possible  to  apply  it.  Everybody 
agreed  that  all  property  alike  should 
pay  whatever  Death  Duties  the  State 
might  think  fit  to  impose  upon 
the  principal  value.  No  one  would 
say  that  any  class  of  property 
of  this  kind  was  entitled  to  be  exempted 
from  a  just  and  fair  impost,  consequently 
they  started  with  a  general  admission 
that  if  it  was  possible  of  application  the 
principle  of  this  Budget  was  a  fair  one. 
No  one  would  now  contend  that  there 
was  anything  in  the  nature  of  freehold 
interests  in  land  which  entitled  them  to 
be  treated  apart  from  other  kinds  of 
property.  Household  franchise  had 
rendered  all  such  arguments  impossible. 
He  was  perfectly  well  aware  there  was  a 
time  when  the  landed  interest  in  that 
House  spoke  in  a  very  different  tone, 
when  it  was  thought  a  shocking  thing 
that  laud  should  bear  these  imposts, 
because  it  was  asserted  that  any  tax  upon 
land  robbed  the  heir,  and  he  had  a 
position  in  that  House  which  the  heir  to 
personalty  had  not — namely,  that  of  a 
person  entitled  to  protection.  So  much 
was  he  entitled  to  protection,  that  it  was 
only  after  a  long  controversy,  extending 
over  a  number  of  years  in  that  House, 
that  freehold  lands  were  made  liable  to 
pay  the  debts  of  a  deceased  proprietor. 
When  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  introduced  a 
Bill  to  make  the  estates  of  dead  men 
available  assets  for  the  payment  of  debts, 
no  less  n  man  than  Mr.  George  Canning 
declared  that  he  saw  in  the  Bill  a  distinct 
attempt  to  sacrifice  the  landed  to  the 
commercial  interest,  a  project  which 
would  imdoubtedly  ruin  the  landed 
interest,  and  which  would  introduce  into 
this  country  all  the  horrors  of  the  French 
Revolution.  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  like  a 
wise  man,  bowed  to  the  storm,  and  was 
content  to  confine  his  reform  to  one  small 
point.  He  brought  in  a  Bill  to  make 
freehold  estates  of  deceased  tradesmen 
assets  to  pay  their  debts.  The  House  of 
Commons  passed  that  Bill,  and  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly  went  home  and  recorded  in  his 
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diary  that  the  House  of  Commons  waii  a 
queer  Aseemblj,  bnt  at  all  events  it  had 
some  sense  of  honour,  for  it  did  not  mind 
making  a  tradesman  pays  bis  debts.  It 
was  not  until  many  years  after  that  time 
that  the  House  of  Commons  could  be  in- 
duced even  to  go  so  far  as  to  make  the 
lands  of  a  deceased  freeholder  assets  to  pay 
his  debts.  The  reason  was  the  same— 
namely,  that  it  would  be  robbing  the  heir. 
The  heir  had  to  be  considered.  He  had 
made  his  plans  on  the  assumption  that  he 
would  inherit  the  estate  of  his  ancestors  ; 
perhaps  he  had  entered  into  a  matrimo- 
nial alliance  and  begotten  children  and 
incurred  liabilities  and  responsibilities  on 
the  assumption  that  he  was  to  inherit  an 
estate  of  a  particular  value,  and  anything 
that  would  take  away  that  value  was  a 
thing  to  be  deprecated.  He  mentioned 
that  to  show  it  was  impossible  now,  at 
this  date,  when  all  proposals  had  to  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  a  large  mass  of 
people,  for  the  landed  interest  to  talk  in 
that  way  any  longer.  They  had  con- 
sequently now  based  their  objections  to 
being  taxed  upon  the  principal  value  of 
their  land  on  the  extreme  difficulty  that 
existed  in  ascertaining  what  that  value  was. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  that 
difficulty  might  exist  in  a  small  number 
of  cases,  but  it  must  be  a  very  small 
number  indeed.  If  they  could  ascertain 
the  probate  value  of  a  leasehold  estate 
held  for  999  years,  there  would  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  value 
of  a  similar  estate  held  for  ever,  and,  in 
fact,  even  the  landed  interests  themselves, 
when  they  desired  to  obtain  a  mortgage 
on  their  property,  experienced  no  diffi- 
culty in  producing  evidence  of  an  entirely 
satisfactory  character  from  surveyors 
and  land  agents  of  repute  in  the  county, 
showing  in  black  and  white  exactly  what 
the  value  of  the  estate  was,  and  thereby 
inducing  a  mortgage  to  the  extent  of  two- 
thirds  or  half  of  that  value.  He  did  not 
believe  that  in  the  great  majority  of  in- 
stances any  difficulty  would  arise  with 
regard  to  the  valuation.  After  all,  he 
would  point  out  that  it  was  not  from  the 
depressed  agricultural  interest  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hoped  to 
fill  his  coffers.  There  was  a  vast  amount 
of  freehold  property  in  this  county  as 
to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  perfectly  right  in  assuming  that 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  obtainin>; 
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a  valuation.  In  the  first  clause  of  the 
Bill,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  two  great, 
glaring,  and  admitted  inequalities  were  re- 
moved. If  a  man  died  possessed  of  £80,000 
in  funds  and  a  freehold  estate  worth 
£30,000 — which  could  be  sold  to-morrow, 
and  as  to  ascertaining  the  value  of  which 
there  was  no  difficulty — no  one  woald 
say  that  the  estate  worth  £30,000  should 
be  extracted  from  what  the  man  had  left 
in  order  \o  ascertain  the  amount  of  the 
Death  Duty  payable.  Both  the  money 
and  the  estate  should  be  put  together 
and  included  in  'the  same  duty.  That 
was  one  inequality  which  was  removed 
by  this  Bill,  and  the  other  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  Succession  Duty.  If  a  man 
died  and  left  £30,000  to  one  nephew  and 
an  estate  worth  £30,000  to  another,  and 
the  latter  sold  the  estate  for  £30,000, 
would  anybody  say  that  they  both  ought 
not  to  pay  the  same  duty.  These  were 
two  inequalities  which  were  about  to  dis- 
appear for  ever  from  their  law.  He 
wanted  to  know  how  anybody  could  saj 
that  a  Budget  which  took  that  as  the 
outline  and  principle  on  which  it  workecl 
was  an  unfair  Budget.  A  Budget  must 
be  very  little  just  unless  it  proceedetl 
upon  the  plain  and  intelligent  principle 
that  the  duty  should  be  levied  on  the 
value  of  the  property  passing,  and  the 
time  had  come  when  the  distinction  be- 
tween all  classes  of  property  should  dis- 
appear. That  time  had  all  the  more 
arrived,  because,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Derby  Division  had  very  well 
pointed  out,  these  distinctions  between 
real  and  personal  property  were  very 
fantastic,  and  when  thev  found  an  enor- 
mous  amount  of  property  in  this  country 
which  any  layman  would  call  real  estate, 
did  pay  the  same  tax  as  personalty,  the 
time  had  come  when  every  kind  of  land 
and  house  property  should  be  made  to  pay 
a  tax  based  upon  the  principal  valne. 
The  whole  question,  therefore,  resolved 
itself  into  this — whether  a  case  could  be 
made  out  not  on  general  principles, 
but  for  special  and  temporary  reasons, 
for  exempting  land.  The  agricultural 
argument,  it  was  obvious,  did  not  apply 
to  the  grepter  part  of  the  property  in 
question.  It  did  not  apply,  for  instance, 
to  house  property  or  to  estates  in  urban 
districts,  but  only  to  those  agricultural 
estates  which,  at  the  present  time,  werede- 
pressed.  Upon  those,  as  had  been  pointed 
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out  over  and  over  again,  the  hardship 
was  very  much  limit^  by  the  fact  that 
the  worse  property  was  at  the  present 
tune,  the  less  would  be  the  duty  payable 
upon  it.  It  might  well  be  that  those  ou 
behalf  of  whom  their  pity  was  largely 
^  oxcited  would  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
duty  at  all.  They  were  only  called  upon 
.  to  pay  the  tgx  upon  the  value  of  the  in- 
heritance they  received.  If  the  inheri- 
tance was  of  no  value  they  would  pay  no 
tax.  He  quite  agreed  that  the  result  iu 
many,  cases  would  be  that  estates  would 
imve  to  be  put  up  for  sale,  and  that 
might  be  a  very  hard  and  disagreeable 
thing  to  the  persons  who  had  to  sell  them. 
A  number  of  pictures  would  very  likely 
oome  into  the  market.  He  deplored  and 
jnegretted  it.  He  took  no  pleasure  in  the 
4ale  of  a  man^s  property  to  pay  the  duty, 
but  if  it  so  happened  that  a  man  to  whom 
jiroperty  was  left  could  not  support  the 
burden  of  the  estate  left  to  him,  he  was 
no  more  entitled  to  pity  than  he  (Mr. 
Bixrell)  should  be  if  someone  were  to 
leave  him  Chatsworth  or  auy  other 
magnificent  house,  which  he  should  have 
to  sell  because  he  could  not  aiford  to  keep 
it  up.  He  wanted  to  know  why  any 
particular  class  of  property  should 
'escape  the  burdens  of  taxation  simply 
because  the  person  who  had  to  bear  it 
could  not  maintain  the  property  iu  its 
former  state  ?  He  invited  any  hon. 
Member  to  point  out  iu  what  respect  the 
principle  of  this  Budget  was  no  just. 
Local  burdens  upon  land  were  taken 
into  consideratiou.  If  laud  paid  local 
burdens,  the  priucipal  value  was  only 
ascertained  after  the  outgoings  and 
hardens  had  been  taken  into  account. 
After  all,  there  was  such  a  thing 
4fl  a  damnosa  heridUas,  No  doubt 
people  repudiated  such  inheritances,  and 
did  not  accept  them.  They  were  now 
dealing  with  inheritances  which  gentle- 
men opposite  were  perfectly  ready  to 
accept ;  therefore  he  took  it  they  attached 
4ome  value  to  them,  and  grievous  as  it 
might  be  to  see  estates  brought  into  the 
market,  he  did  not  think  it  advisable,  at 
this  time  of  day,  for  anybody  to  say  that 
this  was  a  ground  for  exemption.  People 
were  not  disposed  to  believe  that  owners 
of  freehold  interests  in  land  were  en- 
titled to  any  exemption.  Their  services 
to  the  country  had  not  been  so  great  as 
to  entitle   them   to   exemptions.     They 


could  not  make  out  any  case  of  past 
services  which  would  justify  their  being 
treated  in  an  exceptional  manner ;  there- 
fore, without  going  any  further  into 
detail,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  supported 
the  Budget  l^ecause  it  removed  two 
glaring  inequalities  which  had  been  ad- 
mitted over  aud  over  again — namely,  in 
the  first  place,  the  exemption  of  these 
fantastic  freehold  interests  in  land  from 
payment  of  money  corresponding  to  the 
Probate  Duty  ;  aud,  in  the  second  place, 
the  difference  of  treatment  between 
the  modes  of  taxation  on  the 
inheritance  of  two  classes  of  property, 
for  it  made  the  man  who  succeeded  to 
real  estate  pay  on  the  priucipal  value  of 
that  estate  iu  exactly  the  same  way  as  it 
made  the  man  who  succeeded  to  lease- 
hold houses  or  money  in  Stocks  or  shares 
or  other  securities.  These  were  the  very 
simple  reasons  which  induced  him  to  give 
his  support  to  the  Budget.  He  was 
only  surprised  that  the  Liberal  Party  or 
the  Tory  Party  should  have  made  them 
wait  so  long  for  an  opportunity  of  giving 
support  to  these  principles,  and  he  was 
perfectly  sure  when  the  time  came  to  go 
to  the  country  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  make  out  reasons  for  the  voto  they 
were  going  to  give  that  night — namely, 
that  the  Budget  should  be  read  a  third 
time  that  dav  three  mouths. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  T  suppose  we  have  now  reached  the 
last  act  of  the  drama  which  has  been 
dragging  its  slow  length  along.  [^Minis" 
ferial  cheers,"]  I  dare  say  it  has  wearied 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House,  but 
it  cannot  have  wearied  the  gentlemen 
who  interrupted  me  by  that  cheer  just 
now,  for  they  have  not  done  us  the 
honour  of  being  present  at  our  Debates. 
Had  they  been  present  and  had  they 
listened  to  the  arguments  which  in  all 
seriousness  were  pressed  upon  the  Com- 
mittee and  to  the  House  on  the  Report 
stage,  I  think  it  not  impossible  that  they 
would  have  shown  their  impartiality  by 
occasionally  putting  the  Governmeut  in 
a  minority.  But  whether  I  overrate  or 
underrate  their  Parliamentary  principles, 
this,  at  all  events,  I  will  say — that  the 
House  aud  the  country  owe  a  great  deal 
to   the   comparatively  small  number  of 
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gentlemen   on   both  sides  of  the  House 
who  have  devoted  themselves  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  details  of  this  most  com- 
plex and  difficult  subject.     It  has  been 
technical  to  an  unprecedented  degree,  and 
it  has  necessarily  not  been  prolific  in  ex- 
citing or  interesting  incidents  and  except 
for  an  occasional  sally  from  the  Attorney 
General  or  from  the  inherent  humours  of 
the  draftsmanship  we  have  had  but  small 
opportunities  of  amusing  our  lighter  hours 
by  the  discussion  of  these  details.     All 
the  more  honour  to  those  gentlemen  who 
have   devoted    themselves    in  a   serious 
spirit  to  this  difficult  work.     I  do  not,  of 
course,  deal  with  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side — ^far  too  few— outside  the  ranks  of 
the  Front   Bench   opposite,   but    I   am 
speaking  of  gentlemen  on  my  own  side 
of  the  House.     We  all   of  us,   irrespec- 
tive   of    Party,   owe    a   debt  of    grati- 
tude   to  such   gentlemen    as    the    hon. 
and    learned    Member    for  Essex    (Mr. 
Byrne),  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Butcher),  who  have  given  us 
their  legal  assistance  in  this  matter,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Thirsk  Division 
(Mr.  Grant  Lawson).     [^Opposition  cries 
©/"King's   Lynn!"].      Yes,   and   the 
hon.  Member  for  Eing^s  Lynn.     My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  has 
brought  to  this  Bill  a  degree  of  industry 
and  knowledge  which  might  well  shame 
some   of    the   gentlemen    opposite   who 
cheered  the  name  when  I  mentioned  it. 
It  would  be  invidious  not  to  mention  the 
hon.  Member  for  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley). 
The  hon.  Member  has  done  work  on  this 
Bill  for  which  we  ought  to  be  grateful, 
and  I  am  certain  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who   has   listened   to   these 
Debates,  will  not  endeavour  in  what  he  says 
to-night  to  underrate  the  hon.  Meml)er's 
services.     But  I   must  pass  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  more  important  question 
now   before   the   House,    which    is    the 
question  of   the  merits  of   this  Budget 
which  we  are  asked  to   pass    into    law 
finally,  for,  as  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament   does     not     interfere    in    these 
matters,  I  suppose  we  may  regard  to- 
night as  the  last  occasion  upon  which 
there  will  be  any  opportunity  of  review- 
ing or  rejecting  the  proposals  made  by 
the  Government.     What  are  the  merits 
of  this  Budget  ?     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has   invariably  posed  before 
US  as  a  Minister  who  had  to  meet,  I  will  I 
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not  say  an  alarming,  but  a  formidable 
deficit,  and   who  has  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  his  having  to   meet 
this  deficit   to   carry  out  a   great  fiscal 
reform     in    the   principles   of    taxation 
hitherto      adopted      in      this     country. 
That,  I    understand,  is  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman's  view,  but  I  deny  both  pro- 
positions which  by  implication  are  con- 
tained in  that  statement.     I  deny  that 
the    present    financial   position    of    the 
country  requires  heroic  remedies,  and  I 
deny  that  this  is  a  heroic  remedy  or  a 
remedy  of  which  we  ought  to  say  that  it 
is  a  great  fiscal  improvement  upon  our 
existing  system,  which  introduces  order 
where  chaos  reigned  before,  which  intiV>- 
duces  justice  where  injustice  has  hitherto 
prevailed.     Let  me  consider  this  point  of 
the  financial  deficit.     I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  providing 
funds  to  meet  the  expenditure   of    the 
year  1894-95.     He  sometimes  talks  a9  if 
upon  his  shoulders  had  fallen  the  onerous 
and  responsible  task  of  framing  a  Budget 
for  all  his  successors.     That  is  not  what 
he  is  asked  to  do,  and  it  is  not  what  bis 
office  requires  him  to  do.     What  he  is 
asked  to  do  and  required  to  do  is  to  find 
ways  and  means  for  meeting  the  deficiency 
in    the    current    year.       What    is    the 
deficiency    in    the    current    year?       In 
momenta   of    enthusiasm  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  it   £o,000,000.     As    a 
matter  of  fact,  I  believe,  to  be  accurate, 
it  is  in  round  numbers  £4,500,000.   That 
deficiency  is  not  being  met  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  principles  out  of 
taxation.     He  has,    in    defiance   of    his 
own  utterances,  appropriated  the  Sinking 
Fund  and  the  taxes  meant  to  meet  the 
Sinking  Fund,  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
established  for  the    purpose  of    dealing 
with  the  naval  programme  of    the   last 
Government ;  and  by  that  means  and  by 
various    other    hocus-pocus    expedients 
which  I  do  not  mean   to  criticise  now, 
though  I  think  that  they  are  open    to 
criticism,  he  has,  without  putting  a  single 
penny  of    taxation  on    the  community, 
reduceil  this  deficit  to  the  more  manage^ 
able  amount  of  £2,379,000.     That  is  a 
inrge  deficit ;  but  does  it,  on  the  face  of 
it,  require  any  enormous  fiscal  revolution 
in  order  to  meet  it  ?     I  think  not.     Let 
US  just  consider  the  matter.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  Id.  on  the  Income 
Tax  in  the  first  place.      After  making 
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two  classes  of  dedactioDs — the  deductions 
at  the  lower  eod  of  the  Income  Tsk  scale 
and  the  dedactious  in  respect  of  the  In- 
come Tax    on   real   property — the   net 
result  of  his  Id.  is  £330,000.     If  he  had 
not  introduced  the  Death  Duties  he  need 
not  have  made  those  deductions  on  In- 
come Tax  with  regard  to  real  property, 
and  that  would  have  increased  his  return 
from  the  Income   Tax  for  the  current 
year  by  £715,003.      That  is  the  best 
calculation  I  can  make  in  the  absence  of 
figures  from  the  right  hou.  Grentleman. 
In  addition  to  this  he  has  put  an  Excise 
Duty  on  beer  and  spirits  which  amounts 
to  £1,300,000.     We  voted  at  an  earlier 
stage  of  our   proceedings   for  reducing 
that  Excise  Duty  by  one-half.     I  will 
give  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  credit  for 
that  half,  which  would    be   £670,000; 
and  if  you  add  that  to  what  he  gets  from 
the  Income  Tax,  leaving  out  of  account 
the  deductions  at  the  lower  end  of  the 
scale,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would   have   had  to   meet   a   deficit  of 
£2,379,000  no  less  a  sum  than  £1,700,000. 
It    is   evident    that   the   Chancellor   of 
the  Exchequer  might  in  the  iirst  place 
have   put   only  half   the    Excise    Duty 
on,  and  he  might  have  left  the  Death 
duties  absolutely  alone.     He  might  have 
made  all  the  deductions  at  the  lower  end 
of    the    Income    Tax     scale,    and    his 
financial  ingenuity  would  ouly  have  been 
asked  to  make  up  a  deficit  for  the  present 
year  of  £650,000.     That  is  an  important 
sum  to  make  up,  but  I  do  not  believe  this 
Heaven-sent  financier  would  find  himself 
at  the  last  gasp  if  he  had  to  make  it  up 
by  other  means.     [Cries  oj  "  What  ?  *'] 
What  does  this  prove  ?     It  proves  that 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman   by  his   own 
showing  and  his  own  figures  had  not  to 
make  up  that  enormous  deficit,  which  by 
itself  would  justify  a  fiuancial  revolution. 
■Therefore  we  have  to  consider  the  merits 
of  the  financial  revolution  by  themselves, 
and  to  consider  whether  it  is  worth  while 
to  make  this  great  change  in  our  fiscal 
system,  and  also  whether  the  change  is 
one  which  merits  all  the  eulogies  passed 
on  it  by  his  friends,  or  whether  it  is  open 
to  all  the  criticisms  passed  upon  it  by  its 
opponents.     I   must   say   a   word    with 
regard  to  what  fell  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  in  connection   with  the 
reductions    on    the    Income    Tax.     He 
seemed  to  think  that  if  we  carried  this] 


Amendment  of   my  right   hon.   Friend^ 
we  should  do  away  with  all  the  relief 
given   by    this    Budget    to    the    small 
Income  Tax-payers.     What  is  the  foun- 
dation for  that  statement  ?     We  should 
do  away  with  the  Budget,  but   is   the 
other  point  the  necessary  collateral  con- 
sequence of  the   Budget  ?     Not  at  all, 
because,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  even  if 
we  give  these  exemptions,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  revolutionise  the  Death  Duties  in 
order  to  find  the  money.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  as  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  the  only  person  who 
had   ever    realised    the    fact    that    the 
taxpayer  who  paid  taxation  at  the  lower 
end    of     the    Income    Tax    scale    was 
of  all  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  the 
one  most  in   need  of  relief.     That  has 
long  been  recognised  by  important  autho- 
rities   in   this    country.       Sir    Stafford 
Northcote,  and  not  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman, was  the  first  person  to  recognise 
this  principle  and  to  carry  out  this  kind 
of  reform.     And  though  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  pointed  out 
that  it  was  contrary  to  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  And  his 
own. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Certainly, 
and  his  own — that  this  alteration  at  the 
lower  end  of  the  Income  Tax  should  be 
made,  my  right  hou.  Friend  has  been  in 
the  forefront  of  those  financial  reformers 
who  wish  to  relieve  this  particular  class. 
In  his  own  Budget  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  given  relief  not  less  important  and 
far-reaching  than  the  relief  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  the 
very  class  which,  according  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  the  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  has  taken  under  his  own 
bountiful  and  munificent  protection.  If, 
as  I  have  shown,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  making  a  Budget  required  for 
this  year,  for  what  year  is  he  making  a 
Budget  ?  Who  asks  him  to  find  a  sur- 
plus for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
who  will  have  to  deal  with  the  financial 
problems  of  1895-96  ?  In  this  year  a 
million,  and  a  million  only,  will  come 
from  the  new  taxes  imposed.  Next  year 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  anticipates, 
rightly  or  wrongly — and  the  question  is 
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open  to  doubt — a  much  larger  returu. 
For  what  expenditure  is  that  greater  re- 
turn going  to  bo  used  ?  Why  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  iinding  expedients 
this  year  to  meet  the  expenses  of  next 
year  ?  Perhaps  he  will  ©ay  that  it  is  for 
the  naval  programme  of  next  year.  That 
would  be  a  fair  argument  in  the  mouth  of  a 
Unionist  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
but  it  is  not  permissible  in  the  mouth  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Why  ?  Be- 
cause he  has  always  refused  to  commit 
himself  to  a  naval  programme.  That  is 
the  very  difference  between  his  view  of 
meeting  naval  expenditure  and  ours. 
We  have  always  thought,  and  still  think, 
that  if  you  lay  down  a  programme  last- 
ing for  many  years,  you  should,  in  the 
year  in  which  you  lay  it  down,  commit 
the  country  to  the  expenditure  and  pro- 
vide for  it.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  refused  to  commit  the  country  to  the 
expenditure.  Then  why  does  he  commit 
the  country  to  the  taxation  necessary  to 
meet  it  ?  Why  has  he  provided  money 
to  meet  obligations  the  binding  character 
of  which  he  does  not  admit  and  thinks 
ought  not  to  be  admitted  ?  Why  does 
he  frame  a  Budget,  not  to  meet  a'deficit 
in  the  present  year,  but  to  meet  the 
hypothetical  and  unknown  expenditure 
which  may  or  may  not  be  imposed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
1890-96?  Perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen 
differ  from  me  in  that  respect,  and 
perhaps  they  think  it  is  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  business — being  a 
Member  of  the  Government  which  has 
made  promises  about  the  Navy — to  pro- 
vide the  next  year's  financial  expenditure. 
If  they  take  that  view,  how  can  they 
account  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's way  of  dealing  with  the  Spirit 
Duties  ?  For,  while  his  reformed  Death 
Duties  are  to  be  permanent,  his  increased 
Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  are  only  to  last 
for  one  year.  Why  that  distinction  ? 
Everybody  knows  that  there  could  not 
be  a  worse  way  of  putting  on  taxation 
on  such  a  commodity  as  beer  or  spirits 
than  putting  it  on  for  a  year.  It  upsets 
the  trade  and  every  calculation,  and 
throws  a  great  burden  on  future  Sessions 
if  the  duty  is  to  be  continued.  Why  has 
he  done  it  ?  He  has  done  it,  of  course, 
for  votes.  Pressure  was  put  on  him  by 
those  on  whom  his  political  existence 
depends.     He  gracefully  yielded  io  force 
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majeure^  but  by  so  doing  he  has  deprived 
himself  of  all  claim  to  be  regarded  as  a 
financial  reformer,  because  he  has  done 
that  which    no  financier   in    his   senses 
would  do  if  he  had  only  the   financial 
interests  of  the  country  to  consider.     I 
pass  to  the  consideration  of   what   has 
been   the   main   subject   of   our  contro- 
versies during  the  last  two  months.  What 
is,  after  all,  the  most  important  question 
by  which  the  merits  or  demerits  of  this 
Budget  will  be  decided  ?     Are  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Death  Duties,  as  he  has 
proposed  them,  a  good  form  of  taxation 
or  a  bad  form  ?     That  is  the  question  by 
which  his  fame  as  a   financier  will  be 
decided.       I    will    put    a    few    sunple 
questions   to  the  House  on  that   point, 
l>efore  they  finally  sanction  the  plan  of 
the  Government.     There  are  a  few  very 
plain   principles   of   taxation    to    which 
every  tax  ought  to  conform  if  it  is  good. 
In  the  first  place,  it  ought  to  be  simple. 
In  the  second  place,   the   amount  of  it 
ought  to  be  easily  calculated  by  those 
on  whom  it  falls.     In  the  third  place,  it 
ought   to   enrich    the    Treasury    at  the 
smallest  rost   to  the  taxpayer.     In  the 
fourth  place,  it  ought  to  be  easy  and  safe 
of  collection  ;    and  in  the  fifth  place,   it 
ought  to  be  just.     Which  of  those  tests 
is  satisfied  bv  the  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?      ^Crics  of  "  All  !  "  ] 
We   will   take   them   in  turn.      Is   this 
scheme    simple  ?       I    do   not   put  that 
question  to   the   gentlemen  who  do  not 
attend  our  Debates,  but  to  those  who  do. 
I  defy  any   human  being,  on  reading  the 
Bill — even  the  innended  Bill,  though  we 
have  endeavoured  to  elucidate  it  as  far 
as  we  could — to  sav  that  the  Govern- 
ment  scheme    is  simple.     When  it  was 
originally  proposed,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  gave  us  to  understand  that  the 
Death  Duties  were  in  a  hopelessly  com- 
plicated   position  ;     that    there    was    a 
Probate   Duty,    a   Succession    Duty,   a 
Legacy  Duty — five  of  them  altogether, 
but  I  forget  the  names  of  all.  He  was  going 
to  reform   and    clean   out   this  Augean 
stable.      What    is   the   result?      There 
were  five  kinds  of  duty,  and  now  there 
are  four.     Surely   this   is  a  modest  and 
moderate  reform.     This  is  the  result  of 
that  immense  simplification  of  the  Death 
Duties  which  was  the  proud  boast  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     I  will  not 
dwell  upon  a  point  which  has  l)een  most 
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ably  put  before  the  House  by  previous 
speakers — ^namely,  the  complieatioQs  in- 
troduced into  your  old  system  by  the 
combined  effect  of  aggregation  and 
graduation.  I  will  not  say  whether  they 
are  wise  or  unwise,  but  only  that  they 
are  not  simple,  but  most  complicated. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn,  told  us  that  aggregation  was  not 
so  difficult  and  mysterious  an  operation 
after  all ;  that  it  was  a  sum  of  simple 
addition  ;  that  you  added  together  all  a 
man  had,  and  did  the  sum  by  the  first 
rule  of  arithmetic  and  had  the  result. 
Not  at  all.  Sir.  I  understand  addition  of 
what  a  man  has,  but  the  addition  involved 
in  aggregation  is  not  at  all  addition  of 
what  a  man  has,  but  includes  what  a  man 
has  not  got  and  also' what  he  never  had. 
In  summing  up  the  ghost's  property  for 
the  purpose  of  taxing  the  successors,  you 
not  only  deal  with  what  a  man  had  at 
the  moment  of  his  death,  but  with  what 
he  gave  away  in  his  lifetime  in  the  form 
of  settlements,  and  with  what  he  never 
had  at  any  time — namely,  the  property 
settled  on  another  person  which  passes 
on  his  decease  to  another  heir.  I  do  not 
know  what  that  process  is  to  be  called, 
but  it  cannot  be  described  as  a  process  of 
simple  addition.  The  system  of  aggrega- 
tion by  itself  is  a  most  complicated  process, 
involving  questions  of  the  utmost  techni- 
cality and  difficulty,  and  in  some  cascsf  of 
the  grossest  injustice.  I  come  now  to 
the  second  point.  Is  the  tax  under  this 
plan  easy  of  calculation  by  the  person  who 
has  to  bear  it  ?  Will  those  who  have  got 
to  pay  the  tax  easily  find  what  it  is  they 
have  to  pay  ?  In  other  words,  will  the 
ghost  know  what  it  is  the  successors  will 
have  to  give  to  the  Treasury  ?  lie  cannot 
know  ;  it  all  turns  on  the  accident  of 
valuation.  It  does  not  depend  upon 
income  which  can  be  known  ;  it  does  not 
depend  upon  the  fancy  or  the  turn  of  the 
market  at  the  instant  of  his  decease.  It 
tarns  upon  that  and  upon  nothing  else, 
and  that  necessarily  introduces  an 
incalculable  element  into  every  man's 
settlement  of  his  property  which,  I 
venture  to  say,  is  contrary  to  all  the 
best  principles  of  taxation.  I  come  to 
the  third  point.  Will  this  tax  enrich  the 
Treasury  at  the  least  cost  to  the  com- 
munity ?  That  is  a  fundamental  ques- 
tion  which    every    Chancellor    of    the 


Exchequer  ought  to  ask  himself  before 
he  imposes  any  burden  upon  the  people ; 
and  I  say  emphatically  that  this  form  of 
taxation,  which  directly  taxes  capital  as 
distinguished  from  income,  is  the  most 
costly  form  of  levying  money  to  the 
community  which  it  is  easy  to  conceive. 
I  quite  grant  that  Death  Duties  have  the 
advantage  that  they  do  not,  by  the  very 
nature  of  the  case,  affect  the  living.  The 
man  who  is  taxed  is  the  ghost,  and  the 
ghost  is  beyond  the  greed  of  any  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  But,  Sir,  what 
we  have  got  to  ask  ourselves  as  members 
of  the  community  is  whether  it  will 
touch  the  income  of  the  community,  or 
whether  it  will  make  a  breach  in  the 
capital  value  which  the  community  has 
at  its  disposal  for  productive  em- 
ployment ;  and  is  it  not  plain,  on 
the  face  of  it,  that  a  Death  Duty  of 
this  kind,  which  levies  large  sums  at 
the  moment  of  death,  on  the  whole 
touches  capital,  and  leaves  income  on 
one  side  ?  I  will  give  an  instance  which 
will  bring  my  contention  home  to  every 
Member  of  this  House.  Take  an  ordi- 
nary business  firm,  of  which  the  largest 
partner,  a  wealthy  man,  dies.  The  duty 
would  be  levied  upon  his  property  at  a 
very  high  rate  because  he  was  a  rich 
man,  and  because  under  the  principles  of 
graduation  he  would  have  to  pay  more 
than  the  proportionate  amount  which 
would  be  due  were  he  only  in  the  position 
of  his  poorer  partners.  The  result  of 
that  probably  will  be  that  out  of  the 
business  of  which  he  was  the  main 
partner  a  large  amount  of  capital  will  l^e 
extracted.  This  is  a  neutral  case  which 
has  been  put  to  me,  and  I  give  it  to  the 
House  for  what  it  is  worth.  The  result 
will  inevitably  be  that  you  will  find  great 
firms  engaged  in  important  industries, 
upon  which  the  prosperity  of  large  dis- 
tricts depends,  hampered  by  this  form  of 
taxation  as  they  never  could  have  been 
hampered  if  you  had  confined  yourselves 
to  taxes  on  income  or  indirect  taxes  upon 
commodities.  I  have  purposely  taken  for 
my  illustration  a  business,  because  I  know 
if  I  mentioned  land  I  should  be  told  I  was 
simply  influenced  by  my  desire  to  pre- 
serve the  interests  of  the  owners  of  large 
estates.  One  more  illustration  I  will 
give  of  the  effect  which  this  will  have 
upon  the  prosperity  of  the  country  and 
upon     the     income-earning     power     of 
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the  couutrj.  The  Ofaancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  resisted  throngh- 
out  our  proceedings,  and  I  have 
supported  him  in  resisting,  anything 
which  would  throw  a  premium  upon 
foreign  investments.  But,  Sir,  the 
whole  Budget,  hy  the  nature  of  the  case, 
throws  a  premium  upon  foreign  invest- 
ments so  long  as  these  foreign  invest- 
ments are  Id  land  or  houses.  Investments 
in  leasehold  or  freehold  property  ahroad 
escape  taxation  under  this  Bill  altogether. 
If  any  man  is  afraid  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  has  only  got  to  sell  out 
his  English  securities,  get  rid  of  his 
English  property,  and  invest  his  money 
in  foreign  land  or  houses,  leasehold  or 
freehold,  and  he  can  snap  his  fingers  at 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Not 
a  penny  will  be  levied,  no  question  will 
be  asked  his  executor,  there  will  be  no 
aggregation,  no  graduation,  the  money 
will  be  safe  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  his  heirs  can  take  it 
without  paying  one  single  sixpence  under 
the  Bill  in  any  shape  or  form  whatsoever 
to  the  British  Exchequer.  I  feel  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  know 
he  would  tax  this  property  if  he  could, 
but  he  finds  he  cannot,  because  if  he 
could  not  do  it  he  could  not  do  it.  What 
is  the  moral  ?  The  moral  is  that  this 
form  of  taxation  bv  Death  Duties  i^  a 
form  of  taxation  which,  by  the  very 
nature  of  the  case,  does  put  a  premium 
upon  certain  kinds  of  foreign  investments, 
and  does  tend  to  drive  capital  out  of  this 
country  to  be  spent  abroad.  I  have  got 
through  three  of  my  points,  and  I  have 
only  two  remaining,  and  I  will  not  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  very  long  with  them. 
What  is  my  fourth  test  ?  It  is  that  the 
tax  should  be  easily  collected.  Is  this 
tax  going  to  be  easily  collected  ?  From 
one  point  of  view  I  suppose  that  the 
Government  think  it  is,  for  they  have 
systematically  and  incessantly  refused 
to  allow  anything  in  the  nature  of  in- 
surance being  made  against  it,  although 
such  insurance  would  have  enabled  them 
to  make  certain  of  getting  the  money  on 
the  death  of  the  deceased.  Yet  several 
other  parts  of  the  Bill  show  well  enough 
the  difficulties  they  anticipate  in  this 
matter.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
House  realises  what  inquisitorial  powers 
the  Government  have  given  to  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department,  what  duties  they 
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have  thrown  on  the  unhappy  executor, 
by  what  penalties  they  mean  to  enforce 
the  extra,  and  revealing  of  every  6d. 
belonging  to  the  deceased.  We  look 
back  at  the  days  of  the  Star  Chamber 
as  days  when  tyranny  prevailed,  but, 
upon  my  word,  the  system  of  tyranny 
under  this  Bill  far  surpasses  any  ingenuity 
which  ever  occurred  to  such  apprentices 
as  those  of  the  time  of  Charles  I.  Thej 
never  thought  of  the  tax  which  has  sug- 
gested itself  to  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Perpetual 
imprisonment  is  the  penalty  by  which 
failure  to  do  all  kinds  of  difficult  duties 
is  visited  upon  the  unfortunate  executor. 
I  do  not  know  who  is  going  to  be  an 
executor.  I  asked  a  legal  friend  of  mine 
that  question.  I  said,  ^^  I  do  not  think 
I  shall  ever  take  upon  myself  those  re- 
sponsible duties.  Who  would  do  it  ? 
You  cannot  make  a  man  an  executor." 
"No,"  he  said,  "you  certainly  can- 
not make  a  man  an  executor,  but 
somebody  will  be  found."  "But  why 
should  anybody  subject  himself  to  per- 
petual imprisonment  ? "  I  asked.  He 
said,  "  After  all,  any  tradesman  who  has 
got  a  debt  due  from  the  deceased,  any 
creditor,  will  be  able  to  take  out  letters 
of  administration."  "But,"  I  said, 
"  suppose  the  deceased  leaves  no  debts  ?  " 
"  Surely,"  he  said,  "  there  will  be  the 
undertaker.  The  funeral  expenses  will 
have  to  be  paid  out  of  the  estate,  and  if 
nobody  else  comes  forward  the  under- 
taker will,  I  suppose."  That  is  true, 
but  I  do  think  it  is  a  serious  consequence 
of  this  Budget  if  we  are  not  only  going 
to  be  buried  by  the  undertaker,  but  when 
we  die  our  estates  are  going  to  be  managed 
by  the  undertaker.  That  is  throw- 
ing on  this  interesting  personage  duties 
that  he  is  ill  qualified  to  perform.  On 
this  question  of  difficulty  of  collection 
there  is  this  further  point  to  be  men- 
tioned. I  do  not  dwell  upon  it  because 
it  has  been  dwelt  upon  at  length  before. 
Observe  that  by  this  Bill  you  are  going 
to  collect  your  addition  to  the  Death 
Duties  from  about  500  persons  a  year. 
That  is  the  calculation  that  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  King^s 
Lynn  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles),  and  I  do 
not  think  it  has  been  contradicted  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer.  When 
the  base  of  your  system  of  taxation  is 
so  small  the  whole  inverted  pyramid  will 
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be  apt  to  topple  over.  Yoq  cannot 
depend  on  600  persons  dying  in  the  year 
without  sabjecting  yourselyes  to  some 
verj  serious  risks  of  failure.  You  are 
setting  the  wits — I  will  not  saj  of  the 
family  solicitor,  but  even  more  acute 
intellects — to  the  task  of  trying  to  defeat 
the  Exchequer.  Of  course  they  will 
fail  in  many  cases,  but  do  you  doubt 
they  will  succeed  in  many  others  ? 
Every  man  knows  that  at  this  moment 
donations  amongst  the  living  are  going 
on  in  consequence  of  this  precious 
financial  scheme  at  a  rate  never  heard 
of  before.  I  do  not  question  for 
one  moment  that  there  will  be  an 
amount  of  manipulation  of  these  Death 
Duties  which  will  greatly  disappoint 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Ob- 
serre  how  serious  it  is  to  depend  on  500 
persons  a  year.  Of  those  500  persons 
the  duty  is  looked  for  from  a  compara- 
tirely  small  number  of  very  rich  men, 
and  if  they  happen  to  give  away  their 
property  during  their  lives  your  Budget 
is  upset.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer calculates  that  if  Mr.  A  dies  he 
will  be  able  to  get  a  new  torpedo-boat 
or,  at  all  events,  meet  some  of  the  ever- 
pressing  demands  of  his  colleagues. 
Well,  Mr.  A  does  die,  as  was  expected 
— I  will  not  say  desired — but  when  be 
dies  it  was  found  that  some  time  before  his 
death  he  disposes  of  his  property  to  his 
son  or  nephew,  or  some  relation,  and  be- 
cause Mr.  A  has  succeeded  in  carrying 
out  that  operation  the  finances  of  this 
country  are  embarrassed.  I  would  ask 
whether  anything  can  be  so  absnnl  as  a 
system  of  finance  which  rests  our  annual 
Budget  upon  the  ingenuity  or  dexterity 
of  a  few  rich  men,  whom  you  expect  to 
die  within  each  year.  Surely  a  tax  like 
that  cannot  be  describecl  as  one  which 
fulfils  the  canon  I  have  laid  down — 
namely,  that  it  will  be  easy  of  collection. 
It  will  not  be  easy  of  collection.  It  will 
be  evaded  at  every  turn,  and  you  will 
find  yourselves  greatly  and  quite  un- 
necessarily embarrassed  in  carrying  on 
the  financial  work  of  the  country.  There 
remains  but  one  other  point  that  I  have 
got  to  deal  with,  and  it  Is  a  most  impor- 
tant one.  When  all  is  said  and  done,  is 
this  tax  a  just  tax  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
now  doing  us  the  honour  of  most  kindly 
listening  to  me  and  who  have  attended 
to  the  Debates  must  know  that  on  this 


I  side  of  the  House  we  have  from  time  to 
time  brought  forward  a  very  large 
number  of  hard  cases.  It  may  be  said 
that  hanl  cases  must  occur  under  every 
system  of  taxation.  That  is  no  doubt 
true,  and  if  the  hard  cases  formed  but  a 
small  proportion  of  the  whole  I  should 
say  nothing  more  about  it.  But  do 
they  bear  a  small  proportion  to  the 
wbole  ?  We  have  appealed  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whenever  we  have  brought  for- 
ward these  hard  cases,  and  we  have 
never  been  met  in  argument.  We  have 
never  been  shown  that  the  case  is  not  a 
hard  one,  but  have  only  been  told  that 
the  Exchequer  could  not  afibrd  to  have 
that  particular  hard  case  dealt  with  ;  and 
that  has  been  said  not  of  one  onlv,  hut  of 
each  that  has  occurred.  The  inference 
is  that  it  is  a  Budget  of  hard  cases. 
Each  of  these  hanl  cases  really  makes 
such  a  breach  in  the  amount  of  money  to 
be  collected  under  this  tax  that  these  hard 
cases  taken  together  and  aggregated  form 
a  large  portion  of  the  whole  amount  of 
the  Revenue.  I  admit  that  a  few  hard 
cases  do  not  count,  but  if  a  very  large 
amount  of  the  whole  taxation  is  to  be 
raised  bv  these  hard  cases,  then  the  in- 
justice  of  your  plan  stands  exposed  by 
your  own  arguments,  and  you  stand  com- 
mitted yourselves  to  be  the  advocates  of 
a  Budget  intrinsically  unjust.  I  shall 
not  dwell  on  these  hard  cases  ;  I  shall 
only  mention  three  of  them  in  a  sentence 
each.  In  the  first  place,  observe  that  one 
property  by  the  mere  accident  of  death 
may  be  taxed  to  half  or  more  than  half 
its  total  amount  in  a  verv  small  number 
of  years.  Is  that  just  ?  It  is  not  just, 
and  nobody  can  pretend  that  it  is.  In 
the  second  place,  you  tax  a  man  not  for 
what  he  gets  hut  for  what  he  leaves,  not 
according  as  he  benefits  by  property,  but 
simply  and  solely  according  to  the  amount 
of  the  wealth  of  the  man  who  leaves  him 
the  property,  an  amount  which,  so  far  as 
he  is  concerned,  is  a  pure  accident,  and 
has  no  relation  whatever  to  his  property 
or  to  his  power  of  l)earing  any  of  the 
bunleus  imposed  u|)on  him.  In  the  third 
place,  you  do  not  oven  carry  out  your 
own  principle  of  taxing  a  man  according 
to  what  be  leaves.  You  tax  him  not 
upon  property  which  he  has  enjoyed,  but 
upon  property  which  by  some  technical 
and   arbitrary    method    of    computation 
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you  assert  to  have  passed  at  his  death 
but  which  he  has  never  enjoyed.  I 
have  only  left  myself  one  moment  to  talk 
of  a  matter  which  to  me  and  to  our 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  appeals 
as  much  or  even  more  than  any  other. 
The  Secretary  for  India  to-night  told  us 
that  equality  was  the  principle  of  the 
Budget.  He  was  alluding  to  taxation  as 
l)etween  personalty  and  realty.  I  have 
no  objection  to  that  principle.  If  you 
gave  us  equality  I  should  not  say  a  word 
against  your  Budget,  but  you  do  not 
give  us  equality.  You  talk  of  equality. 
Equality  is  on  your  lips,  but  very  far,  I 
hope,  not  from  your  hearts,  but  at  all 
events  from  your  Budget.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  practically  admitted 
that  there  was  a  hardship  iu  connection 
with  local  taxation.  He  said  it  deserved 
inquiry.  He  thought  ihe  time  woidd 
come,  he  even  thought  it  had  come, 
when  an  inquiry  might  be  instituted  into 
the  relative  incidence  of  local  taxation 
upon  realty  and  upon  personalty.  Would 
it  not  have  been  better  to  have  had  that 
inquiry  before  you  tried  to  equalise  your 
Death  Duties  ?  If  the  matter  deserves 
investigation,  does  it  not  deserve  investi- 
gation before  you  make  your  plan,  and 
not  after  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  boasted  that  he  at  least, 
and  he  alone  among  all  fhianciers,  ha8 
placed  the  finances  of  this  country  upon 
an  equitable  basis,  and  his  chief  supporter 
in  the  Cabinet  comes  and  tells  us  that 
that  branch  of  taxation,  not  teast  impor- 
tant and  not  least  onerous,  which  is  given 
to  public  purposes,  but  given  to  public 
purposes  through  Local  Bodies,  still  re- 
quires investigation  and  still  requires 
equalisation.  Until  we  know  how  that 
is  to  be  dealt  with  and  equalised,  is  it 
not  folly  to  come  down  to  us  and  ask  us 
to  accept  with  gratitude  the  equalisation 
of  half  only  of  the  burdens  which  fall 
upon  British  citizens  for  public  pur- 
poses ?  The  Budget,  then,  is  not  simple ; 
it  is  not  easy  for  those  taxed  to  know 
what  they  have  to  pay.  It  will  not 
enrich  the  Treasury  at  the  least  possible 
cost  to  the  taxpayer ;  it  is  not 
easy  of  collection ;  and,  above  all,  it 
is  not  just.  What,  then,  are  we  to 
A&y  of  it  ?  That  it  is  democratic  ! 
I  never  could  understand  why  that 
democracy  which  we  all  serve,  and 
whose  interests  are   first  with  all  of  us, 
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should  be  saddled  with  every  scheme 
which  is   more  than   pecoliarly  absurd 
and  more  than  peculiarly  unjust.     What 
have  our  fellow-oountrymen  done   that 
they  should  be  made  responsible  for  these 
absurdities  ?     As  far  as  I  know  anything 
about  them — and  I  suppose  I  know  as  much 
about  them  as  my  neighbours — they  are 
very  honest,  honourable,  intelligent  gen- 
tlemen, who  desire  nothing  more  than  to 
see  justice  done   as   between  class  and 
class,   and   a   fair    system    of    taxation 
carried  out  in  this  country,  irrespective 
of  the  social  position  or  any  other  acci- 
dent of    those   who   have    to   pay   the 
money.    Why  should  we  foist  upon  these 
people  the  folly  for  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  his  majority  alone 
are  responsible  ?     Why  should   we   de- 
scribe that  as  democratic  which,  after  all, 
is  merely  crude,  ill-considered,  and  hasty  ? 
I  do  not  wish  to  attack  the  motives  of 
the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  he  has  lost 
a  great  opportunity.     He  has  spoken  to 
us     sometimes     in     the     spirit    of    an 
accountant  and   sometimes  in  the  spirit 
of  a  demagogue,  but   never,  or  hardly 
ever,  on  this  question  has  he  addressed 
us  as  a  statesman.     No  man   is    more 
capable  of  doing  so  when  he  chooses,  but 
on  this   Bill,  and  on  this  Bill  especially, 
he  has  alternated  between  a  pettifogging 
desire— [Cnc*  o/  "  Oh  !"]— I  admit  it 
was  an  improper  phrase,  and  I  withdraw 
it.     He  has  been  animated  either  by  a 
desire  to  drag  every  sixpence  into   the 
Treasury   or   a  desire    to    draw   a  few 
cheers  from  Gentlemen  behind  him,  and 
those  whom  they  represent,  upon  what 
he   calls   the  virtues  of   his  democratic 
Budget.     I  do  not  think  either  of  tho&a 
motives  are   of    a    kind   which    should 
animate  those  who  guide  our   destinies 
in  financial  matters.     He  has  aimed  by" 
this  Budget  a  blow  at  the  Income  Tax, 
he  has  aimed  a  blow  at  the  Death  Duties, 
he   has   aimed   a   blow   at   the   Excise. 
Every  settlement  will  have  to  be  revised, 
every  will  will  have  to  be  altered,  every- 
thing  is   destroyed   by   it   and   nothing 
created,  and  I  prophesy  as  the  only  per— 
manent  result  of  the  revolution  of  whicU 
he  is  the  author,  that  future  Chancellorc» 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  future  Parliaments 
will  be  engaged  iu  the  weary  task  of  re* 
vising  the  Bill,  which  with  such  trouble 
and  at  such  cost  of  labour  we  have  been 
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eodeavoaring  during  the  last  few  months 
to  lick  into  shape.  I  feel  confident  that 
neither  the  financial  necessities  of  this 
year,  nor  the  necessities  of  years  to  come, 
require  this  particular  expedient,  and  it 
is  because  I  think  the  Budget  bad  in  it- 
self, and  because  I  think  it  would  be 
easy  for  others  to  substitute  other  Bud- 
gets to  meet  our  necessities  not  open  to 
the  same  objection,  that  I  ask  this  House 
without  misgiving  to  give  their  vote  in 
the  Lobby  in  order  to  prevent  this  un- 
happy measure — ["  On,  oh  !  "] — this 
unfortunate  measure — being  placed  on 
the  Statute  Hook. 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  presume  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  had  wished  or  expected  that  I  should 
make  an  elaborate  reply  to  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  just  listened,  he  would 
have  left  me  some  time  to  do  it  in.  I  do 
not  complain,  because  it  is  needless.  The 
first  remark  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  is  one  with  which  I  cordially 
agree.  He  said  that  this  discussion  has 
**  dragged  its  slow  length  along.**  If 
that  has  been  true  for  the  last  two 
monthi,  I  think  those  who  know  the 
House  of  Commons  would  say  it  is 
eminently  true  of  the  Debate  to-night.  I 
wonder  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  did  not 
complete  the  couplet  from  which  these 
words  are  taken,  and  I  would  say  to 
him — 

"  A  needless  Alexandriuc  ends  the  song, 
Which,  like  a  wounded  snake,  dragn  its  slow 
length  along." 

That  is  the  position  which  the  leaders  of 
the  Opposition  occupy  to-night  with 
reference  to  this  Budget.  One  cannot 
help  feeling  the  unreality  of  this  Debate. 
If  it  were  true  that  the  Opposition  really 
coDtemplated  overthrowing  this  Budget, 
tx>  destroy  in  the  presence  of  a  great 
deficit  the  financial  arrangements  of  the 
Smpire  at  the  end  of  July,  it  would  be 
(he  most  reckless  and  unscrupulous  pro- 
ceeding of  which  any  Parliamentary 
Opposition  had  ever  been  guilty.  But  I 
acquit  them  of  it.  They  have  not  the 
smallest  desire  to  upset  it.  They  dare 
^ot  take  the  responsibility  of  doing  it. 
"The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us 
"with  the  greatest  candour  what  his  own 
policy  would  be.  He  says  I  have  lost  a 
^reat  opportunity,  and  that  I  might  have 
l>rought  in  the  Budget  he  has  sketched. 


What  was  that  Budget  ?  It  was  an 
Income  Tax  without  exemptions  for 
Schedule  A.  That  is  the  first  part  of  the 
opportunity  I  have  lost.  Indeed,  he 
says  he  would  have  left  the  exemptions 
of  the  lower  scale,  but  then  he  has  got  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sitting  by 
him  who  has  denounced  that  as  the 
worst  and  most  profligate  system  of 
finance  that  could  be  introduced.  He 
would  have  found  himself  to-morrow  in 
the  unfortunate  position  of  being  deprived 
of  these  exemptions  or  of  his  future  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  then  re- 
vealed to  me  a  fact  of  which  I  was  not 
fully  conscious,  that  the  policy  of  the 
Opposition  is  to  put  3d.  a  barrel  on  beer, 
and  dd.  a  gallon  on  spirits.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  received  with  favour 
altogether  by  his  supporters  below  the 
Gangway.  That  is  the  Budget  of  the 
Opposition.  That  is  the  great  oppor- 
tunity I  have  lost,  the  not  having 
brought  forward  a  Budget  of  which  I 
think  any  man  might  be  ashamed.  But^ 
Sir,  he  did  reveal  the  fact  that  it 
was  a  Budget  that  would  leave  us 
with  a  deficiency  of  £650,000.  But 
I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  where 
he  would  have  found  that  £650,000.  He 
would  have  found  it  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
sits  by  him,  iu  striking  off  the 
exemptions  on  the  lower  scale  of  the  In- 
come Tax.  That  would  have  brought 
him  an  equilibrium,  and  probably  a  slight 
surplus.  Well,  this  is  the  financial  policy 
of  the  great  Unionist  Party.  He  says 
that  I  need  not  have  dealt  with  the  Death 
Duties,  but  I  venture  to  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  if  instead  of  a  deficit 
of  £2,500,000  I  had  had  a  surplus  of 
that  amount  I  would  still  have  attempted 
to  deal  with  the  Death  Duties.  He  asks 
me  what  I  will  do  with  the  surplus  which 
arises  from  them  in  future  years  ?  He 
also  asks  whether  that  is  to  meet  further 
expenditure  ?  I  hope  not.  If  that  surplus 
should  accrue,  I  hope  it  will  be  devoted 
to  diminishing  the  taxation  of  the  people* 
If  by  imposing  a  just  tax  you  may  remit 
oppressive  taxation,  that,  in  my  opinion, 
is  the  soundest  principle  of  finance.  I 
am  not  going  to  weary  the  House  to- 
night by  going  over  and  over  again  the 
arguments  which  have  been  bandied  from 
one  side  to  another  now  for  the  last  two 
months  ;  but,  if  the  House  will  bear  with 
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e  for  n  few  miuiiUa,  I  ilo  ilesire  f o  nay  h 
few  words  for  the  purpose  of   reinoviug 

ijirebeaitioua  which  Moem  lo  me  to  l^ 
alloj^etlier  iiiifouudcd.  1  listeue^l  with 
eupent  auJ  witli  Bympttthy  to  the  able, 
uit  I  might  almusi  call  it  the  pntlietic, 
epeecb  of  tlie  hon.  Memlrer  for  Liverpool. 
.-Ue^pukeoftheiliatre^sttiiiltlieditfieiiJtieH 
'  I  whjclj  the  IftDtled  icitorest  would  be 
placed.  He  rather  repronched  me  for 
uot  havia^  eacoiiraK'^  tb^  principle  of 
ineurftuce — the  hon.  tientlemun  used  the 
phrase  that  I  have  prevented  ioaurHDce. 
J  Imve  not  preveutetl  iosiir&uce.  If  1 
luki)  wisheil'  to  do  »o  I  uould  not  have 
done  it,  aud  uothiug  has  beeu  further 
from  m}-  desire  ;  hut  1  have  received  infor- 
nmtiou  from  many  insurauce  Conipanies 
Oti  this  poiut.  I  will  uot  meutioii  their 
uamea  lest  it  might  be  thought  J  desired 
to  advertise  them.  But  there  is  oue  re- 
spectable company  which  makes  this 
etHtement — 

"  [t  vill  be  observed  ihat  the  rates  are  brought 
dowu  10  ezcepiionally  low  Bgurea,  ami  the 
ralactiou  will,  in  the  great  majorily  of  I'aHen, 
>«  more  than  equlvalenl  to  the  duty  on  Ihi' 
{inli^y  moneys,  thus  getting  over  the  ''lilflsiittx 
otMu^ODSrl  by  the  piiipoKnl  to  exempt  thn^frnai 
duly." 

Thus  tbe  lasitrauce  Companies  have 
reduced  the  rates  below  the  amouut  of 
the  duly.  Wheu  1  um  told  that  these 
euormous  charges  are  going  to  ruin  great 
ti^tales,  to  shut,  up  great  houses,  will  the 
Houae  allow  me  to  citeoue  or  two  figures 
bearing  upon  this  [loiut  F  I  will  take  a 
man  leuviug  the  conventional  million. 
There  are  h»ppy  people  in  this  country 
who  leave  several  millious,  but  1  will  coo- 
leut  myself  with  one.  I  wiJl  take  the 
case  of  personalty  lint.  The  man  will  be 
Dubject  under  this  Bill  to  an  additional 
payment  uf  £40,000.  The  rate  oflered 
by  this  Iiisurauce  Company  is  £2.i  lla. 
per  annum  at  the  age  of  JO  for  each 
£1,000,  aud  £37  tOs.nttheage  of  50.  lu 
order  lo  cover  the  additioual  Death  Duty 
of  £40,000  the  present  owuer  would  have 
to  pay  £1,020  per  anuiuu  at  the  age  of 
40  or  £1,500  at  iheageofoO.  [An  hon. 
'Member;  Provided  he  is  a  good  life.J 
To  say  that  a  man  with  tliis  furtuoo  who 
lias  to  lay  by  £1,000  or  £1,500  a  year  at 
the  age  of  40  or  50  is  going  lo  shut  up 
)jis  palaces,  to  dismiss  his  labourers,  to 
invest  all  his  mouey,  as  the  right  hou. 
Getitleman  says,  in  real  estate  abroad,  is 
really  the  most  extravagant  and  absurd 
Sir  H'.  Harcourt 


'  stutemeut  that  I  over  heard.  Why.  • 
inau  with  that  fortune  loses  more  inonoy 
than  that  in  an  afternoon  upon  a  rao«- 
conrso.  It  ii*  thepriceof  a  moderate  two- 
year-old.  Yet  we  are  told  that  the«e 
iiouses  are  lo  be  shut  up,  that  tbe 
lulmurers  and  the  servants  are  to  be  dis- 
missed, and  that  the  public  are  lo  be 
excluded  from  that  which  they  have 
hitherto  enjoyed.  I  will  tuke  the 
catie  of  a  more  moderate  fotliiiie. 
The  additional  charge  upon  a  man  who 
leaves  £100,000  it'  £I.50U,  aud  to  insure 
against  tbat  ut  the  age  of  40  would  eoai 
£38  a  year,  and  at  the  age  of  50  he  would 
iuive  lo  pay  £5S  a  year.  The  represen- 
tation that,  taxation  of  this  kind  is  going 
to  destroy  families  aud  shut  up  houses 
is  devoid  of  fouudaiiou  or  fact.  I  turn 
now  to  the  beneRta  which  will  be  enjoyed 
by  the  smaller  people  under  this  Bill,  1 
want  the  Houw  to  consider  this  :  A  man 
leaves  personalty  of  £500  net.  Tbat  will 
be  the  oaM  of  the  small  farmer,  the  small 
tradesman,  the  clergyman,  clerks,  witb 
various  employments,  and  people  of  that 
description.  The  absolute  minimum  he 
uow  pays  on  that  is  £10,  and  it  might  be 
us  high  as  £.S'J  in  the  case  of  collaterals 
or  strangers.  Under  this  Bill  the 
absolute  mnximum  will  be  £5.  That  is 
the  advantage  he  will  get  under  the 
Death  Duties.  Supposing  thai  man  had 
an  income  of  £200  per  annum,  he 
gets  additional  relief  under  the  Income 
Tax  in  the  Budget  at  the  rate  of  8d.  iu 
the  £1,  he  would  get  au  advantage  of 
£1  63.  8d.  per  annum.  This  relief  would 
discharge  the  whole  of  bis  Death  Duties 
in  four  years.  This  is  what  is  caLed  by 
geutlemen  opposite  an  unjust  Budget. 
I  want  to  give  one  example  also  of  real 
property.  Take  a  freehold  house  and 
laud  of  £10  per  annum  at  20  years  pur- 
chase. That  woidd  be  £200.  In  the 
case  of  lineals  that  property  pays  now, 
ut  the  age  of  44,  Suucession  Duty  on 
£140,  1^  percent. — that  is,  two  guineas. 
It  will  pay  hereafter  30s.  If  it  was 
worth  double  that  £20  per  annum  it 
would  HOW  pay  four  guineas.  Under  the 
Bill  it  will  pay  50s.  Therefore,  witb 
reference  to  these  classes,  1  venture  to 
say  classes  as  deserving  of  the  ntteotiou 
of  this  House  as  any  class  of  the  com- 
munity, there  is  a  double  relief  given,  a 
relief  under  the  Death  Duties  and 
relief    under    the     lucomc    Tail.      You 
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may  OTerthrow  tbU  Budget  if  yon 
will,  and  if  yon  can ;  but  depend  apon 
it  yon  will  not  thereby  secure  the  sup- 
port or  the  approval  of  this  class  of  the 
commnnity.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talks  about  foreign  investment  here  and 
property  going  abroad.  Do  you  think 
that  men  who  carry  their  millions  abroad 
are  going  to  make  a  better  thing  on  it  ? 
That  has  not  been  the  experience  in  the 
last  10  years.  Why,  if  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  himself  tries  that  experiment 
I  am  quite  sure  he  will  find  that  he  is  far 
better  off  in  the  Lothians  than  he  is  likely 
to  be  even  in  Argentine.  I  do  not  desire  to 
occupy  aOT  further  the  attention  of  the 
House.  We  have  laid  before  the  House 
what,  at  all  events,  we  consider  to  be  a 
fair  and  a  just  Anancial  arrangement. 
We  have  endeavoured  in  dealing  with  a 
heavy  deficit  to  so  arrange  it  that  the 
burden  shall  fall  upon  those  who  are 
best  able  to  bear  it.  There  has  been 
every  opportunity  of  testing  that  plan 
to  the  utmost.  I  am  quite  willing  to 
tike,  first  of  all,  the  judgment  of  this 
Bonae  upon  it,  and  then  I  will  take  upon 
it  the  judgment  of  that  democracy  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  truly  de- 
scribed as  a  just  and  a  sensible  people. 
And  as  I  believe  that  to-night  for  this 
fiadget  we  shall  have  the  saDCtion  of  the 
fiEoase  of  Commons,  so  I  know  that  we 
Ixave  already  the  approval  of  the  people 
of  this  nation. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : — Ayes     283  ; 
i^oee  263.— (Division  List,  No.  186.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

British    museum    (purchase    of 

LAND)   BILL.— (No.  316.) 
SBCOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 

SUEY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 

I  liog  io  move  that  this   Bill  be  read 

a  second  time.  Its  object  is  to  provide 
for  the  purchase  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum  of  certain  lands  aDd 
buildings  belonging  to  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford which  are  situate  in  the  immediate 


vicinity  of  the  Museum.  The  Bill  em- 
powers the  Treasury  to  borrow  £200,000 
from  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
for  the  purchase  of  the  property,  and 
provides  for  the  repayment  of  money  lent 
to  the  Treasury  for  this  purpose  by  an 
annuity  of  such  amount  that  the  loan 
shall  be  repaid  at  the  end  of  60  years, 
together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  3 
per  cent,  per  annum.  The  Bill  also 
provides  that  the  property  when  pur- 
chased shall  be  managed  in  such 
manner  as  the  Treasury  may  direct,  and 
that  the  net  rents  and  promts  accruing 
therefrom  shall  be  paid  into  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timer— {Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

ACCESS    TO     MOUNTAINS    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

MOTION    FOB   LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
secure  to  the  public  the  right  of  Access  to 
Mountains  and  Moorlands  in  Scotland." 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
It  may  be  in  the  remembrance  of  hon. 
Members  that  a  Bill  with  objects  similar 
to  those  which  are  sought  to  be  attained 
by  the  present  Bill  was  brought  in  by  the 
late  Government  without  any  opposition 
or  explanation.  In  these  circumstances  I 
hope  that  no  objection  will  be  raised  to 
the  introduction  of  this  measure. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  :  I  object. 

Mr.  bryce  :  I  need  hardly  say  that 

I  should  not  propose  to  proceed  with  the 

Bill   any  further  on  this   occasion  if  I 

found   that  it  received  any   opposition. 

All  I  desire  is  that  the  Bill  should  be  read 
a  first  time  in  order  that  it  may  be  printed 
and  considered  as  an  expression  of  the 
views  of  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  then  object  to 
it,  they  know  as  well  as  I  know  that  at 
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this  period  of  the  Sessioo  there  will  be  do  1  ^or  Contempt  of  Court,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  E.  J.  C.  Morton,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Byles,  and  Mr.  Knox. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  Ume.  [Bill  31K.] 


opportunity  of  proceeding  with  it. 
Therefore,  I  hope  hoo.  Members 
opposite  will  not  press  their  objection  to 
its  being  brought  in. 

Further  Objection  being  taken, 

Motion  postponed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

TRAMWAYS     ORDERS     CONFIRMATION 
(No.  1)  BILL  [JUirif*].— (No.  806.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

TRAMWAYS     ORDERS     CONFIRMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [X(>r</*].— (No.  .S07.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


PUBLIC    LIBRARIES     (IRELAND)    ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.   170.) 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  223.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  317J 

VOLUNTEER  ACTS. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an  Appen- 
dix, brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     (No.  224.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — Pier  aud 
Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  ; 
Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(Xo.  4)  Bill  ;  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  11)  Bill,  with  an 
Amendment ;  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children  Bill  ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  13)  Bill. 

CONTEMPT    OF   COURT    BILL. 

On  a  Motion  of  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Bill  to 
amend    the    Law    relating    to    imprisonment 

Mr.  Bryce 


CROWN   LANDS   BILL. 

Ordered,— That  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Jeffreys, 
Mr.  Scott«-Montnpi.  and  Captain  Sinclair  be 
Members  of  the  Committee,  with  three  Members 
to  be  added  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. — 
(.Vr.  r.  E.  Ellis.-) 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1887. 
Copy  presented,— of  Treasury  iHinute, 
dated  10th  July  1894,  granting  a  retired 
allowance  to  James  Hepburn,  Postmaster, 
Macclesfield,  Post  Office  Department  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  AND  TRAVERS' 
FOUNDATION. 
Copy  presented,— of  Statement  of  the 
Estimated  Income  and  Expenditure  of 
Greenwich  Hospital,  and  of  Travers' 
Foundation,  for  the  year  1894-5  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CANAL   RATES,    TOLLS,  AND   CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (JOINT 
COMMITTEE.) 
Ordered,  That  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in   Ireland  have  leave  to 
appear  by   Counsel,  Agents,  and    Wit- 
nesses, and  be  heard  before   the  Joint 
Committee  of  Lords   and  Commons  on 
Canal  Rates,   Tolls,  and  Charges    Pro- 
visional Order  Bills,  in  reference  to  the 
Canal  Rates,   Tolls,   and  Clisrges  Pro- 
visional  Order   (No.    11)    (Lagan,  &c.) 
Canal.— (5ir  J.  T.  Hibhert.) 

CHURCH  IN  WALES  (GLEBE  AND 

TITHE.) 

Order  [3 1st  May]  for  presenting  an 
Address  for  Return  relative  thereto  read, 
and  discharged  ;  and,  instead  thereof  : — 

Church  in  Wales  and   Monmouth- 
shire (Glebe  aud  Tithe),  —  Ad— 
dress   for   "  Return,   by   parish 
aud  counties,  of  the  property  o 
the  Church  in  Wales  and  Mon 
mouthshire  in   Glebe,  and   Titb 
Rent-charge,     and     from     othe 
sources."— (3/r.  David  Thomas. 


House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 

before  One  o clock::-' 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
fVednesday^  18th  July  1894. 


BLBCTION    EXPENSES. 

Mb.  J.ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  in  view  of  the  vote 
given  on  May  25th  in  favour  of  the  pay- 
ment of  official  expenses  in  connection 
with  Parliamentary  elections,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  carry  out  the  Resolution  of  the 
House? 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) : 
Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  effect  to  that  Resolution . 

COURSE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
MINISTERIAL    STATEMENT. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sir,  the 
time  has  now  arrived  when  we  have  to 
consider  what  arrangement  can  be  made 
for  the  purpose  of  closing  the  Session 
within  a  reasonable  time.  As  usual,  the 
Groverument  have  to  deal  not  with  what 
they  may  wish,  but  with  what  is  possible 
under  the  circumstances.  The  first  thing 
that  is  clear  is  that  it  is  impracticable  to 
proceed  now  in  the  present  Session  with 
some  of  the  great  measures  to  which  the 
Government  is  pledged,  such,  for  ex- 
ample, as  the  question  of  the  Chiu'ch  in 
Wales,  the  Registration  Bill,  and  the 
Local  Veto  Bill.  These,  together  with 
other  measures,  will  be  the  work  of  the 
coming  Session,  but  there  is  yet  time 
within  the  compass  of  the  present  Session 
to  accomplish  some  useful  work  which 
will  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  country 
and  the  credit  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  will  group  these  measures,  as  I  ventured 
to  do  last  year,  in  different  categories. 
I  will  first  take  the  legislative  measures 
which  the  Government  think  they  can 
fairly  ask  the  House  to  dispose  of  in  the 
next  few  weeks.  I  take,  first,  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill.  That 
is  a  measure  which  we  regard  for  many 
reasons  as  of  pressing  importance,  and 
we  shall  accordingly  deal  with  it  first. 
The  next  in  order  is  the  Equalisation 
of  Bates  (London)  Bill.  That  is  a 
measure  of  vital  interest  to  the  poorer 
districts  of  the  Metropolis.     It  is  a  Bill,  I 
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believe,  which  cannot  be  regarded  as  con- 
troversial in  the  Party  sense  of  the  term, 
for  I  believe  the  great  majority  of  the 
representatives  of  Loudon  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  are  supporters  of  that  Bill, 
Now,   the   third   measure,   on  which   I 
think  there  will  be  very  little  question 
that  we  can  dispose  of  it  this  year,  is 
the    Scotch    Local     Government    Bill. 
From  what  has  taken  place  in  the  Grand 
Committee  upstairs,  we  have  every  reason 
to  anticipate  that  that  measure  will  not 
require  a  large  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  it  is  obviously  necessary  and 
fair  tliat  Scotland  should  be  placed  in  as ' 
good  a  position  as  England  with  regard 
to  local  government.     I  now  come  to  a 
Bill  which  is  not  a  Government  measure. 
It  is  a  Bill  certainly  which  I  cannot  call 
uncontroversial.  On  the  contrary,  opinion 
is  greatly  divided  upon  it  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  but  it  does  not  follow  Party 
lines.     I  mean  the  Eight  Hours  (Mines) 
Bill.     It  has  supporters  and  opponents 
upon  the  Benches  on  both  sides  of  the 
House — I  may  say  on  the  Front  Benches 
of  both  sides  of  the  House.     It  is  a  Bill, 
in    our   opinion,    which    raises    several 
questions  of  the  highest  importance,  and 
we  are   of  opinion   that   the   House   of 
Commons  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  pronouncing  a  judgment  upon  it  this 
Session.     Therefore,  we  shall  give  faci- 
lities at  our  disposal   for  that  purpose. 
That  concludes  the  list  of  the  Bills  which 
we  think  can  be  disposed  of — ^Bills  which 
we  admit  are  of  a  controversial  character 
— this    Session.      I   now   come   to   the 
second   category   of   purely   non-contro- 
versial Bills — Bills   of   a  highly  useful 
character.     I  mean  Consolidation  Bills  ; 
and  I  think  it  has  always  been  felt  that 
when   great    trouble  has  been  taken  in 
preparing  these  Bills,  and   they  are  Bills 
of  a  most  beneficial  character,  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  passing  them  into    law. 
There  are  two  Bills  in  this  condition. 
One  is  the  Merchants'  Shipping  Conso- 
lidation   Bill,    and     the    other    is     the 
Perjury    Laws   Consolidation   Bill.     It 
would  be  a   great   pity  that   the   work 
bestowed     on     them     should     be    lost. 
Then  we  come  to  the  third  category  of 
what  I  will  presume  to  call  substantially 
uncontroversial  Bills ;  and  when  I  use  the 
word  uncontroversial  I  would  take  as  a 
primary  test  of  the  question  whether  a 
Bill  is  uncontroversial  or  not,  the  opinion 
on  that  subject  of  the  responsible  Leaders 
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of  the  Opposition,  I  say  that  is  tlie  best 
test,  but  it  is  not  the  ooiy  test,  and  I  do 
not    exclude    the     judgment    of    other 
quarters    of    the    House,  because  to  do 
that  would  be  to  debar  the  independent 
Members  of  the  House  from  dealing  with 
small  matters.     I  will  now  mention  the 
Bills  placed  in  that  category.     There  is 
first  the  Building  Societies  Bill.     That 
is  a  Bill  in  which  great  interest  is  taken 
by    gentlemen    opposite  as  well  as  by 
gentlemen  on  this  side   of  the    House. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  the   Member 
for  Leeds  and  his  colleague  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  Leeds  are  greatly  interested 
in   this   Bill.     I   believe   that  this  Bill 
is  uncontroversial,  and  it  is  certainly  one 
of  very  urgent  importance.     I  hope  that 
Bill  will  be  allowed  to  pass.      Then  I 
come  to  another  Bill,  on  which  it  is  per- 
haps premature,  during  the  negotiations 
which  are  going  on  with  the  Board  of 
Trade,   to   say  anything   absolute.       If 
there  is  a   fair  chance  of  a   settlement 
being  come  to  on  that  subject  I  think 
everybody  will  feel  that  the  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Bill  ought  to  be  passed. 
Then  I  come  to  a  Bill  which  I  believe  is 
uncontroversial — the    Elementary    Edu- 
cation Bill.       Then  there  are  two  Bills 
belonging  to  the  Home  Office  now  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  I  believe  mav  be 
treated  as  uncontroversial — one  relating 
to    quarries    and    the    other    to    check 
weighers.     Then  there  is  a  Bill  for  the 
facilitation  of   the  settlement  of  labour 
<lisputes.     My  hon.  Friend,  I  understand, 
is  perfectly  prepared  to  give  a  fair  hear- 
ing to  other  Bills  on  that  subject  which 
have  been  brought  forward,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  conflict.       Then  there  is  a 
Bill  relating  to  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)    Act ;    then   there   is   a   Bill 
which  I  understand  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
may    probably   be   put    into    the    same 
category — I  mean  the  Elementary  Edu- 
cation (Attendance  Committee)  Amend- 
ment Bill.     [Laughter, 2     Well,  perhaps 
my   right   hon.  Friend   is  too  sanguine. 
Now,  when  these  legislative  measures  are 
disposed    of — it    will     no     doubt     take 
some   days  to     examine   this    matter — 
we   can     then    proceed     to     take     the 
L)dian    Budget.      [^Laughter,']      I     do 
not     know     why     there     should      be 
this  repeated  laughter.      My  opinion  is 
that  the  Indian  Budget  is  a  question  of 
importance,  dealing  as  it  does  with  vast 
considerations  connected  with  the  Indian 
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Empire.  I  think  the  question  is  one 
which  requires  that  we  should  %\\^  to  it 
great  consideration,  and  that  we  should 
give  it  that  consideration  at  an  earlier 
period  than  hitherto,  which  has  gene- 
rally been  at  absolutely  the  end  of  the 
Session.  And  then  we  shall  propose  to 
proceed  with  Supply.  I  will  say  that 
we  believe,  allotting  reasonable  time  for 
these  nuttters,  the  House  may  well  rise 
before  the  end  of  the  month  of  August. 
I  have  now  only  to  add  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  take  a  Vote  on  Account  on 
Monday,  the  30th.  It  will  be  necessary 
to  obtain  the  Royal  Order  on  August  1. 
We  propose,  therefore,  to  take  the  Vote 
on  Account  on  the  30tb,  leaving  the  3l8t 
for  the  Report,  and  then  on  August  1 
the  Royal  Order,  which  it  is  necessary 
to  obtain.  I  think  I  have  now  finished. 
Dr.  M  ACGREG0R(Inverue88-8hire): 
What  about  the  Crofters  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  ?  •  \Loud  laughter  J] 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  really 
very  glad  to  see  that  the  House  is  in  an 
excellent  humour,  and  I  may  hope  from 
those  indications  that  we  may  put  the 
Crofters  Act  Amendment  Bill  into  the 
csktegory  of  uncontroversial  measures, 
thus  adding  one  more  item  to  the  list 
already  given.  As  to  the  list  I  have 
placed  before  the  House,  no  doubt  there 
are  many  of  these  Bills  which  will  not 
occupy  any  appreciable  time.  They  are 
thoroughly  uncontroversial,  and  1  hope 
I  may  suggest  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  that  it  belongs  to  the  credit 
of  the  House  of  Commons  that  they  will 
deal  with  these  uncontroversial  measures 
in  that  spirit. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  shall  defer  until  I  have  had 
time  to  reflect  further  upon  it  any  ob- 
servations on  the  large  and  important 
programme  of  Public  Business  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  laid  before  us — a  pro- 
gramme, perhaps,  more  suited  to  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  than  the  close 
of  it.  I  will  only  ask  him  what  arrange- 
ments he  is  making  for  Supply  ?  re- 
minding him  that  there  is  about  a  month^s 
work  left  in  Supply,  judging  by  ordinary 
experience.  We  are  now  in  the  middle 
of  July,  and  we  are  told  that  we  are 
going  to  close  the  Session  at  the  end  of 
August,  so  that  there  are  ten  days  left 
for  all  the  other  controversial  work — 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  the  Equalisa- 
tion of  Rates   Bill,  the  Local  Govern- 
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ment  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  Eight  Hours 
Bill,  and  the  Vote  on  Account.  I  should 
like  to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referring  to  the  promise  he 
made  earlier  in  the  Session  with  regard 
to  a  day  for  discussing  -Indian  finance. 
He  has  just  told  us  that  the  Indian 
Budget  is  to  come  after  that  lengthy  list 
of  controversial  measures  which  he 
has  just  read  out.  I  presume,  therefore, 
it  would  come  on  about  the  end  of 
October  or  the  beginning  of  November. 
I  think  that  is  rather  too  long  to  wait, 
and,  therefore,  I  would  ask  him  what 
^teps  he  proposes  to  take  to  fulfil  his 
promise  ?  I  do  not  know,  also,  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  exactly  means  to 
<lo  with  regard  to  the  Miners  (£ight 
Hours)  Bill.  He  tells  us  hel intends  to 
^ve  such  facilities  as  the  Government 
have  at  their  disposal.  Does  that  mean  that 
the  Bill  is  going  to  be  introduced  in  the 
interstices  between  the  various  stages  of 
the  discussion  on  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill,  or  are  we  to  proceed  de  die  in  diem 
with  that  very  large  and  important  mea- 
sure at  some  period  in  August  or  Sep- 
tember ?  I  would  further  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  although  the  question  of  the 
equalisation  of  rates  in  London  has 
received  a  large  measure  of  assent  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  the  particular 
plan  by  which  it  is  proposed  to  be 
carried  out  will  certainly  arouse  the  live- 
liest, and,  I  should  say,  a  rather  pro- 
longed, controversy  ?  With  regard  to 
the  Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us 
that  certain  modifications  which  the 
Government  have  recently  made  upon 
it  while  before  the  Grand  Committee 
would  probably  facilitate  its  passage 
through  the  House.  To  that  I  have 
nothing  to  say,  but  I  suppose  from  the 
time  it  has  taken  in  the  Grand  Commit- 
tee that  a  day  or  two  at  the  least  will 
be  required  for  a  full  discussion  of  it  on 
the  Report  stage.  I  abstain — indeed,  I 
have  no  right  to  make  a  speech  at  the 
the  present  moment — from  further  com- 
ment on  the  plan  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  describes  as  one  for  rapidly 
winding  up  the  Session.  I  simply  ask 
for  a  reply  to  the  two  or  three  questions 
I  have  addressed  to  him. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  he  should  like  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  was  possible 
to  give  a  Saturday  Sitting  for  a  small 


measure  called  the  Crofters  Act  Amend* 
ment  Bill.  [CWe*  o/«No,  no  I "]  Hon. 
Members  cried  "  No  I "  but  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  the  Representatives  of  Highland 
constituencies  to  continue  in  attendance 
at  Westminster  for  an  indefinite  time 
unless  this  measure  was  given  the  sup- 
port of  the  Government  and  brought  for* 
ward  at  a  specific  date  ? 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  list  of  mea- 
sures that  would  be  taken  that  Session, 
had  not  by  mistake  omitted  to  mention 
the  Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill  ? 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  there  was  a  measure  of  very 
great  importance  to  Trade  Unions  through- 
out the  country  —  the  Factories  Bill — 
which  had  not  been  mentioned  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Was  not 
the  measure  less  controversial  and  more 
likely  to  get  through  than  the  Concilia- 
tion Bill  on  Labour  Disputes  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  asked 
whether  a  day,  or  half  a  day  even,  could 
not  be  promised  to  consider  the  Bill  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  is  im- 
possible  for  me  to  increase  the  list  of 
Bills  I  have  already  read  out.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition has  given  us  his  conception  of 
what  Parliament  can  do  and  ought  to  do. 
I  have  propo-sed  that  the  Indian  Budget 
should  be  taken  after  we  have  disposed 
of  three  Bills — [An  hon.  Member  :  Four, 
including  the  Miners  (Eight  Hours) 
Bill] — and  he  says  that  in  order  to  dispose 
of  those  Bills,  one  of  which  he  admits 
will  only  take  a  day  or  two,  we  shall  be 
at  the  end  of  October  or  the  beginning  of 
November  before  we  come  to  the  Indian 
Budget.  Therefore,  his  conception  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  is  to  do  its  business  seems  to 
be  this — that  in  order  to  dispose  of 
measures  of  that  character  you  must  take 
half  July,  all  Auc^ust,  all  September, 
and  all  October.  That  is  really  a  view 
of  the  matter  that  I  cannot  agree  with. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman making  a  speech,  but  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  I  shall  be  allowed 
to  reply  to  him  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  thought  I 
was  asked  to  answer  questions* 
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.  •Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  it  is 
better  od  the  present  occasion  to  avoid 
all  controversial  questions  and  argu- 
ments. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Then  I  will 
answer  the  question  briefly  in  this 
manner.  I  do  not  think  that  these  Bills 
will  take  to  the  beginning  of  November, 
aud  therefore  I  anticipate  that  the  Indian 
Budget  will  come  on  before  that  date. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  Ince)  said, 
he  should  like  to  know  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  himself,  after 
the  remarks  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, who  seemed  to  cast  some  doubt 
upon  his  meaning,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  give  ample  facilities  to 
get  the  Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 
through  the  Committee  stage,  and  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  take  that 
stage  immediately  after  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill — at  any 
rate,  at  what  particular  stage  of  the 
Session  the  Government  intended  to  give 
the  promised  facilities  for  discussing  that 
important  measure? 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  said, 
he  thought  the  time  had  arrived  when 
hon.  Members  should  have  a  definite  state- 
ment given  them  as  to  the  real  intentions 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill.  He  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  make 
there  and  then  a  plain  statement  of  what 
he  meant  when  he  used  the  words,  "  the 
Government  intended  to  give  facilities  " 
for  taking  the  discussion  on  that  Bill. 
It  was  not  a  matter  of  discourtesy  on  his 
part  to  say  that  he  was  of  a  different 
opinion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  said  that  this  was  a  Bill  which 
would  bring  benefit  to  the  country  and 
credit  to  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  facilities 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  give  were  such  as  were  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  last  Saturday,  when  he  stated  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
chief  Government  Whip  had  promised 
to  give  them  sufficient  time  for  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  ? 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  Those  are  not  the 
words  that  I  used,  and  they  are  not  in 
the  least  like  the  words  I  used.  I  quoted 
the  actual  statement  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  he  had  been 

reading  from  a  newspaper  report.    Were 

tliejse  facilities  such  as  were   meant  by 


the  hon.  Member  for- the  Ince  Division 
(Mr.  Woods)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Normanton  (Mr.  Fickard)  when  they  said 
that,  if  full  facilities  were  not  given  for 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  they  would  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  shifting  their 
loyalty  from  one  Party  to  the  other  ? 

Mr.  woods  :  I  never  made  any 
such  statement  at  all. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  I  had 
better  make  my  own  statement.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  fear,  was  not  very  fortu- 
nate in  his  authority. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  :  I  have  the 
authorities  here.  If  the  report  i(^ 
accurate  the  hon.  Membei  for  Ince  said 
they  '*  would  force  the  Government  to 
pass  the  Bill,*'  aud  the  hon.  Member  for 
Normanton  said  that  ^'  they  would  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  shifting  their 
loyalty." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  cannot 
answer  for  what  hon.  Members  said  they 
would  do.  That,  of  course,  rests  with 
themselves.  I  have  never  said  that  the 
Government  would  undertake  to  pass  the 
Bill.  I  have  always  stated  that  the 
Members  of  the  Government,  like  the 
Members  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
and  Members  of  l>oth  sides  of  the  House, 
are  divided  in  opinion  on  this  subject.  I 
have  never  stated  anything  more  than 
this — that  I  thought  it  was  a  matter  of 
such  importance  that  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  giving  a  decision  upon  it.  I  never 
pledged  the  Government  to  pass  the 
Bill  or  to  take  measures  to  pass  the  Bill. 
What  I  have  stated— and  I  never  con- 
cealed it  in  any  way — is  that  I  thought 
the  Government,  having  taken  the  whole 
time  of  the  House,  and  this  Bill  having  a 
favourable  position  by  which  the  opinion 
of  the  House  might,  in  respect  of  it,  be 
arrived  at — the  Government,  I  said,  were 
bound  to  use  their  control  of  the  time  to 
give  facilities  for  the  House  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  has  made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  course 
he  will  take  with  regard  to  the  Coercion 
Bill? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  In  refer- 
ence  to  the  answer  just  •given  bv  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
when  he  states  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
House  ought  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on 
the  Eight  Hours  Bill,  he  meanei  tliat  he 
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will  give  sufficient  time  to  enable  tiie 
Honse  to  pass  the  Bill  through  Com- 
mittee ?  I  may  remind  him  that  the 
House  has  already  given  au  opinion  ou 
the  Bill  bj  passing  the  Second  Reading. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  House, 
having  passed  the  Second  Reading, 
expresses  the  opinion  that  the  Bill  ought 
to  pass,  the  House  ought  to  have  that 
opportunity. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
with  regard  to  a  Bill  which  he  calls  non- 
controversial — the  Irish  Education  Bill. 
We  have  understood  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  object  to  the  passing  of  that 
Bill  unless  concessions  Avere  made  on 
the  point  of  the  Christian  Brothers.  I 
wish  to  know  whether,  at  the  fag-end  of 
the  Session,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  introduce  iuto  that  Bill  the 
proposals  of  hon.  Members  opposite  with 
regard  to  the  Christian  Brothers  ? 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) :  I  may  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  has  not  answered  tlie 
question  put  to  him  as  to  when  facilities 
w^  to  be  given  for  the  Eight  Hours  Bill, 
«nd  when  the  Bill  is  likely  to  be  dis- 
cussed. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  he, 
the  late  Prime  Minister,  and  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  have.  Session  after 
Session,  promised  to  press  forward  a  Bill 
to  give  to  the  Highland  crofters  holding 
under  lease  the  benefits  of  the  Crofters' 
Act,  and  that  that  Bill  has  l>een  intro- 
duced? 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  answer  the 
question  that  I  have  put  to  him  ? 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  :  As  to  the  Local  Veto  Bill — [Op- 
potitian  laughter] — I  wish  to  ask  whetlier 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government,  if 
the  Bill  is  relegated  to  next  Session,  to 
give  it  one  of  the  most  prominent  and 
earliest  positions  in  the  Government  pro- 
gramme ?  As  no  mention  has  been  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
the  Bill  for  the  payment  of  Members  and 
for  the  abolition  of  plurality  of  votes,  I 
fihonld  like  to  know  whether  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament  that  measure  Avill 
jtlso  have  a  prominent  position  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  to  the 
Irish  Education  Bill,  unless  we  are  satis- 


fied that  the  measure  is  practically 
accepted  by  both  sides  of  the  House,  we 
shUl  not  go  on  with  it.  We  entirely  re- 
cognise our  responsibilities  in  passing  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  crofters*  hold- 
ings, but,  unless  we  have  more  reason  to 
believe  than  we  have  at  present  that  the 
Bill  would  not  be  strongly  opposed,  I  see 
no  chance  of  being  able  to  pass  it  this 
Session.  We  propose  to  give  facilities 
for  the  Eight  Hours  Bill  as  soon  as  we 
have  disposed  of  the  three  Government 
measures — that  is  to  say,  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill,  the  Equalisation  of  Rates 
Bill,  and  the  Local  Government  (Scot- 
land) Bill.  In  our  opinion,  those  Bills 
cannot  take  a  very  long  time.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill 
will  last  through  August,  September,  or 
October.  I  do  not  believe  that  either  the 
Local  Government  Bill  or  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  is  going  to  last  many 
months  ;  and,  in  these  circumstances,  we 
intend  to  give  facilities  to  dispose  of 
these  Bills.  As  to  the  Local  Veto  Bill, 
all  I  can  say  is,  speaking  for  myself,  that 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  press 
on  that  measure  is  unchanged,  and  will 
not  be  changed. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  inquiry  can  be  made  as  to  a 
general  desire  on  the  part  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  working  classes  to  press 
forward  theFactory  Bill  for  consideration 
as  against  the  Conciliation  Bill,  which  is 
by  no  means  generally  accepted  ? 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  : 
Can  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
give  a  day  or  two  days  before  the  House 
rises  for  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act  ?  If 
this  caunot  be  done  this  Session,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  a  distinct  and 
definite  pledge  that  a  couple  of  days  will 
be  given  to  the  measure  when  Parliament 
meets  again  ?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  finish  all  the  stages  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  before  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Equalisation  of  Rates 
Bill  and  the  Local  Government  (Scot- 
land) Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  After  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill  there  must  be  au  interval  before 
the  Committee  stage,  and  during  that 
interval  we  should  proceed  with  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill.  After  that  we  shall  go  on 
with  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.     As  to 
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the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act  this  Session, 
it  must  be  obvious  that  it  is  a  Bill  which 
we  could  not,  in  face  of  the  opposition  it 
will  meet,  proceed  with  this  Session  ; 
and,  as  to  a  future  Session,  it  must  be 
obvious  to  the  House  that  J  have  enough 
to  do  to  deal  with  the  meat^ures  of  the 
present  Session.  I  must  decline  to  enter 
on  an  anticipation  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
of  next  year. 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  Will 
the  Government  during  this  Session  give 
facilities  for  the  passing  of  a  Bill  which 
has  made  progress  in  the  House  of  Lords 
dealing  with  Anarchists  and  aliens — 
[^Laughter'] — and  with  those  who  make 
this  country  a  refuge  to  conspire  against 
foreign  countries  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  Sir ; 
certainly  not. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that  the  Bill 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act  contains 
a  single  clause  which  might  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee  at  one  sitting,  or  at  the 
most  two  sittings  P  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  he  cannot  give  a  pledge  or  an 
undertaking  that  if  before  the  end  of  the 
Session  two  days  cannot  be  given  he  will 
when  Parliament  meets  again  give  the 
time  for  the  passage  of  the  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have 
already  said  that  I  canuot  undertake  to 
settle  the  programme  of  next  Session. 
I  have  experience  enough  of  a  Bill  of  a 
single  clause,  which  is  capable  of  being 
multiplied  into  many  clauses,  and  to  serve 
for  the  foundation  of  many  Amendments 
upon  it.  There  might  be  proposals  to 
maintain  particular  parts  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  In  answer  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  have  made  inquiry  with 
reference  to  the  Bill  of  which  he  spoke, 
and  I  learn  that,  though  great  import- 
ance is  attached  to  it,  it  cannot  be  re- 
garded as  nou-controversiial,  and  therefore 
capable  of  being  put  in  that  category. 

Sir  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcudbright) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  order  in 
which  the  Bills  were  to  be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Our  present 
intention  is  to  take,  after  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill,  the  Equalisation  of  Rates 
Bill,  and  then  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Bill. 

Sir    J.    PEASE  (Durham,   Barnard 

Castle)  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

propose  to  leave  the  Indian   Budget  and 

Sir  fF.  JIarcourt 


all  Votes  of  Supply  until  after  facilities 
have  been  given  for  the  Eight  Hours 
Bill  ? 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  hope  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  see  his  way  to  give  the 
promised  day  for  the  discussion  of  Indian 
finance. 

Hr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
Does  the  Closure  Rule  apply  to 
questions  ?   ' 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  may  seem  a 
singular  statement  to  make,  but  as  a 
fact  there  is  no  Question  before  the 
House. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  Do*  I 
understand  that  there  is  no  Vote  in 
Supply  to  be  taken  until  after  the  four 
main  Bills  of  the  Government  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  will  be 
a  Vote  on  Account. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  What  is 
the  business  for  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Second 
Reading  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill. 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
If  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  is  right 
in  his  opinion,  and  tliis  programme  of 
legislation  takes  somewhat  longer  than 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  antici- 
pates, will  he  undertake  that  the  House 
shall  sit  on  until  these  arrears  of  legisla- 
tion are  overtaken  ? 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  would  put  the  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tinuance Bill  in  the  same  form  as  that  4q 
which  it  had  hitherto  been  passed  ;  whether 
it  would  include  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing 
Bill,  which  had  been  so  renewed  for  the 
last  13  or  14  years  ;  whether  he  would 
not,  under  the  circumstances,  accept  the 
declaration  of  the  late  Prime  Minister 
and  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that 
the  condition  of  this  question  was  dis- 
creditable ;  and  whether  he  would  not 
this  Session  attempt  to  pass  the  amending 
Irish  Sunday  Closing  Act  ?  Would  he 
not,  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  the  posi- 
tion of  things  described  as  disgraceful^ 
include  that  measure  iu  the  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  Bill  will  be  in  the 
same  shape  as  hitherto — at  all  events,  as 
regards  Ireland  and  this  Bill.  I  am 
afraid  that  there  are  a  great  many  Bills 
in  a  discreditable  position,  and  I  should 
be  glad  to  amend  it :  but  it  is  rather- late 
in  the  day  now. 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Chau- 
oellor  of  the  Exohequer  has  not  aDSwered 
the  questioo  about  a  day  for  the  dlsous- 
Bion  of  Indian  finance.  I  will  also  ask 
him  to  tell  us  what,  I  imagine,  goes 
almost  without  baying,  that  the  five  Bills 
now  on  the  Paper  as  Government  Bills, 
and  to  which  he  has  made  no  allusion — 
namely,  the  Fatal  Accidents  Inquiry 
(Sootland)  Bill,  the  Surveyors  (Ireland) 
Bill,  the  Dogs  Bill,  the  Limitation  of 
Actions  Bill,  and  the  Supreme  Court 
(Officers)  Bill,  will  all  be  dropped. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  ask  the  House  to  go  on  with  any 
Bills  except  those  which  I  have  mentioned. 
The  Government  have  considered  them 
as  carefully  as  they  could,  and  have 
formed  their  own  opinion  as  to  what  are 
controversial  Bills  ;  but  they  are  pre- 
pared to  be  governed  by  the  opinion  ot 
the  House,  and  especially  by  the  opinion 
of  the  Front  Bench  opposite,  on  this 
subject.  I  repeat  that  we  do  not  propose 
to  go  on  Avith  any  Bills  except  those  I 
have  mentioned.  As  regards  the  day 
for  the  discussion  of  Indian  finance,  I 
fully  recognise  the  pledge  which  the 
Government  have  given  ;  and  I  will 
confer  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  to  a  day  eouveuient  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  May  I  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  another 
question — whether  he  will  give  me  a 
day  for  discussing  the  action  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment in  knocking  me  down  in  my 
own  constituencv  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY  —  COMMITTKE.— ARMY      ESTI- 

MATES,    1894-0. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Commitiee.) 

1.  £257,600,  War  Office,  Salaries,  and 
Miscellaneous  Charges. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  :iaid, 
that  he  desired  on  this  Vote  to  say  a 
word  on  behalf  of  the  Second  Division 
clerks  in  the  War  Office,  in  whom,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew,  he  (Mr. 
Cohen)  had  long  taken  a  deep  interest. 
He  should  not  detain  the  Committee 
more  than  a  very  few  moments,  but  he 
desired  to  say  at  the  outset  that  he  was 


not  urging  those  claims  in  consequence 
of  any  pressure  put  on  him  by  the  clerks 
themselves.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  from  the  correspondence  in  The 
Tunes  that  the  subject  attracted  great 
attention  outside  as  well  as  inside  this 
House,  and,  he  would  add,  in  all  parts  of 
tbe  House.  He  deemed  it  the  less  neces- 
sary to  trouble  the  Committee  with  any 
details  of  the  case  of  the  Second  Division 
clerks,  because  he  knew  that  not  only 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  very 
familiar  with  all  the  particulars,  but  he 
had  been  good  enough  to  give  a  personal 
interview  to  the  clerks,  to  inquire  per- 
sonally into  their  grievance,  and,  if  he  was 
not  mistaken,  to  express  himself  in  sym- 
pathy with  their  aspirations,  and  impressed 
with  the  facts  they  had  laid  before  him. 
That  being  so  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  appreciate  the  Second  Divi- 
sion were  more  than  disappointed,  and  were 
becoming  despairing  that  so  much  sym- 
pathy and  such  expectations  as  they 
formed,  not  to  say  assurances  held  out  to 
them,  remained  absolutely  barren  of  result 
up  to  this  moment.  The  Committee  would 
perhaps  remember  that  what  the  Second 
Division  asked  was  that  tiiey  should 
now  and  again  have  a  share  of  promotion 
into  the  First-Class.  These  cliances  were 
rare  enough.  Owing  to  the  reduction 
decided  on,  only  one  vacancy  arose  for 
every  four  retirements  in  the  First  Divi- 
sion. He  believed  there  were  now  over 
20  young  men  in  the  First  Division  all  of 
whom  had  been  promoted  from  outside, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  knew  from 
tables  that  had  been  placed  before  him 
that  in  10  years  if  the  present  system  was 
pursued  the  whole  First  Division  would 
be  manned  by  young  men,  junior  not  only 
in  years  but  in  service  to  those  over 
whom  they  were  placed.  The  present 
system  could  not  be  defended  on  the 
ground  of  economy  or  of  efficiency.  It 
could  not  be  economy,  because,  as  had 
been  proved  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  tlie 
recognition  of  the  claims  of  the  Second 
Division  would  result  in  a  saving  of 
£2,000  a  year  to  the  Exchequer  ;  and  in 
this  House  on  the  29th  of  March  last 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  when  a  Second  Division  clerk  was 
competent  it  was  just  and  advantageous 
that  he  should  be  promoted  to  the  First 
Divisiou,  as  had  been  repeatedly  advocated 
in  the  lieports  of  lioyal  Commissions,  and 
notably  in  the  Ridley  Conunission  of 
1884.     It  could  not  be  efficiency,  because 
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iiis  right  hoD.  Friend  had  repeatedly  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  several  Second  Divi- 
sion clerks  fully  qualified  for  the  promo- 
tion they  asked,  and  on  the  6th  of  February, 
1893,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Donegal,  his  right  hon.  Friend  stated 
there  were  then  in  the  Second  Division  men 
qualified  for  First  Division  duties.  Again, 
as  to  promotion  to  staff  posts,  on  the  1 1th  of 
March,  in  reply  to  himself,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  waii  good  enough  to  promise  to 
try  and  obtain  staff  posts  for  the  Second 
Division,  but  not  one  single  promotion  of 
that  nature  had  yet  been  made.  He  well 
recollected  the  homily  which  was 
preached  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  St.  George's  as  to  the  im- 
propriety of  pressure  being  put  on  can- 
didates and  Members  bv  members  of  the 
Civil  Service.  He  entirely  agreed  in 
that  view,  and  he  did  not  himself  take 
part  in  that  Debate.  He  was  not  now, 
as  he  had  said,  rising  because  of  pressure 
that  had  been  put  on  him,  but  simply  be- 
cause of  what  he  believed  to  be  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Public  Service.  On  the  29th 
of  March  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said — 

"  On  behalf  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Govern- 
ment generally,  he  might  say  whenever  the  head 
of  a  Department  reported  that  one  of  those 
under  him  in  the  Second  Division  had  shown 
qualifications  which  fitted  him  for  the  First 
Division  the  man  was  always  promoted." 

This  declaration  contrasted  ludicrously 
with  the  actual  facts  of  the  War  Office 
case.  It  was  not  denied  that  there  were 
among  the  War  Office  clerks  men  of  ex- 
ceptional ability  ;  in  all  good  faith,  there- 
fore, the  Government  ought  to  give  them 
that  share  of  promotion  which  the  Leader 
of  the  House  said  was  theirs  by  right. 
The  Second  Division  clerks  were  fully  per- 
suaded of  the  Secretary  of  State's  sym- 
pathetic attitude  towards  them,  but  he 
could  not  expect  them  to  rest  satisfied 
with  mere  sympathy.  He  did  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  grant  that 
which  he  knew  was  based  on  merit,  and 
that  which  was  due  to  justice,  and  he 
trusted  that  he  would  give  some  definite 
assurance  that  that  for  which  they  had  so 
long  asked — which,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  only  give  the  word,  would 
before  now  have  been  granted — would  no 
longer  be  delaved. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  With  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  really 
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very  little  now  to  Bay.     As  far  as  his 
observations  apply  to  the  general  treat- 
ment of   the  Second  Division  clerks  in 
the  public   offices,  I  very  much   agree 
with  him  and  with  my  colleagues  who 
have  spoken  on  the  subject,  that  they 
ought  to  have  their  fair  share  of  pro- 
motion  to   the   higher   appointments  if 
they  are  fit  to  fill  them.     The  War  Office 
is  in  a  very  exceptional  position,  and  it 
has  been  so  ever  since  I  have  known  it, 
which  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  now  nearly 
30  years.     At  present  we  are  in  process 
of  reducing  the  Higher  Division  Establish- 
ment.    It  has  been  reduced  from  132  to 
96^  and  the  normal  Establishment  is  fixed 
at  60.     Of  course,  any  accidental  vacan- 
cies that  occur  have  to  be  filled  up,  and 
I  must  say  that,  while  we  are  ready  to 
acknowledge   the  claims  of    gentlemen 
serving  in  the  office  to  be  promoted  if 
they  are  fit  for  it,  it  is  not  a  very  excep- 
tional thing  that  we  should  take  in  young 
blood — I  do  not  mean  to  say  new  and 
untrained  officers,   but   mean  young   in 
years,    so    that    the    staff   should    not 
be     entirely     composed     of    men    well 
advanced    in   life,  and   that  when  theur 
time     comes     for     retirement,     which 
will      not     be      very     long      deferred, 
we     should     be     confined     entirely     to 
new  appointments.     I  think  that  that  is 
the  view  taken  by  the  Treasury,  under 
whose  authority  we  act  in  this  matter, 
because   it  was   on   the   faith   of   those 
arrangements   thai   they   allowed    some 
time  ago  compulsory  retirements  with  the 
view  of  hastening  further  the  reduction 
of  the  Establishment.     I  have  done  all  I 
could,  and  will  continue  to  do  all  I  can, 
to  satisfy  the  claims  of  the  Second  Divi- 
sion clerks.     We  have  obtained  from  the 
Treasury    leave    to    promote    a   certain 
number  to  a  higher  grade,  and  we  are 
considering  how  l>est  we  can  make  some 
staff  posts  which  they  would  be  eligible 
to   fill.     But   here   again  we   have  this 
unfortunate   position — that   there  are   a 
number  of  supplementary  clerks  in  front 
of  them  whose  position  is  very  similar  to 
their  own,  with  this  difference,  that  they 
are  of  much  longer  standing,  and  there- 
fore in  point  of  seniority  have  a  better 
claim   than   the  Second  Division  clerks. 
Let   me   say   this,   however :    that   the 
Second  Division  clerks  in  the  War  Office 
have  nothing  to  complain  of  up  to  this 
time.     Their  position  is  quite  as  good  as 
they  could  expect  it  t6  be,  and  the  only 
question  arises  as  to  the    future.      A 
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short  time  ago  they  put  forward  n 
scheme  of  their  own  for  the  re-organisa- 
tion of  the  office.  I  could  not  adopt 
that  scheme,  or  even  submit  it  to  the 
Treasury,  because  it  contained  certain 
elements  which  I  knew  the  Treasury 
would  have  at  once  rejected.  I  sympa- 
thise, however,  with  them  in  their 
position,  and  within  the  limit  of  my 
powers  I  will  do  all  I  can  to  meet  their 
views. 

Mr.  COHEN  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  his  statement. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  he  gathered  that  the 
Treasury  and  the  War  Office  were  in 
aceord  in  their  views  respecting  these 
Second  Division  clerks,  and  that  there 
was  uo  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
fotare.  He  was  very  pleased  to  hear 
this. 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  asked  whether  the  Secretary 
for  War  had  considered  the  possibility  of 
getting  more  work  done  in  the  financial 
department  of  the  War  Office  by  means 
of  officers  brought  in  from  the  Army 
Pay  Department  ?  He  was  aware  that 
there  were  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
canrying  out  this  proposal,  but  he  thought 
considerable  advantages  were  to  be 
gained  if  it  could  be  carried  out.  If  such 
a  course  were  adopted  he  thought  it 
might  lead  to  the  maintenance  of  greater 
tooch  between  the  War  Office  and  the 
districts,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  it 
would  be  an  economical  way  of  carrying 
on  the  War  Office  to  employ  more  officers 
who  were  retired. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  has  always  been  urged  on  behalf  of 
certain  very  accomplished  and  very 
energetic  paymasters  that  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  for  them  to  be  brought 
into  the  War  Office  to  carry  out  finance 
duties  there.  I  do  not,  however,  think 
that  this  is  possible.  The  function  of 
the  finance  department  of  the  War  Office 
is  to  control  and  audit  the  expenditure  of 
the  Army,  and  the  members  of  the  de- 
partment ought  to  be  permanent  officials 
independent  of  the  Army  and  uncon- 
nected with  military  departments.  I 
think  that  is  a  very  strong  point,  and  It 
has  been  dealt  with  both  by  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Civil  Establishments 
presided  over  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Blackpool  (Sir  M.  W.  Ridley),  and 
also  by  the  Royal  Commission  of  which 
the  Dnke  of  Devonshire  was  chairman. 


By  both  those  Commissions  it  was  very 
strongly  urged  that  the  financial  business 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  members 
of  the  permanent  Civil  Scvice.  There 
is  a  subordinate  contention  of  some  im- 
portance— namely,  that  military  officers 
do  not  so  readily  receive  the  criticism  of 
other  military  officers  of  an  inferior  rank 
as  do  civilians  who  have  been  trained 
in  the  department.  I  think  that  on  these 
and  other  grounds  it  Avould  be  impossible 
for  us  to  accept  the  idea  of  putting  Anny 
paymasters  in  the  War  Office  for  the 
purpose  suggested.  I  have  looked  into 
the  matter  very  carefully  and  have  come 
to  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) said,  he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  con- 
clusion at  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  arrived,  because  he  thought  the 
present  opportunity  M'ould  have  been  a 
good  one  for  taking  this  matter  into  con- 
sideration. There  happened  just  now  to 
be  a  number  of  senior  paymasters  and 
also  a  number  of  gentlemen  approaching 
the  age  of  retirement  at  the  head  of  many 
of  the  Departments  of  the  War  Office, 
and,  therefore,  if  anything  was  to  be 
done  in  the  nature  of  reconsidering  the 
matter  between  the  two  branches,  this 
would  have  been  the  time  for  doing  it. 
The  subject  went  a  little  deeper  than 
would  be  gathered  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  and  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  could  not  help  feeling  that 
the  whole  question  of  the  audit  of  Army 
accounts  was  in  a  condition  which  required 
re-consideration.  The  present  position 
was  certainly  a  most  anomalous  one.  At 
present  there  was,  first  of  all,  an  audit  by 
the  Paymaster  of  the  accounts  of  com- 
pfiny  officers,  and  then  there  was  an  audit 
by  the  War  Office  of  the  accounts  of  the 
Paymasters,  and  then  there  was  a  possi- 
bility of  an  audit  by  the  Auditor  General 
of  the  War  Office  accounts.  All  these 
audits  could  take  place  with  reference  to 
small  questions  affecting  the  daily  pay 
of  the  soldier.  He  himself  had  always 
believed  that  if  the  War  Office  was  to  be 
an  auditing  body  it  did  not  require  to 
have  a  supplementary  audit  from  outside 
in  these  cases,  whilst  if  the  War  Office 
was  to  be  treated  as  an  accounting  body, 
there  ought  to  be  a  proper  audit  by  a 
responsible  authority.  The  weakness  of 
the  position  was  this  :  that  the  Army 
Pay  Department  stood  in  a  diffbrent 
position  from  that  which  it  occupied  six 
or  seven  years  ago,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
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it  bad  uol  beeu  reuogtijsed  lu  soiuq  of  the 
HOW  fiinctious  that  had  lieeu  put  upon  it. 
The  cliaoge  made  seven  or  ei^lit  yearti 
ago  was  atTected  a  tier  very  uareful 
iuqitiry  by  a  scheme  fur  which  tbe  headn 
of  the  Finaaciul  Department,  notably  the 
AucouDtaut  Geiierftl  (Mr.  Knox)  and  the 
Deputy  Aocouutant  Geuerul  (Mr.  Dela- 
warr)  were  respouHible.  That  aebeme 
uinde  A  ohaiigti  iu  tbe  puyineut  eyittem, 
anil  placed  the  Army  Pay  Departmeat  on 
a  sort  of  homogenous  ba^is.  Tbe  Chief 
Paymaster  beciicne  an  luspeucor  in  bif 
OWN  diatrict,  and  bis  iuxpection  wtis  re- 
ported to  the  War  Office,  anO  liecftme  one 
of  tbe  means  of  gtiidanue  in  reference  to 
the  promotion  of  oHioerit  nho  litul  heen 
inspeuted  by  hiu.  The  neoeKsary  eorol- 
lary  of  this  uhar^e  wae  tlmt  uUimateiy 
tbe  Depai'ttneiit,  tie  far  u  promotion  was 
coutiemeii,  should  be  taken  away  from  the 
oontroi  of  tbe  Finance  Braucb,  and  put 
uuder  tlie  control  of  tbe  military  side. 
That  was  the  intentiou  of  Mr.  Stanhope, 
and  (hat  intention  liad  been  carried  out 
ultimately  by  the  rixl>l  bon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  CauipheU-BnauermaiO,  who  had 
plat^eil  the  Dopartnicnt  under  tbe  con- 
trol of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood.  He  ventured 
to  any  that  tbia  via.'i  a  movement  entirely 
in  tbe  right  diroL-lion.  ll  must,  however, 
be  recoUeeled  that  this  large  Depattment 
had  DOW  beet)  detached  from  the  Finance 
Branch,  aud  that  those  who  ioapecteil  the 
officers  werenotthose  who  were  reapousihle 
for  their  pi'omotion.  Therefore,  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  liad  placed  in  tbe  War 
Office  nu  officer  to  represent  the  Pay  De- 
jiiirtment  under  the  QuurtermaBl«r  Gene- 
mi,  bnt  this  officer  w«h  only  a  staff 
paymaster  who,  however,  was  reapouaible 
for  advising  the  Paymaster  General.  This 
seemed  to  him  to  he  a  very  doubtful 
syeteiu,  jnaamucb  as  it  meant  that  the 
Quartermaster  General  bad  to  direct  a 
large  Department  through  a  junior  officer. 
He  believed  a  demand  liad  been  made  in 
three  memorials,  two  of  which  were  sub- 
mitted during  Mr,  KtHubope'e  tenure  of 
Office,  whilst  the  last  was  preBCnteil  in 
November,  1892,  that  the  Department 
Bbould  bo  repreaeiileil  al  the  War  Office 
by  one  of  ita  own  official  beads — that 
wa^  to  My,  that  the  officer  wlio  nuder 
the  QuartermaMl«r  General  ebould  l)e  re- 
c^puufiible  for  proniotious  and  for  all  bui^i- 
ness  affecting  tbe  fieraonnel  of  the  De- 
partment should  be  hiiUBeif  a  senior 
He  tbotighl  ihit>  was  a 
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needed  tbe  deliberations  of  a  Committee 
to  recommend  it  to  the  Seorelary  of  State. 
He  should  l)e  BOJTy  to  reject  any  enggestioD 
that  tliey  should  bring  la  the  awiaiauce 
of  tbe  critical  and  udmiuiatrative  body 
such  exfierieuce  as  they  cunld  get  from 
3xociitive  body,  but  as  to  how  that 
to  be  done  was  a  qiieatiou  whidi  it 
rematucil  with  those  who  were  respijneible 
for  carrying  out  the  business  of  this 
country  to  decide.  Bnt  be  regretted  to 
■ear  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  say  that 
le  declined  to  enter  further  into  ilie 
nutter.  Ue  would  have  presae<l  upon 
him  the  dcMtrability  of  allowing  the  Com- 
mitter to  sit,  on  whkb  the  Army  Dejiurt- 
ment  should  itself  be  represented  aitd  ou 
which  the  departmental  element  aud  the 
liuiuice  element  should  have  proper  re- 
|>resei>latiou,  and  under  any  chairman  tbe 
right  lion.  Geutleniaii  thought  fit  to 
appoint.  Or,  at  all  events,  that  such  a 
scheme  as  tbe  Pay  Departmont  theitt- 
selvea  might  put  forward,  for  various  ex- 
periences to  l>e  utiliae<l,  should  be  cou- 
aidered  by  the  Committee,  and  a  Bepurt 
mode  to  tbe  Secretary  of  Stat«.  Ue  did 
not  wish  to  bring  tbe  matter  at  any  great 
length  before  tbe  Committee,  bnt  repre- 
seutatious  had  lieeu  made  to  him  con- 
tinually on  this  subject — first,  before  he 
went  out  of  Office,  and  lie  thought  the 
time  had  now  come — when  the  intiniaie 
link  which  existed  between  the  Pay  De- 
partment and  the  Finance  Departmeut 
had  been  aepamted — for  taking  into  con- 
sideration tbe  BUggeations  made.  Before 
sitting  down  he  thought  it  was  not  outy 
fair  to  remind  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for 
War  of  their  own  experience  iu  the 
matter,  but  lo  ask  him  to  consider  the 
experience  as  to  tbe  Army  acrauuta  iu 
India.  There  were  two  high  authorities 
upon  this  matter  at  this  moment  iu  the 
country.  Lord  Roberts  and  the  hon.  auil 
gallant  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
Oxford  (Geueral  Sir  George  T.  Cltee- 
ney),  who  bad  served  on  the  ludian 
Council.  Lord  Itoberia,  in  a  receui 
letter,  aaid  tbe  <|ue8tioii  whether  the 
linaocea  of  the  Army  xliould  be  admiuiK- 
tereil  by  soldicre  or  civiliana  was  a  matter 
to  be  decided  by  the  Goverumeut,  and 
that  Indian  experience  proved  that  care- 
fully selected  nmmt)ers  of  tbe  Army  wqte 
capable  of  performing  the  dutiea  which 
had  liitherto  been  reaerveil  for  oivilians 
at  home.  The  hon.  Meml>er  for  Oxford 
(Sir  G.  Chesney)  aaid  he  was  entirely  in 
aoeord  wilb  hie   eorregpoiHleiito  i^uril^    , 
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priDcipie  advocated,  as  it  had  been  largely 
adopted  in  India  and  with  great  advan- 
tage in  that  country.  He  (Mr,  Brod- 
riek)  did  not  commit  himself  to  that  view, 
as  he  had  no  personal  experience  of  the 
administration  of  Indian  Army  finance, 
but  he  believed  it  was  universally  ad- 
mitted tliat  the  Indian  service  was  con- 
ducted with  equal  efficiency  to  that  of 
the  service  at  home,  and  he  certainly 
thought  the  opinion  of  those  two  dis- 
tinguished officers  was  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. He  would  commend  it  to  the 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  would  not  allow,  in  the 
course  of  the  autumn,  a  Committee  to 
assemble  at  the  War  Office  to  consider 
whether  there  was  anything  in  the  sys- 
tem or  anything  in  the  scheme  now  put 
forward  that  would  cause  him  to  recon- 
sider the  present  position  of  the  higher 
members  of  the  two  departments. 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  said,  that  in  connection  with 
the  change  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  at  the  War  Office  he  would  ask 
him  whether  he  had  taken  into  considera- 
tion the  necessity  of  making  any  change 
in  the  position  of  the  officers  in  the  dis- 
tricts ?  It  appeared  to  him  that  some 
move  in  that  direction  was  desirable  now 
that  the  change  was  made  at  the  War 
Office.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
reply  on  the  main  question  rather  dealt 
with  the  argument  as  to  placing  the 
whole  of  the  financial  department  under 
military  control.  That  was  not  his  in- 
tention, and  all  he  asked  was  that  there 
should  be  some  link  between  the  adminis- 
tration in  the  district  and  the  adminis- 
tration in  the  War  Office. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  asked 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  junior  clerks 
in  the  War  Office  had  only  a  holiday  of 
14  days  in  the  year,  whereas  before  188o 
they  had  27  days,  aud  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  ]*eduotion  of  their  salaries 
from  £100  to  £70  they  were  obliged  to 
work  overtime  and  were  thus  unable  to 
obtain  proper  relaxation  ? 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kings- 
ton) said  that,  haviug  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  finances  of  India 
with  the  late  General  Balfour,  he  could 
testify  as  well  as  anyone  to  the  remark- 
able ability  with  which  the  great  depart- 
ment of  IndiaD  finance  administration  in 
all  its  branches  was  conducted.  The  fact 
waa,  that  for  this  kind  of  administration 
India  formed  the  best  enlisting  field  and 


gave  the  greatest  scope  of  any  portion  of 
the  British  Empire ;  it  had  always  been  one 
of  the  schools — in  fact,  the  best  school — 
existing  for  military  administration.  The 
service  of  the  Government  of  India  was 
rich  and  abundant  in  officers  of  the 
highest  qualification,  men  who  would 
retire  from  that  country  still  in  the  prime 
of  life  and  still  capable  of  rendering  in 
London  as  good  service  as  ever  was 
rendered  in  Calcutta,  Bombay,  or  Sihila, 
and  they  would  have  this  immense  ad- 
vantage :  that  they  had  equal  ability  with 
civilians  in  financial  matters  and  greatly 
superior  ability  in  respect  of  the  military 
duties.  He  did  not  say  they  were 
personally  and  intellectually  superior  to 
the  civilian  ;  but  in  regard  to  military 
matters  they  had  the  advantages  that  no 
civilian  could  possibly  have,  and  there- 
fore it  would  be  of  immense  advantage  if 
these  practical  capacities  were  utilised 
for  the  service  of  the  War  Department. 
But  as  a  practical  man,  he  felt  that  in  the 
War  Office  there  was  a  highly-trained 
aud  capable  body  of  men  equal  to  their 
military  brethren  in  any  Army  in  the 
world.  These  men  had  risen  from  their 
early  youth  in  the  Service,  and  might 
expect  as  years  went  on  to  succeed  to  the 
various  offices  iu  the  higher  ranks,  aud 
if  these  were  to  be  filled  by  officers  who 
had  served  in  India  the  just  expectations 
of  a  large  body  of  civilian  employes 
would  be  disappointeil.  He  could  i)Ot, 
therefore,  see  how  the  question  could  be 
m^  all  at  once,  and  it  could  only  be  done 
by  degrees  if  this  excellent  change  were 
decided  upon. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  word  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  administration  on  a  very  narrow 
subject.  In  text  books  text  writers 
should  be  more  careful  iu  laying  down 
dogma  than  iu  ordinary  cases,  and  iu 
regard  to  the  text-book  relating  to  mili- 
tary offences  he  understood  that  a  new 
edition  was  being  got  out,  aud  it  was 
because  it  was  in  preparation  that  he 
mode  these  observations.  In  this  book 
a  particular  offence  was  laid  down  as 
embezzlement,  which  was  distiuctlv  in 
the  teeth  of  the  decision  of  the  English 
Courts,  aud  that  being  so  he  thought  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  new  edition 
should  be  corrected. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  that 
as  they  Avere  on  the  question  of  the  clerks 
of  the  War  Office,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
jrlght  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  upon  a 


y 


/ 


299 


Supply — A  rmy 


{COMMONS)  EiHmates,  1894-5. 


300 


matter  which  was  strongly  resented  by 
the  clerks.  The  opinion  was  that  the 
clerks  of  the  upper  and  lower  division 
should  be  treated  upon  the  same  footing. 
The  clerks  were  called  upon  to  sign  an 
attendance  book,  and  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  was  that  there  should 
be  no  distinction  in  this  respect  between 
the  upper  and  lower  divisions,  except  in 
respect  of  a  few  of  the  clerks  who  were 
at  the  top  of  the  tree,  and  might  in  con- 
sequence be  treated  differently.  The 
Commission  recommended  there  should  be 
no  distinction  drawn  between  the  tAvo 
classes  of  clerks  ;  that  all  should  be  bound 
to  give  their  time  to  the  State  for  a  given 
number  of  hours,  and  that  the  attendance 
and  time  of  leaving  should  be  recorded 
by  both  divisions.  The  manager  of 
Glynn's  Bank  was  a  member  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  and  he  told  the 
Commission  that  in  nearly  all  the  mer- 
cantile firms  in  the  country  the  clerks 
were  required  to  sign  an  attendance  book 
upon  entering  and  leaving  the  premises. 
This  was  a  very  proper  thing  to  adopt  in 
the  Government  Service  ;  but  if  adopted 
it  should  be  carried  out  all  round, 
and  an  end  should  be  put  to  the 
invidious  distinction  drawn  between  the 
upper  and  lower  divisions.  He  should 
like  to  get  an  assurance  that  this  in- 
vidious distinction  either  had  or  would 
be  put  an  end  to.  The  lower  division 
had  to  sign  their  names  and  put  down 
the  times  at  which  they  entered  and 
when  they  left ;  but  the  upper  division 
merely  signed  their  names,  so  that  there 
was  no  check  whatever  with  regard  to 
them.  Considering  what  a  large  De- 
partment the  War  Office  was,  he  asked 
that  they  would  put  an  end  to  a  system 
that  was  so  strongly  condemned  by  the 
Royal  Commission.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  recommendation  should  apply  to 
every  case,  but  he  did  ask  that  in  the 
bulk  the  clerks  of  the  upper  and  lower 
divisions  should  be  put  upon  the  same 
footing. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BAXNERMAN 
said,  the  large  question  of  the  proper 
manning  of  the  Finance  Department  of 
the  War  Office  had  been  brought  for- 
ward to-day,  and  no  one  could  speak 
upon  it  with  higher  authority  than  his 
hon  Friend  opposite,  who  was  so  long 
connected  with  the  War  Office  and  knew 
all  the  requirements  of  that  Office.  He 
could  not  accept  the  view  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member.       It  must  be  remembered 
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that  the  Pay  Department,  as  it  now 
existed,  was  not  concerned  with  a  large 
part  of  the  duties,  important  duties  that 
had  to  be  discharged  at  the  War  Office. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  officers 
of  the  Department  as  an  executive  body, 
but  their  duties  largely  consisted  of  those 
of  cashiers — to  see  that  the  accounts 
were  properly  computed  and  kept.  He 
had  already  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  necessary  to  have  all  the  higher 
duties  discharged  in  this  country  by  a 
civilian  Department.  Years  ago,  before 
the  Pay  Department  was  formed,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  proceed  in  the 
opposite  direction — namely,  that  the 
members  of  the  Finance  Department  in 
the  War  Office  might  very  well  dis- 
charge, in  proper  rotation,  the  pay 
duties  at  the  stations,  with  the  regi- 
ments, and  throughout  the  districts 
generally.  But  that  idea  became  im- 
possible when  about  20  years  since 
the  Pay  Department  was  formed  of  ex- 
combatant  officers.  The  moment  that 
Department  was  formed  it  became  im- 
possible to  amalgamate  the  two  distinct 
branches  of  duties.  He  was  not,  there- 
fore, much  impressed  by  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kingston  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  and  others,  who  were  in  favour 
of  our  adopting  what  was  described  as 
the  Indian  system.  He  was  supported 
in  this  by  the  opinions  expressed  in  the 
Reports  of  the  Royal  Commissions  to 
which  he  had  previously  alluded.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  seemed  to  think  that  there 
was  too  much  auditing  of  accounts,  but 
he  must  know  that  during  the  last  ten 
years  there  had  been  a  good  many 
changes  in  this  part  of  the  work.  After 
all,  it  should  be  remembered  that  in  the 
Service  they  must  have  a  somewhat  more 
elaborate  system  than  was  necessary  in 
the  case  even  of  large  commercial  firms. 
It  was  the  view  of  the  Treasury  that 
there  should  be  a  departmental  audit 
iudependment  of  the  local  or  check  audit, 
and  the  Avhole  subject  to  a  test  audit  by 
the  Auditor  General,  and  this  was  the 
system  now  pursued  at  the  War  Office. 
The  hon.  Member  had  asked  him  why  it 
was  that  an  officer  not  of  the  highest 
rank  in  the  Pay  Department  was  brought 
to  the  War  Office  to  assist  the  Paymaster 
General.  He  did  not  know  why  this 
particular  officer  was  selected,  and  all  he 
could  say  was  that  the  course  adopted  in 
this   case  was  similar   to    that    whieh 
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prevailed  under  like  circumstaoces  iu  the 
other  departmeuts  of  the  Service.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  real  head 
of  the  Pay  Department  now  was  the 
Quartermaster  General  himself.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Clapham  (Mr.  Thorn- 
ton) asked  him  a  question  with  regard  to 
the  Junior  Division  clerks  and  their 
holidays.  He  understood  it  was  uniform 
throughout  the  Civil  Service,  and  was 
not  peculiar  to  the  War  Office.  The 
holidays  began  with  14  days  and 
increi^ed,  with  the  service  of  the  officer, 
to  28,  but  that  was  not  peculiar  to  the 
War  Office ;  it  was  adopted  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service. 
The  hon*  Gentleman  opposite  asked  him 
as  to  the  upper  and  lower  division  clerks, 
whether  any  difference  was  made  iu  the 
hours  and  in  the  stringency  of  the  re- 
quirements of  their  attendance.  His 
answer  was,  there  was  none.  The  rule 
was  that  a  diary  was  kept  showing 
the  attendance  of  all  the  clerks  employed 
except  those  in  staff  positions.  There 
was  no  distinction  in  this  matter  l>etweeu 
the  clerks  of  the  First  and  the  Second 
Division.  He  thought  that  explanation 
would  be  satisf actor V  to  his  liou.  Friend. 
The  whole  question  of  the  relation  of 
the  Pay  Department  to  the  Finance 
Branch  of  the  War  Office  was  most  inte- 
resting and  important.  He  had  stated 
his  views  on  the  general  proposition, 
but  the  subject  would  l)e  constantly 
kept  in  view,  especially,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  said,  now  that  the  time  was 
approaching  when  some  sort  of  cliaugc 
might  conveniently  l^e  made.  He  need 
hardly  say  that  he  would  consider  all 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  said  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  had  stated  frankly  the 
views  he  entertained  at  present,  but  he 
thought  there  would  be  greater  difficulty 
in  adopting  the  proposals  which  found 
favour  with  his  hon.  Friend  than  he 
seemed  to  think. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  there  was  very 
little  difference  between  him  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  the  early  prepossessions  of  tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  in  favour  of  the 
course  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  suggested. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(intexposing)  said,  that  the  control  in  the 
War  Office  must  be  civilian.  He  l)elieved 
that  was  accepted  for  many  reasons,  and 
what  he  thought  would  be  an  economical 
and  efficient  arrangement  would  be  that 
the  junior  members  of  the  establishment 


of  the  War  Office  should  go  about  and 
act  as  paymasters  in  order  to  acquire 
familiarity  with  the  ordinary  pay  duty 
locally,  and  which  they  might  l)e  called 
upon  to  criticise. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  was  glad  that,  at 
any  rate,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  agreed 
with  him  that  there  was  a  great  advantage 
in  the  Finance  Branch  and  Pay  Branch 
being,  to  some  extent,  interchangeable^ 
in  order  that  they  might  acquire  a 
familiarity  with  the  duties  they  were 
afterwards  called  upon  to  criticise  ;  and^ 
after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  remarks 
on  that  point,  he  did  not  despair  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  entering  deeper 
into  the  consideration  of  the  question. 
He  only  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
clearing  up  one  or  two  small  points. 
One  Avas  this  :  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  these  officers  who  were 
engaged  iu  pay  duties  Avere  not  the 
officers  best  calculated  to  acquire  know- 
ledge as  to  the  large  questions  of  policy 
which  arose  at  the  War  Office.  But  he 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  never  proposed  that 
persons  who  had  been  engaged  in  dis- 
charging duties  connected  with  pay 
should  be  asked  to  perform  the  duties  of 
Accountants  General.  His  suggestion 
was  that  there  were  branches  of  the  War 
Office  which  dealt  with  the  criticism  of 
pay  sheets  and  payments  of  money,  and 
he  thought  that  possibly  some  advantage 
might  be  gained  if  they  were  to  proceed 
on  the  lines  he  had  indicated.  He  wa» 
very  much  encouraged  by  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman^s  expression  of  opinion  with 
regard  to  audit.  Nothing  could  be 
sounder  than  the  right  hon.  GentlemanV 
suggestion  with  regard  especially  to 
small  questions  of  disalloAvances  and  so 
forth,  whether  made  by  the  War  Office 
officials  or  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  De- 
partment, that  reference  should  be  made 
for  final  decision  to  the  Secretarv  of  State 
for  War.  Nothing  could  be  more 
anomalous  than  the  present  situation^ 
under  which  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  was  paid  £5,000  a  year,  waa 
given  enormous  responsibility  in  Gvety 
direction,  and  yet  when  a  question 
of  the  payment  of  2d;  or  6d.  wa» 
concerned,  as  to  which  there  had 
been  a  disallowance,  he  was  not  con- 
sidered sufficiently  competent  to  arrive 
at  an  impartial  settlement  of  a  great  and 
engrossing  matter.  He  thought  that  if 
this  question  of  audit  could  be  in  any 
way   further  simplified,  and   if  the  re- 


303 


Supply — A  rmy 


(COMMONS}  E^timatcM,  1894-5.  304 


duplication  of  the  audit  iu  regard  to 
8mall  sums  could  be  done  awaj  with,  it 
would  bo  a  great  advantage.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  Quartermaster  General 
ought  not  to  be  merely  the  nominal,  but 
the  actual,  head  of  the  Army  Pay  De- 
partment. 

Mr.  H anbury,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  desired 
to  say  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a 
more  useful  officer  in  the  Kingdom  than 
the  Auditor  and  Comptroller  General,  and 
when  he  made  complaints  as  to  sixpence 
here  and  sixpence  there  it  only  showed 
the  care  with  which  this  official  exercised 
his  functions.  No  Department  so  per- 
sistently fought  the  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller General  as  did  the  War  Office.  It 
was  a  constant  battle  every  year  ;  the 
War  Office  fought  the  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller General  at  every  step,  and  instead 
of  welcoming  him  as  an  assistant  to  see 
that  the  audit  was  properly  managed  they 
seemed  to  take  a  delight  in  giving  him 
as  much  trouble  as  possible.  The  Auditor 
and  Comptroller  General  was  placed  there 
to  see  that  the  work  of  the  Department 
as  regarded  finances  was  properly  done, 
and  it  was  not  sufficient  to  have  merely 
an  inside  audit  for  the  War  Office.  He 
hoped  nothing  would  be  said  in  the 
House  that  would  in  any  way  weaken 
the  authority  of  the  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller General.  He  knew  that  the 
two  Front  Benches  were  the  natural 
enemies  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General,  than  whom  there  was  no 
more  deserving  official  in  the  Avhole 
country,  nor  one  to  whom  Parliament 
owed  so  much. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
ping)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  order  some  inquiry  into  the  whole 
barrack  canteen  system. 

The  CHAIRMAN  observed  that  this 
question  did  not  properly  arise  on  the 
particular  Vote  at  present  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  call  attention  to  an  instance  of 
pluralism.  He  had  endeavoured  without 
success  to  get  a  day  for  a  discussion  of 
the  Return  he  had  obtained  this  vear  re- 
specting  pluralists  generally,  and  had  he 
succeeded  in  doing  so  he  would  not  have 
l>een  driven,  against  his  will,  to  f|ingle  out 
the  individual  case  of  the  Duke  o|  Cam- 
bridge, the  Commander-in-Chief..  The 
Return  showed  that  there  were  439  per- 
jsoas  Id  receipt  of  more  than  one  allow- 
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ance  or  payment  out  of  the  public  funds, 
and  that  the  total  amount  these  persons 
received  was  about  £500,000.  This  was 
the  first  occasion  on  which  be  had  come  in 
the  Estimates  upon  a  definite  instance  of 
pluralism;  and  he  regretted  that  he  was 
driven  to  call  attention  to  the  instance. 
He  knew  nothing  about  the  Army,  his 
ideas  being  generally  that  it  consisted  of  a 
number  of  men  in  red  coats  marching 
behind  a  band  that  played  more  or  less  in 
tune.  He  believed,  however,  that  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge  was  an  extremely 
able  and  competent  Commander-in-Chief. 
He  noticed  in  the  Votes  an  item  of  £4,500 
for  the  Commander-in-Chief,  but  the 
Estimate  for  1894-95  was  £6,632.  There 
was  a  note  to  the  item  of  £4,500  stating 
^' These  receipts  include  all  emoluments 
except  pensions  for  wounds  and  rewards 
for  distinguished  services.**  Of  course,  he 
did  not  know  whether  there  might  not  be 
in  another  portion  of  the  Estimates  a 
pension  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  I)uke 
of  Cambridge  for  wounds  or  a  reward  for 
distinguished  services.  No  information 
was  given  to  show  why  the  item  of 
£4,500  was  increased  to  £6,632  for 
1894-95,  but  the  Return  respecting 
pluralists  supplied  the  missing  informa- 
tion. The  sum  of  £6,632  was  made  up  of 
£4,500,  the  salary  of  the  Commander-in- 
Ctiief,  and  an  additional  sum  of  £2,131 
odd  for  the  honorary  colonelcy  of  the 
Grenadier  Guards.  In  addition,  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge  as  a  Royal  Prince  had  an 
allowance  of  £12,000,  which  he  should  be 
the  last  to  grudge  to  His  Royal  Highness, 
whilst  as  Ranger  of  Richmond  Park  he 
received  a  salary  of  £109  10s.,  so  that 
his  total  receipts  were  £18,741  48.  2d. 
There  was  no  allusion  in  the  Estimates  to 
the  fact  that  the  Duke  was  in  receipt 
of  any  other  income  than  that 
which  appeared  on  the  Estimates. 
In  allowing  the  present  system  to 
continue  the  Government  Avere  placing 
so  eminent  a  person  as  the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge in  an  awkward  position.  If  he 
was  to  receive  these  different  amounts 
they  ought  to  be  put  in  a  consolidated 
sum.  If  it  were  thought  right  to  con- 
tinue the  honorary  colonelcy  of  the 
Grenadier  Guards,  he  should  have 
thought  it  would  have  been  given  to 
some  battered  old  veteran  who  had 
spent  his  days  in  India,  and  he  said  he 
thought  that  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
would  have  been  delighted  to  hand  over 
the  office  to  such  a  man.     And  so  wita 
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regard  to  the  miserable  sum  of  £109  10s. 
for  the  Rangership  of  Richmond  Park — 
it  ought  to  be  given  to  some  policeman 
who  had  hurt  himself  or  been  injured, 
perhaps  in  some  affray  vriih  Fenians.  He 
held  that  a  great  nation  like  this  should 
act  in  a  generous  manner  to  everj  mem- 
ber of  its  Royal  Family,  but  he  thought 
that  a  strict  rule  should  be  laid  down 
that  when  a  man  had  a  postiin  the  Public 
Service  he  was  bound  to  igive  the  whole 
of  his  time  to  the  duties  of  that  post  and 
to  receive  only  the  pay  attached  to  that 
post.  He  did  not  say  that  the  amount 
paid  to  the  Commander-in-Chief  was 
excessive,  but  he  did  say  that  it  ought  to 
be  aggregated,  and  that  the  salary  of  an 
eminent  personage,  an  able  General,  and 
a  gallant  soldier  like  the  Duke  ought  not 
to  be  made  up  of  various  sums,  including 
such  a  trifling  amount  as  that  for  the 
Rangership  of  Richmond  Park. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERM an 
said,  that  when  he  remembered  the  large 
part  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  taken  in  the  discussion  of  mili- 
tary affairs,  and  recollected  the  confession 
he  had  made  at  the  beginning  of  his 
speech  respecting  the  amount  of  his 
knowledge  of  the  Army — he  said  his  idea 
of  the  Army  was  a  number  of  men  in 
red  coats  marching  more  or  less  in  order 
to  a  band  playing  more  or  less  in  tune — 
he  was  overwhelmed  with  gratitude  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  having  been  able 
with  such  small  material  to  accomplish 
80  much  in  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
had  brought  forward  a  tremendous 
grievance.  It  appeared  that  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge  was  receiving  £6,632, 
whereas  the  fixed  salary  of  his  office 
as  Commander-in-Chief  '  was  only 
£4,500.  The  fact  was,  that  the  Duke 
was  appointed  to  the  honorary  colonelcy 
of  the  Grenadier  Guards  and  to 
the  Commandership  -  in  -  C  hief  before 
the  salary  was  fixed  at  £4,500, 
and  therefore  he  naturally  continued  to 
receive  the  salary  at  which  he  was  ap- 
pointed. The  old  system  of  paying 
honorarv  colonels  had  been  abolished  so 
far  as  future  appointments  were  con- 
cerned ;  but  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
having  been  appointed  under  the  old 
conditions,  naturally  still  drew  the  emolu- 
roents  attaching  to  his  appointment. 
There  was  nothing  irregular,  strange,  or 
unaccountable  in  this. 

Sir  J.  FERGltSSON  (Manchester,. 
N.E.),    interposing,    pointed    out    tl 


general  officers  who  were  appointed  to 
the  colonelcies  of  regiments  still  received 
£1,000  a  year  in  lieu  of  the  old  allowance 
for  clothing,  and  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
in  this  respect  did  not  differ  from  other 
colonels. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  be  understood  that  in  future  no  pay 
would  attach  to  honorary  colonelcies. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  remarked  that  there 
were  certain  officers  who  had  not  accepted 
the  new  rate,  and  who  had  claims  to  be 
appointed  to  these  posts,  and  these  officers 
would  receive  salaries  if  they  were  ap- 
pointed. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  that  was  the  case,  but  under 
the  new  system  honorary  colonels  would 
have  no  salaries  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  alluded  to 
other  sources  of  emolument  of  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge  —  namely,  as  a  Royal 
Prince  and  as  Ranger  of  Richmond 
Park.  He  was  not  sure  whether  this 
was  voted  by  Parliament.  If  it  was 
usual  in  the  Estimates  to  state  in  any  one 
place  all  the  emoluments  of  votpd  money 
enjoyed  by  the  officers  in  question,  he 
would  see  that  in  another  year  they  were 
shown. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
it  was  laid  down  in  the  first  page  of  these 
Estimates  that  the  emoluments  should  be 
stated.  The  salary  in  connection  with 
Richmond  Park  ought  to  be  stated. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  salary  of  the  Duke  as 
Ranger  of  Richmond  Park  ought  to  be 
stated  in  the  Votes,  and  he  would  see 
that  this  was  done  in  future.  The  allow- 
ance made  to  his  Royal  Highness  as  a 
Royal  Prince,  he  understood,  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  claim  to  have  inserted. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  in  error  in  referring 
to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  as  though  he  were  the  only 
person  receiving  this  extra  pay. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  did  not 
say  so. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
in  receiving  a  certain  pay  as  honorary 
colonel  of  the  Grenadier  Guards,  was 
only  in  the  same  position  as  scores  of 
other^  general  officers.  There  was  a 
sui^  of  £23,000  taken  for  general  officers, 
(onorary  colonels  of  regiments  of  the 
^cavalry,  £13,000  for  general  officers, 
colonels  commandant  of  Artillery ;  and 
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sums  were  also  taken  for  coioDeLs  of 
Engineers,  of  Infantry,  and  of  colonial 
corps.  The  Duke  of  Cambridge  occu- 
pied no  special  position  in  this  respect, 
and  it  would  be  wrong  and  unjust  to 
point  to  him  as  one  who  was  receiving 
exceptional  treatment.  As  one  who  had 
served  in  the  field  in  the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge's division,  and  having  ^  lively 
recollection  of  and  pride  in  the  fact,  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  that  he  was 
glad  His  Royal  Highness  received  the 
honours  which  were  his  due.  There  was 
not  a  soldier  in  the  Army  who  was  not 
glad  to  see  the  Duke  at  the  head  of  it, 
aud  ho  was  sure  the  country  did  not 
grudge  any  honour  to  so  devoted  a 
soldier,  who  was  alike  admired  and  re- 
spected by  the  Army. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  what  he  himself  had  intended  to 
say,  that  the  Duke  occupied  no  excep- 
tional position.  His  Royal  Highneiss 
was  appointed  under  the  old  system. 
Officers  who  had  purchase  rights  had  the 
option  either  to  go  forward  with  a  pro- 
spect of  retiring  on  the  new  and  larger 
allowance  or  to  continue  on  the  old  scale 
with  the  chance  of  being  appointed  to 
the  command  of  a  regiment.  Therefore, 
for  some  time  to  come  these  honorary 
colonelcies  would  continue  on  the  Army 
List.  There  were,  however,  many  officers 
who  received  no  money  at  all  for  them, 
but  held  these  positions  in  order  to  per- 
petuate old  and  valuable  service. 

Mk.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  he  was  sorry  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  in  his  attack  on 
pluralities  had  selected  this  Vote  for 
criticism 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  am 
forced  to  do  it. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  said,  he  supposed  the 
hon.  Member  was  forced  to  do  it  because 
this  was  the  first  Vote  on  the  list.  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  object  to  the 
salary  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
which  was  not  a  large  one  for  a  person 
in  i^s^'respousible  ^ositi^n  as  compared 
even  with  that  of  the  Secretary  for  War 
himself.  Moreover,  these  few  prizes  to 
general  officers  did  not  call  for.  interfer- 
ence, and  would  soon  come  to  an  end  ; 
therefore,  economists  need  feel  no  alarm 
in  regard  to  them.  ^ 

Mr.    H anbury  said,   he  did    n^ 

understand    that   the   hon.   Member   for^ 

KiDg^s  Lynn   raised    objection    to    the. 

Sir  J",  Ferffusson 


amount  of  the  salary  of  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge.  His  objection  was  with 
regard  to  confusion  in  the  financial 
accounts.  The  hon.  Member  thought 
the  House  should  know  the  amount  they 
were  paying  to  everybody  and  for  what. 
That,  he  submitted,  was  the  proper  way 
of  framing  the  Estimates.  He  was  very 
glad  that  this  question  had  been  raised, 
for  it  brought  out  the  fact  that  the  salary 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief  was  to  be 
only  £4,500,  which  was  iuot  even  the 
salary  of  a  Puisne  Judge,  and  only  half 
that  of  the  Attorney  General.  Econo- 
mist as  he  was,  he  did  not  think  that 
this  was  adequate  for  the  head  of  the 
Army,  in  view  of  his  great  responsibili- 
ties. It  was  monstrous  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief of  the  British  Army 
should  be  dependent  upon  an  honorary 
colonelcy  or  anything  of  the  sort  for  the 
augmentation  of  his  income. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £1,516,400,  Retired  Pay,  Half-Pay, 
and  other  Non-Effective  Charges  for 
Officers,  &c. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  wished  to  refer  to  the  com- 
pensation received  by  the  wives  and 
widows  of  men  injured  from  time  to  time 
in  the  explosions  which  had  occurred  at 
Waltham  Abbey. 

The  chairman  :  This  Vote  is  for 
officers. 

Mr.*  HANBURY  said,  he  wished 
on  this  Vote  to  call  attention  to  the  dis- 
missal of  Colonel  M'Clintock  from 
Waltham.  He  took  it  that  Colonel 
M^Clintock  came  under  the  Vote. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
rose  to  Order.  He  submitted  that  on  this 
Vote  they  could  only  discuss  the  condi- 
tions of  retired  pay  and  half-pay.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  open  to  discuss  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  putting  a 
certain  officer  on  half-pay. 

The  chairman  said,  he  was  quite 
certain  that  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
right.  The  hon.  Member  was  not  in 
Order. 

Mr.  HANBURY  urged  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  now  about  to  vote  half-pay 
to  Colonel  M'Clintock,  and  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament  he  had  a  right  to  object  to 
do  so.  Surely,  he  was  to  be  allowed  to 
go  into  that,  because  the  Half -Pay  Vote 
had  been  increased  by  the  fact  that  Colonel 
M^Clintock  had  been  dismissed  from 
Waltham  Abbey.     He  would,  If  neeeo» 
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sarj,  move  to  roduoe  the  Vote  by  £100. 
Three  weeks  or  a  moDth  ago  he  had  p)»t, 
a  qaestion  to  the  Secretary  of  State,'  and 
had  asked  whether  it  was  a  fact«-«s  he 
(Mr.  Hanbary)  was  informed  it  wa»-^ 
that  Colonel  M'Cliotoek  had  been  dis- 
missed from  his  appointment  as  Superin- 
tendent of  the  Waltham  Factory  because 
he  objected  to  the  new  buildings  as 
dangerous  that  were  being  erected  on 
the  old  site ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  that  Colonel  M'Clintock  had  been 
dismissed,  and  gave  the  curious  explana- 
tion that  whcL  the  plan  had  been  shown 
to  him  in  the  first  instance  Colonel 
M^Diintock  had  raised  no  objection.  He 
had  since  been  informed  by  Colonel 
MOlintock  that  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  incorrect,  but 
that  two  days  after  the  explosion  Mr. 
Anderson,  the  Director  General  at  Wool- 
wich^ and  Colonel  Sale,  R.E.,  consulted 
him.  The  three  took  counsel  together  as 
to  the  particular  shape  and  traverses,  and 
internal  arrangements  of  the  buildings, 
but  not  a  single  word  was  said  as  to 
their  being  rebuilt  on  the  old  site.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  in  acccordance  with 
the  facts  that  Colonel  M'Clintock  had 
given  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  old  site 
was  a  safe  one.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
as  soon  as  he  knew  that  the  present 
buildings  were  to  be  erected  on  the  same 
ground  as  the  factory  before  occupied, 
and  in  dangerous  proximity  to  one 
another,  he  at  ouce  wrote  to  Mr.  Ander- 
son, and  then  to  the  War  Office,  saying 
that  in  his  important  position  as  head  of 
the  factory,  and  as  such  responsible  for 
the  safety  of  his  workmen — he  the  ex- 
pert on  the  spot 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No,  no. 

Mr.  HANBURV:  Then  who  was 
the  expert  on  the  spot  ?  Who  was 
there  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
factory  who  had  as  much  knowledge  of 
what  was  dangerous  as  Colonel  M'Clin- 
took  ?  It  would  not  be  maintained  that 
it  was  Mr.  Anderson  or  Colonel  Sale, 
who  was  only  an  engineer,  having  to  do 
with  the  buildings.  This  officer,  respon- 
sible to  the  War  Office  for  the  factory, 
wrote  to  Mr.  Anderson,  saying  that  ex- 
perts had  been  over  the  factory,  and  con- 
firmed his  opinion  as  to  the  dangerous 
character  of  the  old  site,  and  asking  that 
another  expert  should  be  sent  down  to 
report  on  the  matter.  Mr.  Anderson  in 
his  reply  did  not  say  that  it  was  unne- 

VOL.  XXVII.  [fourth  series.] 


cessary  to  have  an  expert,  but  objected 
•to  the  expert  that  had  been  named  in  his 
letter  on  the  ground  that  he  was  a 
foreigner.  Colonel  MHI)lintock  repeated 
his'  suggestion,  and  asked  Mr.  Anderson 
to  send  down  whatever  expert  he  liked. 
But  this  Mr.  Anderson  refused  to  do. 
Shortly  afterwards  Colonel  M'Clintock 
received  a  letter  from  the  War  Office 
saying  that  if  he  could  not  work  under 
Mr.  Anderson  he  had  better  resign  his 
appointment.  He  submitted  that  Colonel 
M^Clintock's  opinion  was  of  great  weight 
in  such  a  matter.  He  was  not  like  an 
Artillery  officer  sent  down  to  a  factory 
for  five  years  to  pick  up  what  knowledge 
he  could,  and  then  sent  back  to  his  regi- 
ment. He  had  had  20  years*  experience 
in  that  particular  branch  of  the  Service, 
and  the  Government  by  refusing  to  give 
his  views  proper  consideration  were 
running  a  great  risk.  It  was  true  that 
cordite  was  a  .new  exploMve,  but 
Colonel  M^Clintock  had  biul  as  much 
experience  of  its  manufacture  as  any- 
one else.  There  should  have  been 
very  strong  reasons  for  disregarding 
his  opinion.  No  doubt  the  War  Office 
might  have  really  good  reasons  for  think- 
ing it  advisable  to  remove  Colonel 
M^Clintock  from  his  post  as  head  of  tlie 
factory,  but  that  in  no  way  altered  the 
fact  that  the  reason  they  had  first  given 
was  not  the  actual  reason  for  his  dis- 
missal. No  doubt  the  real  reason  was 
that  they  were  dissatisfied  with  his  work. 
If  they  considered  that  he  was  an  incom- 
petent man  for  the  post  no  one  could 
have  complained.  He  said  that  frankly ; 
but  Colonel  M^Clintock  ought  to  have 
been  informed  of  such  conclusion  directly 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  which  had  sat 
to  inquire  into  the  explosions  at  Waltham 
was  out.  Colonel  M'Clintock  ought  to 
have  been  dismissed  if  it  was  thought 
that  blame  attached  to  him.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  have  waited  until, 
in  the  interest  of  the  safety  of  the 
workmen.  Colonel  M^Clintock  protested 
against  buildings  being  erected  on  the 
old  site.  So  far  as  he  could  gather,  after 
the  consultation  between  Mr.  Anderson, 
Colonel  Sale,  and  Colonel  M^Clintock, 
no  other  person  was  consulted  as  to  the 
buildings  ^jx)  be  erected.  The  War 
Office  sa^^Q^iat  Colonel  M'Clintock  had 
made  b(j  ^^f  responsible  for  the  new 
buildir'^jl^jUkhe  old  site,  but  it  turned 

^^^  ^Ihat  he  '^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^*  ^® 
(Mrjrs  could  IT)  oo^W  prove  that,  in  the 
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Rnt  place,  Colonel  M'Cliuloclc  liiul  not 
approveU  of  the  buildiugs,  aud  ibut  in 
realitj  he  was  dieiniHsed  before  lie  wae 
oousidered  Juoompeteut.  He  eubmitted 
that  the  War  Office  should  huve  takeo 
direct  etepR  to  remove  an  iiicompeteut 
persoa,  aad  not  have  waited  UDtil  eome 
chance  aocideut  gave  them  the  opportu- 
nity to  get  rid  of  him  oa  apparently 
other  grouudx.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  House  of  CummoDS,  consideriug 
the  Homewhat  incoDsi^tent  reaaoDS  that 
had  l)eeu  given,  hatl  a  right  to  ask  what 
the  real  reason  was  that  led  to  Colonel 
M'Clintook's  dismissal. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
said,  that  although  he  believed  the  iIib- 
diBcugsioD  on  the  enhject  raised  hy  his 
hon.  Friend  wan  irregular,  he  was  willing 
to  take  his  ]>art  in  it.  The  hou.  Member 
brought  up  this  case  at  the  iuetauce  of 
Colonel  M'Clintock. 

Mk.  HANBCRV:  Not  at  iiii  id- 
Mr.'  CAMPBELL-BANNEKMAN : 
Well,  OD  information  supplied  by  him. 
Having  thut  information,  the  hon. 
Member  inimetliately  aeeumed  a  lofty 
attitude.  He  aesumod  the  absolute 
iTUth  of  everything  that  hod  been  told 
him,  aud  that  the  evidence  supplied 
to  the  War  Office  had  completely  broken 
duwQ.  As  the  matter  had  again  beeu 
brought  forward,  he  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  wmb  obliged  to  speiik  even 
more  plainly  than  he  did  last  time.  The 
facts  of  the  case  were  perfectly  clear, 
and  he  faileil  U>  see  how  the  explaua- 
tions  he  hod  given  on  former  occasions 
were  conflicting.  When  Colonel  M'Chn- 
look  was  giveu  the  appointment  at 
Walth&m  Abbey  there  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  or  no  he  was  a 
Kt  person  to  be  placed  in  that  responsible 
position.  It  was  true  that  he  had  held 
a  similar  position  iu  one  or  two  factories 
before  he  went  to  Waltham,  one  of 
which  WHS  a  ritle  arms  factory  ;  but  they 
did  not  require  at  those  places  the  same 
kind  of  knowledge  as  was  imperative  for 
a  man  to  possess  who  was  the  head  of 
such  a  factory  as  Waltham  Abbey, 
where  the  work  throughout  was  of  the 
most  delicate  nature  and  required  the 
utmost  technical  skill,  '^^^i  explosion 
at  the  gunpowder  factory  otsl  rred,  and 
it  was  fully  inquired  into  by  f  qipetent 
Committee.  On  the  ovidenne  dien  by 
that  Committee  the  hou.  !ufeiube.(Mr, 
i/«nbury)  himself,  stunding^ou  to  sual 
J^r.  /lanbury  \ 
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familiar  attitude,  propounded  to  him  (] 
Jl^ampbell-BanDerman)  a  series  of  most 
^iizxliug  qneittioni!  how  this  and  that 
carelesstiesH  and  laxity  could  have  beeu 
allowed  iu  the  very  house  where  the  ex- 
plosion occurred.  If  there  was  careleea- 
uess  aud  laxity,  who  was  res|>ousible  for 
it  but  Colonel  M'Clintock,  who  was 
now  the  protege  of  the  bou.  Member  P 

Mr.  HANBUR  V  said  he  would  correct 
theright  hon, Gentleman.  Hehad  said  that 
if  Colonel  M'Clintock  had  been  dismissed 
originally  for  carelessness,  he  (Mr,  Han- 
bury)  should  have  l>eeo  the  lost  to  object. 
What  he  contended  now,  however,  was 
that  it  was  unjust  to  allege  as  the  causa 
of  his  dismissal  that  which  he  denied. 
The  charge  brought  against  him  was  not 
one  of  carelessness,  but  that  he  had  not 
given  his  sanction  to  the  new  buildingrt 
being  erected  on  the  old  site, 

Mit,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  it  was  of  the  first  explosion  and  of 
the  circumstances  disclosed  at  the  inquiry 
that  he  hod  been  speaking.  After  the 
second — the  nitro-glycerine — explosion  it 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  War 
Office  to  take  action  in  the  matter  by  re- 
building. The  matter  had  then  become 
of  the  extremest  urgency  in  order  that  the 
War  Office  might  be  able  to  provide  the 
necessary  supplies  of  ammunition  for  the 
Army.  They,  therefore,  set  about  taking 
immediate  Bt«ps,  took  the  best  advice 
they  could  obtain,  and  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee of  I nvos ligation.  The  Committee 
investigated  the  matter,  and  the  War 
Ottice  hail  the  advantage  of  the  ailvice 
of  Sir  F,  Abel,  Colonel  Majendie,  Dr, 
Auderson,  and  Colonel  Sale.  Sir  F. 
Abel,  at  all  events,  had  au  interest  in  the 
ess  of  cordite,  which  wouhl  make 
exceedingly  careful  in  the  advice  be 
gave.  They  saw  Colonel  M'Clintock  aud 
discussed  with  him  the  plan  and  cbs- 
racter  of  the  buildiugs  to  be  erecteil  on  the 
site  of  those  destroyed.  Noqucstion  was 
raised  as  to  locality  or  as  to  the  policy  ot 
building  on  the  aame  site.  Colonel 
M'Clintock  aud  everybody  else  knew 
here  the  remains  of  tiie  old  buildiugs  were 
and  that  they  were  to  be  re-erected  ou 
that  site.  That  wtif  an  understood  thing  t^ 
everybody, aud  the  expediency  of  doingr  ' 
uuder  the  circumstances  was  con" 
by  all  the  competent  authoritisB. 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  a  better 
t  authoritative  Report  had  been 
Colonel  M'Clintock  had  uo  ap 
knowledge  of  nitro  •  glycerine  ;    he 
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ooly  had  experience  for  a  year  and  a- 
half  at  the  gunpowder  factory,  and  had 
been  for  a  much  shorter  time  at  the  cor- 
dite factory  ;  he  did  not  profess  to  be  an 
expert  adviser,  and  was  not  recognised 
as  snch  ;  whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
were  few  men  who  knew  more  about  tlie 
sabject  than  Dr.  Anderson,  Sir  F.  Abel, 
and  Colonel  Majendie,  upon  whose  ex- 
perience the  War  Office  were  quite  con- 
tent to  rely.  To  their  astonishment 
Colonel  M^lintock  some  days  after  the 
consultation  wrote  to  say  he  would  not 
be  responsible  for  the  re-erection  of  the 
buildings  on  the  same  site.  That  change 
indicated  a  certain  amount  of  vacillation 
or  weakness  of  opinion.  If  he  had  been 
the  best  possible  superintendent  or  man- 
ager for  the  factory,  and  if  he  had  had  a 
technical  knowledge  of  nitro-glycerine, 
he  might  have  been  sent  for  and  qnes- 
tiooed  as  to  why  he  differed  from  the 
high  aathorities  named  ;  but  as  he  had 
not  these  qualities,  and  as  the  matter  was 
urgent,  it  was  impossible  to  proceed 
wilh  the  erection  of  the  buildings  with 
him  as  superintendent  on  the  spot  after 
he  had  declared  his  disagreement  with 
the  plan,  and  that  he  dissented  from  the 
work  proposed  to  be  done.  He  was,  for 
those  reasons,  on  his  own  responsibility, 
obliged  to  dismiss  Colonel  M'Clintock  ; 
and  he  was  quite  ready  to  take  the  whole 
blame  for  having  done  so,  if  any  blame 
attached.  Colonel  M*Clintock  was  an 
excellent  man  and  had  endeavoured  to  do 
his  duty  ;  but  he  was  not  a  disciplinarian, 
and  in  other  respects  he  did  not  appear  to 
be  the  man  required  at  the  Waltham 
Factory.  Finding  that  he  exhibited  this 
vacillation  of  opinion  on  a  most  urgent 
matter,  and  his  dissent  from  the  plan  of 
re-erection  making  it  undesirable  ho 
should  continue  superintending^  the  re- 
election of  the  buildings,  it  was  thought 
better  to  tell  him  that  his  services  were 
no  longer  required.  No  hostility  was 
felt  towards  Colonel  M*Clintock  ;  but  ns 
Secretary  for  War  he  had  an  immense 
responsibility  in  the  matter,  and  the 
moment  he  came  to  that  con(;lnsion  he 
thoaght  it  his  duty  to  act  upon  it.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  why  this  officer  was 
not  dismissed  before,  but  the  War  Office 
"would  not  have  been  warranteil  in  taking 
any  steps  until  they  had  received  the 
Reports  upon  the  explosions. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  the  inconvenience  of  dis- 
cosaing   this  subject,  a  second  and  third 


time  without  the  Report  became  more  and 
more  apparent.  Though  the  Report  had 
been  sent  in  some  time  ago  no  oppor- 
tunity had  been  afforded  the  House  of 
seeing  it.  The  Report  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  hon.  Members  who  desired 
to  bring  the  matter  forward.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that,  being 
under  enonnous  responsibility  in  this 
matter,  he  had  not  chosen  to  go  against 
the  advice  of  men  on  whom  he  could  rely 
and  who  were  more  conversant  with  the 
dangers  of  nitro-glycerine  manufacture 
than  was  Colonel  M^Clintock,  who  had 
apparently  been  dismissed  on  account  of 
an  absolute  diiference  of  opinion  between 
him  and  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
War  Office  as  to  the  re-erection  of  these 
buildings  on  the  same  site. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  it  was  not  so  much  the  difference  of 
opinion  as  the  impossibility  of  retaining 
his  services  under  the  circumstances. 

CoLOXEL  LOCKWOOD  urged  that, 
as  Colonel  M^Clintock  had  been  at  the 
Waltham  Factory  18  months  since  the 
nitro-glycerine  manufacture  had  been 
going  on  there,  he  had  surely  some  means 
of  forming  an  opinion  as  to  the  buildings 
that  were  required  to  be  erected  ;  it  was 
disquieting  to  know  that  there  were 
grave  differences  of  opinion  about  them. 
Colonel  M^Clintock  must  have  had  grave 
reason  for  believing  in  the  danger,  when 
he  knew  that  any  objection  on  his  part 
would  ensure  his  absolute  dismissal  by 
the  War  Office.  Was  the  House  now  to 
understand  that  these  buildings  were  to 
be  erected  on  exactly  the  same  spot  and 
of  exactly  the  same  dimensions  ?  At  the 
time  he  brought  forward  the  question  of 
the  Report,  he  suggested  the  propriety  of 
the  ground  round  these  buildings  being 
ex  tended 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  although  they  were  being  erected 
on  the  old  site  they  were  not  in  the  same 
form  as  the  old  buildings  ;  and  there 
were  to  be  other  changes.  The  contents 
were  not  to  reach  anything  like  the 
volume  they  did  formerly ;  and  the 
cordite  was  to  be  gradually  removed  to 
the  lower  island.  Fully  competent  autho- 
rities said  there  would  now  be  no  danger. 

Mr.HANBURY  inquired  whether  the 
correspondence  relating  to  the  case  was 
to  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  he  would  ascertain  whether  the 
letters  could  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
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House.     He  thought,  however,  that  the 
hou.  Member  had  seen  them. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman^s  statement  was  a  revela- 
tiou  to  him  that  Colouel  M^Clintock  was 
an  officer  as  to  whose  fitness  for  the  post 
doubts  were  expressed  at  the  time  when 
the  appoiutmeut  was  made.  His  recol- 
lectiou  of  the  matter  was  that  Colonel 
M'Cliutock  was  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  late  Mr.  £.  Stanhope,  when  Secre- 
tary of  State,  as  an  officer  who  had  done 
excellent  service  at  Sparkbrook,  particu- 
larly in  the  matter  of  discipliue.  It  was 
unfortunate  that  the  Secretary  of  State, 
not  having  determined  to  dismiss  Colonel 
M^Iintock  after  the  explosion,  found  it 
necessary  to  make  up  his  mind  in  a  hurry 
and  to  dismiss  him  merely  because  he 
was  at  variance  with  other  authorities  on 
the  question  of  the  site  for  the  re-erected 
buildings. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
pointed  out  that  Colonel  M^Ciintock^s 
own  opinion  on  that  question  at  the  time 
of  his  dismissal  was  practically  contrary 
to  the  opinion  which  he  had  expressed  a 
few  days  previously. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  considered  that  it 
would  have  been  more  satisfactory  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  action  had  been 
founded  on  the  ground  of  Colonel 
M'Clintock*s  fitness  or  unfitness  for  the 
position  which  he  held  at  the  factory,  and 
if  it  had  not  been  influenced  by  the 
differences  of  opinion  upon  the  question 
of  the  site  for  the  new  buildings.  He 
desired  to  guard  Mr.  Stanhope^s  memory 
against  the  imputation  that  he  selected 
Colonel  M^Clintock  for  the  post  on  any 
other  ground  than  that  of  fitness  for  the 
appointment. 

Mr.  HANBURY  urged  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  ought  either  to  withdraw  his 
charges  against  Colonel  M'Cliutock  or  to 
substantiate  them.  It  was  a  very  serious 
thing  for  a  Secretary  of  State  to  make 
vague  charges  of  this  kind  against  an 
officer  who  could  point  to  16  years*  good 
service  in  various  military  departments. 
No  doubt  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had 
acted  on  certain  authority,  but  it  was  not 
just  to  Colonel  M'^Clintock  that  vague 
charges  should  be  made  against  him  in 
that  way  without  further  information 
being  afforded. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
protested  against  the  remark  that  vague 
charges  had  been  made.      He  had  not 

J/r.  Campbell'Hannerman 


brought  any  charge  against  Colonel 
Myelin tock.  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
endeavoured  to  treat  him  with  the 
greatest  respect.  All  he  had  said  was 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  people  who  knew 
him,  Colouel  M^Clintock  did  not  possess 
the  disciplinary  qualities  which  were 
required  in  the  head  of  the  Department 
at  Waltham.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  had  now,  by  his  action,  helped  to 
publish  the  fact  that  Colonel  MKIIlintock 
was  not  thought  to  possess  those 
qualities.  That  officer  had  done  ex- 
cellent service  in  the  positions  which 
he  had  previously  filled,  and  for  appoint- 
ments elsewhere  than  at  Waltham  he 
would  be,  no  doubt,  admirably  qualified. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
House  had  this  fact,  at  all  events,  to  go 
upon  :  that  Colonel  M'Ciintook  was  the 
one  man  who  had  had  practical  experience 
in  the  manufacture  of  cordite  under  Cro- 
vernment.  After  the  explosion  occurred^ 
he,  with  his  practical  experience,  gave 
certain  advice  to  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  re-erection  of  the  buildings* 
That  advice  was  thrown  over,  and  should 
another  explosion  unfortunatelv  occur  it 
would  be  said  to  have  resulted  from  the 
disregard  of  that  advice.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  assumed  a 
very  serious  and  really  awful  responsi- 
bility by  dismissing  Colonel  M^Cliutock, 
who,  as  he  had  said,  was  the  only  man 
under  the  Government  who  had  had  any 
practical  experience  in  connnection  with 
the  manufacture  of  cordite. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  £1,355,200,  Pensions  and  other 
Non-Effective  Charges  for  Warrant  Offi- 
cers, Non-Commissioned  Officers,  Men^ 
and  others. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh^ 
W.)  anked  for  information  respecting 
Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  Hospitals.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  only  too 
well  aware  that  the  question  with  regard 
to  Chelsea  Hospital  was  full  of  complica- 
tions. There  were  at  least  100,000  men 
who  l)elieved  they  had  a  vested  interest 
in  these  two  hospitals,  and  who  con- 
tended that  they  did  not  belong  to 
the  Crown,  having,  as  they  said,  been 
founded  with  moneys  contributed  by  the 
soldiers  themselves  in  past  generations. 
Their  contention  was  that  the  two 
hospitals  did  not  belong  to  the  Crown 
or  to  the  Nation,  because  they  were  not 
founded    by    public   or   national   funds. 
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but  that  thej  belonged  to  the  soldiers 
themselves,  haviag  been  founded  by 
mooej  deducted  from  their  pay  iu  past 
geueratioQS.  The  movement  now  started 
and  ripening  was  that,  except  for  very 
infirm  men,  the  institutions  should  be 
done  away  with,  and  that  the  other 
pensioners  should  receive  increased 
pensions.  Of  course,  the  question  as  to 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  hospitals 
and  their  sites  should  not  be  lost  sight  of 
in  the  consideration  of  the  matter  by  the 
Secretary  for  War  or  by  Parliament ;  and 
on  that  subject  the  representatives  of  the 
pensioners  laid  down  no  definite  scheme. 
But  they  asserted  that  the  property  was 
theirs  and  not  the  nation^s,  and  that  a 
different  adjustment  and  administration 
of  the  fund  would  give  far  larger 
pensions  than  were  paid  at  present  to  a 
greater  number  of  men  who  were 
approaching  old  age,  and  who  were  the 
real  owners  of  the  fund.  He  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  explain  the  attitude 
of  the  War  Office  iu  regard  to  this 
question,  and  to  say  whether  any  action 
was  contemplated  by  the  Department. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  referred  the  subject  to  a 
Committee  to  investigate  the  value  and 
origin  of  the  funds,  including  the  Chelsea 
and  Kilmainham  Hospitals  ;  to  report 
whether  the  funds  could  be  better  em- 
ployed than  at  present ;  and  to  state 
whether  any  alteration  was  desirable  in 
the  disposition  of  the  funds.  That  Com- 
mittee had  sat  several  times  and  had 
taken  evidence ;  and  would  take  the 
evidence — if  they  had  not  already  done 
80  —  of  the  leaders  of  the  movement 
amongst  the  pensioners  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred.  He  hoped  to 
have  the  Report  of  the  Committee  iu  a 
very  short  time,  and  trusted  it  would 
afford  sufficient  information  to  enable  the 
Department  and  the  House  of  Commons 
to  deal  with  the  subject. 

CoLOKEL  MURRAY  (Bath)  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  pensions  paid  to 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  veterans. 
Last  year  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
said  he  hoped  to  make  arrangements  for 
a  large  increase  in  the  fund  available  for 
those  pensions,  and  he  hoped  tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  tell  the  Committee 
what  had  been  done  in  that  direction. 
The  conditions  necessary  to  obtain  the 
pensions  were  that  a  man  must  have 
served  for  10  years  in  the  Army  and  that 
he  must  be  destitute.     Those  conditions  i 


hit  the  men  very  hardly.  Some  of  them 
earned  6s.  or  7s.  a  week,  and  therefore^ 
as  they  were  not  absolute  paupers  and 
oould  not  produce  a  certificate  of  desti* 
tution,  they  received  no  allowance  from 
this  fund.  Some  old  soldiers  with  very 
small  pensions  of  6d.  a  day  had  been 
compelled  to  leave  the  Service  in  conse- 
quence of  wounds,  or  efiects  of  climate^ 
or  other  causes  connected  with  that  Ser- 
vice, and  these  causes  also  precluded  them 
from  being  able  to  obtain  employment 
after  leaving  the  Army,  or  if  they  got 
employment  it  was  of  a  character  that 
brought  them  in  only  a  few  shiU 
lings  a  week.  The  modern  sol- 
dier had  a  much  better  education  than 
these  old  soldiers,  and,  moreover,  the 
soldier  of  the  present  day  was  far  more 
thought  of  in  the  way  of  having  em- 
ployment procured  for  him  when  he  left 
the  Army  than  the  old  soldier  of  past 
generations.  He  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  could  not  see 
his  way  to  remove  or  modify  the  present 
restrictions  which  were  placed  upon  ap- 
plicants for  pensions,  and  particularly 
that  the  condition  of  destitution  should 
be  done  away  with  altogether. 

Mk.  BRODRICK  asked  for  figures  as 
to  the  exact  number  of  pensions  for  ser- 
vices before  1860 ;  the  number  of  men 
waiting  for  pensions  ;  and  the  number  of 
men  finally  refused  pensions. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) 
thought  that  the  system  on  which  these 
pensions  were  granted  was  absolutely 
wrong.  The  requirement  of  practical 
destitution  encouraged  the  very  worst 
qualities  in  these  old  soldiers.  Surely, 
the  War  Department  did  not  want  these 
old  soldiers  to  become  destitute,  and  yet 
it  told  them  that  unless  they  were 
qualified  by  destitution  they  would  have 
little  chance  of  getting  any  assistance 
from  this  fund.  It  was  something  like 
the  present  Poor  Law  system.  Every 
encouragement  was  given  by  that  system 
to  a  man  to  prove  that  he  was  destitute 
in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of  out-door 
relief.  He  thought  the  fact  that  those 
old  men  had  got  light  employment  and 
were  earning  a  few  shillings  per  week, 
should  be  no  bar  to  their  getting  those 
pensions  in  return  for  the  services  they 
liad  rendered  the  country.  With  regard 
to  the  condition  of  10  years'  service,  he 
knew  the  Minister  for  War  was  strictly 
within  his  right  in  insisting  on  that  period 
of    service    as    a    qiuilification   for   the 
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pension ;  but  was  it  not  a  most  serious 
thing  for  tiie  Army  that  men  who  bad 
served  their  countrv  in  the  great  battles 
of  the  Crimea  and  the  Indian  Mutiny 
should  be  pointed  at  all  over  the  country 
as,  in  many  eases,  practically  dependent 
on  the  Poor  Law  ?  He  had  spoken  to  one 
of  those  old  soldiers,  who  told  him  that 
none  of  his  sons  would  enter  the  Army 
because  of  the  way  he  had  been  treated 
in  the  matter  of  a  pension.  Thai  was 
not  the  spirit  by  which  the  Army  was 
benefited ;  and  such  a  state  of  things 
had  undoubtedly  a  very  bad  effect  on 
recruiting.  The  Department  ought  to 
take  a  more  generous  view  of  the  matter, 
and  there  should  be  some  fund  to  provide 
that  every  old  soldier  who  had  served  his 
country  well  in  the  Crimean  War  and  the 
Indian  Mutiny,  and  who  was  now  in  a 
state  of  want,  should  have  some  small 
allowance.  He  would  also  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  present  system  of  paying 
pensions.  He  asked  a  question  on  this 
subject  some  time  ago,  at  the  request  of 
some  of  the  pensioners,  and  he  was  afraid 
he  received  a  very  severe  smile  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  consequence. 
What  he  suggested  was  that  it  would 
be  better  to  pay  those  pensions  at  shorter 
intervals  than  three  months  in  advance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  charged 
him  with  trying  1o  injure  the  pensions  by 
asking  for  such  an  alteration  in  the 
present  system,  but  had  since  received 
communications  from  a  great  number  of 
persons  who  concurred  with  him  in 
thinking  that  the  pensions  should  be 
paid  at  shorter  intervals.  He  had  a 
personal  interest  in  this  matter  because 
he  was  in  the  habit  of  seeing  a  large 
number  of  the  pensioners  who  received 
their  pensions  near  an  institution  with 
which  he  was  connected — namely,  the 
Penny  Bank.  Frequently,  a  half  dozen 
or  so  of  the  pensioners  would  go  into  the 
bank  in  the  morning  and  lodge  half  of 
their  pensions  ;  and  return  in  the  evening 
in  a  drunken  state,  with  a  view  to  taking 
the  other  half  out  again,  and  were  very 
much  indignant  if  they  did  not  get  it. 
The  truth  was,  that  those  old  men  when 
they  got  hold  of  their  pensions  every 
three  months  they  stood  treat  all  round, 
and  before  the  day  was  over  a  good  deal 
or  most  of  the  money  was  spent.  He 
thought  that  a  most  pernicious  system, 
and  one  that  ought  to  be  altered.  In 
every  village  and  town  there  were  clergy- 
men  and  other  kind-hearted  people  who 
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would  be  glad  to  receive  the  pensions 
and  dribble  them  out  to  the  old  soldiers 
in  monthly  or  weekly  allowances.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  these  men  were 
not  accustomed  to  handle  considerable 
sums  of  money,  and  under  the  system  of 
receiving  their  pensions  four  times  a 
year  they  got  rid  of  money  in  a  way  not 
to  their  advantage,  and  it  would  be  in- 
finitely kinder  and  better  if  they  received 
smaller  sums  in  monthly  or  weekly 
allowances. 

Mr.  HANBURY  wished  to  back  up 
what  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Islington  had  said  in  regard  to  the  pay- 
ment of  pensions  at  shorter  intervals  on 
another  ground.  Under  the  present 
system  of  paying  pensions  every  three 
months,  the  pensioners  in  many  cases 
pledged  their  identity  or  life  certificates 
with  pawnbrokers  at  usurious  rates  of  in- 
terest, so  that  when  quarter-day  came 
round  the  pensioners  found  that  very  little 
money  came  into  their  pockets.  He 
thought  that  if  the  old  soldiers  were  paid 
their  pensions  more  frequently  that  evil 
would  be  met  to  some  extent.  He  knew 
that  a  great  deal  had  already  been  done 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  practice  of  pledging 
the  certificates.  A  law  had  been  passed 
which  made  the  unauthorised  possession 
of  the  certificates  illegal.  The  certificates 
were  even  marked  with  the  broad  arrow 
to  show  that  they  were  Government  pro- 
perty, and  that  no  unauthorised  person 
should  have  possession  of  them.  But 
nevertheless,  the  practice  of  pledging  the 
certificates  continued,  for  the  pawn- 
brokers for  the  sake  of  the  very  high  rate 
of  interest  were  willing  to  run  the  risk  of 
prosecution.  He  was  informed  that  this 
system  prevailed  to  an  enormous  extent 
in  Manchester,  and  that  very  little  was 
done  by  the  War  Office  autborities  to  put 
a  stop  to  it.  He  was  also  assured  that 
nothing  would  put  an  end  to  this  per- 
nicious practice  but  the  frequent  pro- 
secution of  ofFending  pawnbrokers  and 
the  imposition  of  large  fines.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny 
soldiers,  he  thought  the  condition  of  ten 
years*  service  before  a  pension  was  given, 
a  good  condition  ;  but  the  additional  re- 
quirement that  a  man  should  also  be 
destitute  before  his  claim  to  a  pension 
was  considered  was  verv  hard  indeed. 
Such  a  condition  did  not  tend  to  encourage 
thrift  amongst  those  men.  He  had  received 
many  touching  letters  from  the  men  com- 
plaining of  this  condition.      One  of  them 
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'  wrote,  "  We  have  all  liearU  aboTe  beiuf; 
pftupera,  and  1  trust  I  will  »;  i^ood-bye 
to  this  world  before  I  am  reduced  toeucb 
»  eUkUf."  Agitia,  Le  uudaratood  iliat  as 
there  were  only  a  limited  uiimUer  at 
those  peasioiis  they  were  distributed  ou 
the  prineiple  of  "  tirnt  eoine,  first  served," 
The  aoldiera  who  Gr»t  heard  of  those 
peDsions  when  they  were  eatabliahed  in 
1891  wore  the  lirst  to  get  ou  the  liHt; 
but  there  were  a  great  number  of  men,  in 
every  way  qualified  for  the  pensions, 
who  bad  uot  got  tbera  because  they  did 
not  hear  of  tbe  matter  until  it  was  too 
lat«i  He  understood  that  there  were 
1,000  men  wliu  had  aerved  ten  yeare,  and 
who  woiUd  l<e  qualified  for  pensions  only 
for  the  uondition  as  to  destitution.  It  wa^ 
really  a  suaodnl  ibut  meu  who  had  served 
their  country  in  those  famous  wars  could 
get  no  reward  for  their  servlcee  uulees 
they  proved  themuelveB  paupers.  Why 
could  not  the  Secretary  of  Stale  make  a 
clesD  sweep  and  give  all  these  deserving 
Q  a  pensiou  ? 

CAMPBELL-BANNEKMAN 
id,  he  should  be  only  too  glad  if  he  had 
funds  to  provide  for  all  the  neceBeilous 
oaaes  among  old  campaigu  BoliJieru,  and 
it  was  possible,  uow  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  allowed  the  Death  Duties 
Biidget  to  eseape  from  them,  that  the 
Chaneellor  of  the  Exuhequer  might  have 

kfunda  at  his  diepoeal  next  year  and  would 
be  prepared  to  give  them  all  they  a«ked 
for. 
Mk-BRODRICK:  laske.! 
pu  ibal  very  point.  1  asked  the  Chi 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  we 
frould  have  anything  for  the  Army  out 
of  the  Death  Duties,  and  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  merely  shook  his  head. 

'         Mk.    campbell-bankermak 

■aid,  that  was  a  question  between  his 
hon.  Friend  and  the  Chaucellor  of  the 
Bxahequer.  But  the  actual  position  of 
those  pensions  was  this — each  year  there 
irere  100  new  pensions  given,  and  accord- 
ing M  vacancies  were  created  in  the  list 
by  death  they  were  tilled  up  by  other 
appoiutraeuts ;  uud  besides  that  there 
was  a  sum  of  money  uow  amounting  to 
£10,000  voted  to  create  additional 
pensions.  The  result  was,  that  a  couple 
of  months  ago  there  were  1,138  pensions 
io  force.  He  did  not  know  exactly  how 
many  there  were  on  the  list  who  had 
applied  for  pensions,  and  had  not  got 
tbem,  but  he  thought  they  numbered 
I aOO  or  600.     Of  course,   it  would  be  a 
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uui  thing  toedmiteveryoneof  those 
jldiers  to  the  peusions,  whether  they 
were  destitute  or  uot ;  but  the  Committee 
should  remember  the  origin  of  these  com- 
[lossiouate  pensions.  It  was  uot  that  the 
old  soldiers  had  any  right  to  pension  ;  it 
was  that  the  eKistence  of  destitute  men  in 
the  country  who  had  served  in  great 
campaigns  wa»  felt  to  be  more  or  less  of 
u  seundal,  and  also  was  a  serious  hind- 
rauce  to  reuruitiug.  There  wag  some- 
thing tu  be  said  for  the  view  that  it  was 
almost  a  premium  ou  detttltutiou  to  offer 
a  pension  on  the  terms  stated,  and  that 
an  old  soldier  who  worked  hard  to  sup- 
port himself  and  his  family  got  nothing 
from  his  country,  while  the  destitute 
ones  got  a  pension.  But  they  could  not, 
however,  for  the  present,  at  nil  events, 
forget  the  object  with  which  the  pensious 
were  instituted.  It  wns,  as  he  had  stated, 
to  meet  the  case  of  those  meu  who  were 
in  destitution,  who  were  doing  uo  good  to 
the  Army,  and  who  were  an  eyesore  to 
all  right-thin  kin  u  citizens.  There  was 
some  need,  he  thought,  of  clearing  their 
minds  somewhat  on  this  subject  of  pen- 
sions. The  men  enlisted  uuder  terms 
which  eaableil  them  to  serve  on  for  pen- 
sion, but  for  various  reasons  they  pre- 
ferred  to  leave  the  Army  and  seek  omploy- 
meut  iu  civil  life.  Was  the  country,  simply 
because  a  man  liad  served  a  few  years  iu 
the  Army,  let  tbem  say  even  for  10  years, 
and  beeause  he  had  in  early  life  gone 
through  a  cam)>aign,  perhaps  with  uo 
very  great  hardship,  to  give  that  man 
a  pension  before  he  reached  old  age  ? 
An  old-age  pension  was  a  different 
mutter.  Many  years  ago,  when  there 
was  no  provision  of  the  sort  for  old 
soldiers,  a  warrant  was  issued  which 
permitted  pensions  to  be  grauted 
to  them,  but  all  the  men  by  that 
time  had  reoobed  the  age  of  TO.  But  a 
man  who  served  in  the  Indian  Mutiny 
might  now  bo  iu  the  prime  of  life,  and 
such  a  man  could  hardly  be  held  to  be  in 
the  position  liiat  the  Government  should 
regard  him  as  a  subject  for  charity.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  bad  implied 
that  the  principle  acted  upon  in  the 
granting  of  these  pensions  was  that  of 
first  come  first  served,  but  the  fact  was 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Chelsea 
Hospital  bad  a  list  of  all  the  meu  who 
applied.  Every  case  was  carefully  noted 
and  inquired  iuto,  and  the  Commissioners 
endeavoured  to  select  those  men  who 
had    the    strongest    claims.       He    only 
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wUhed  he  had  tbe  money,  without 
stintiDg  other  demands,  to  give  pensioiiB 
toall  tbemeo  on  the  list,  but  that  of  course 
was  bejond  bis  power.  With  regard  to 
tbe  question  raised  by  the  hoa.  JUembei 
for  laliugtOD,  of  pajiug  pensioua  at  shorter 
iatervals,  lie  would  point  ont  that,  the 
peusious  being  now  paid  in  advauce,  such 
a  change  would  result  iu  a  distinct  loss 
to  the  men.  The  hou.  Member  bad 
drawu  the  usual  picture  of  the  pensioner 
aquHndering  his  money  at  the  public- 
house;  but  he  wished  the  Committee 
distiuctly  to  understand  that  the  vast 
majority  of  tlie  pensioners  were  not  men 
of  that  sort,  butsoberand  well-conducted 
men,  aud,  as  far  as  be  had  been  able 
gather  from  the  information  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  War  Office,  all  these  men 
preferred  the  preseut  systetti  of  payment. 
Moreover,  the  change  suggested  would 
cost  a  considerable  sum  of  money  extra, 
and  on  the  wholehe  thought  it  was  better 
to  go  on  with  tbe  present  system 
at  least,  better  evidence  was  furnisbetl  of 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  penaioners  that 
a  change  should  be  made.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  had  referred  to  the 
fact  of  pawnbrokers  gettiUg  hold  of 
pensioners'  certificates.  The  Taw  passed 
on  that  subject  had  beenrlgidlT  enforced, 
aud  there  had  been  a  number  of  successfnl 
prosecutions.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  no  effort  would  be  spared 
by  the  War  Office  to  prevent  the  abuse. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) asked  whether  arrangements  could 
not  be  made  by  which  pensionere  might 
be  able  to  draw  their  pensions  at  the 
small  post  offices  in  the  country,  instead 
of  being  compelled  to  go  to  the  central 
offices  in  the  towns,  which  , might  be  at 
eomedistance,  and  entail  upon  them  great 
inooaveoieoce  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  the  understanding  was  that  tbe  pen- 
sioner could  obtain  his  pension  at  any 
Money  Order  office. 

Ms.  JEFFREYS  said,  he  might  point 
out  many  of  the  country  offices  were  uot 
Money  Order  offices,  aud  asked  whether 
they  could  not  be  made  so  for  this  specutl 
purpose  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  this  was  a  matter  for  the  Post 
Office  Authorities  to  consider,  but  he 
thought  it  unlikely  that  such  a  special 
arraagetnent  could  be  made. 
Jfr.  CampMl-Bannerman 
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Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  he  would 
gladly  give  pensions  to  all  the  old  veterans 
on  the  list  if  he  had  the  money  to  do  so. 
Well,  he  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman where  he  could  easily  get  tbe 
money.  He  could  obtain  it  from  the  in- 
terest on  the  Imperial  Defence  Loan — 
£75,000,  which  had  been  voted.  It  bad 
been  stated  that  if  the  Finance  Bill 
passed,  this  money  would  not  be  wanted. 
The  Bill  had  passed  ;  the  right  hon. 
GrBntteman  would  not  want  the  money  ; 
he  could  not  use  it  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  granted,  and  all  be  bad  to 
do  was  to  make  an  arrangement  with  the 
Treasury  and  obtain  a  Vote  from  tbat 
House,  which  would  be  readily  given. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  could  not  use  this  money  for  any 
Army  purpose  whatever. 

Mr.  BRODRICE  said,  he  could  assure 
bis  hot).  Friends  that  with  these  pensions 
it  was  not  a  question  of  first  come  first 
served.  All  the  Crimean  veterans  were 
not  on  the  same  basis.  Men  had  tbe 
medal  who  had  never  seen  a  shot  fired. 
Many  of  the  troops  in  the  Crimea  at  the 
end  of  tbe  war  only  arrived  after  hostili- 
ties had  ceased.  The  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  paying  the  peosions  monthly  in- 
stead of  quarterly  was  that  some  peu- 
sioners  merely  emerged  from  tbe  work- 
house to  draw  their  pensions,  which 
they  immediately  spent  in  the  public- 
houses,  and  then  returned  to  the  work- 
house. If  the  peosions  were  paid  monthly, 
these  incidents  would  occur  12  times  a 
year  instead  of  four  times  a  year. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  But 
the  amount  of  liquor  druuk  would  be 
smaller. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
thought  tbat  some  arrangement  should  be 
made  whereby  any  pensioner,  whether  of 
the  Army  or  the  Navy,  might  obtain  his 
pension  at  the  nearest  post  office.  At 
present  the  office  must  be  a  Money  Order 
office,  and  sometimes  the  men  had  to 
walk  many  mileg  to  draw  their  pensions. 
The  results  were  often  mischievous. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  said,  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Islingtoji  was  a 
practical  one.  The  House  was  unanimous 
that  if  the  funds  could  be  found  in  tbe 
current  Revenue  of  the  year  it  would 
be  only  right  to  give  thn  few  additional 
thousands  necessary  to  put  all  these  men 
on  the  pension  list.  There  were  only 
3  SOU  or  600  of  them.     To  a  large 
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extent  the  peosionp  had  been  granted  ou 
the  principle  of  first  come  first  served. 
It  was  well  within  the  power  of  the 
Treasury,  when  monej  had  been  Toted 
bj  Parliament  for  one  purpose  of  the 
Armj,  to  transfer  a  saying  on  that  item 
to  a  deficiencj  in  another  item  in  the 
isame  Votes,  provided  that  urgent  public 
necessity  could  be  shown. 

Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
saidy  the  Treasury  had  that  power  in 
ordinary  circumstances,  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  obliged  to  give  a  pledge 
of  the  most  solemn  kind  that  this  money 
which  had  been  referred  to  should  not  be 
spent  for  any  purpose. 

Mb.  round  supported  the  suggestion 
that  pensions  should  be  distributed  at 
the  local  post  offices,  as  far  as  possible. 

Mr,  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  there  were  cases  of 
hardship  that  were  not  properly  dealt 
with  by  the  system  of  giving  6d.  a  day 
for  a  year  in  case  of  injury. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

4.  £164,700,  for  SuperaDnuation,  and 
other  Allowances  and  Gratuities. 

Colonel    LOCKWOOD     said,    he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  question 
of  pensions  awarded  to  the  widows  of 
those  who  were  killed  iu  the  recent  ex- 
plosion at  Waltham  Abbey.     The  Secre- 
tary for  War  had  said  that  all  criticisms 
in  Committee  were  directed  to  obtaining 
further    expenditure    of    money.     That 
was    certainly    the     object    which     he 
(Colonel   Lockwood)  had   in  view,  but 
the  matter  he  had  to  deal  with  was  one 
of  such  hardship  and  involved  so  much 
suffering  that  he  thought  the  Committee 
would   sanction  the  small  iucrease  that 
was  necessary  to  provide  fair  allowances 
for  the  relatives  of  those  who  were  killed 
in  the    explosion.     The   gratuities    and 
pensions  awarded  to  the  widows  and  iu 
some  cases  to  the  mothers  of  those  killed 
in   explosions    were   regulated   by    the 
Treasury  Warrant.     He  did  not  know  iu 
what   way   this  Treasury  Warrant  was 
governed,    whether    the    Treasury   had 
power  to  increase  the  amounts  that  could 
be  awarded  under  it.     His  hou.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
had  asked  a  question  on  the  subject,  but 
he  (Colonel  L9ckwood)  had  uot  under- 
stood  the  answer  given.     He   thought 
many  of  the  public  were  iuclined  to  be- 
lieve that   in   all   cases   the  widow   or 
mother  of  a  man  who  was  killed  in  oue 
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of  those  explosions  received  compensa- 
tion,   but  such   was  not   the  case.     A 
mother  only   received   compensation   in 
the  event  of  being  left  without  anybody 
to  assist  her.     He   did  uot  understand 
why   the  representatives  of  those  who 
were  killed  in  the  earlier  explosions  were 
dealt  with  so  much  more  liberally  than 
were  those  killed  in  recent  explosions. 
In  1856  when  four  men  were  killed  in  a 
rocket  explosion    the   widows   received 
full   pay  while  they  remained  widows, 
and    in  1866    when    another    explosion 
occurred     the     widows     received     full 
pay     for    life,     and     the     mother     of 
the     foreman     received      pay     for     20 
years.     In  1875,    however,   when  some 
men    were     killed     by     an     explosion 
in   a  cap  factory,   two   of   the  widows 
received  6s.  a  week,  whilst  two  others 
received  only  5s.  a  week.     In  1886  there 
was   an   explosion  in    Shoeburyness,  in 
which  three  officers  and  one  man  were 
killed.     The  widows  of  the  three  officers 
received  quarters  at  Hampton  Court,  but 
he  understood  that  the  widow  of  the  man, 
although  she  was  left  with  six  children, 
received  an  allowance  of  only  £10  a  year, 
or  about  38.  lOd.  a  week.     He  thought 
this   was   a   miserable    pension  to  give 
under  the  circumstances.     In  1892  there 
was  another  explosion,  as  the  result  of 
which  the   widows   received   5s.   6d.   a 
week,  and  last  year  there  was  the  ex- 
plosion  in   the    cap-house   at  Waltham 
Abbey.     On  the  17th  January  he  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to   make  further  allowances  to 
the  survivors  of  the  men  killed,  and  the 
reply  he  received  was  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to   make  any  allowances   to 
them.     One  man  who  was  killed  (Baily) 
was  the  support  of  his  widowed  mother, 
and  she  received  nothing,  although  she 
was  a  confirmed  cripple,  because  she  had 
auothcr  relative  who  contributed  to  her 
support,  and  for  the  same  reason  nothing 
was  given  to  the  representatives  of  three 
other  men  who  were  killed.     Mrs.  May- 
nard,  whose  husband  was  killed,  and  who 
was  left  with  five  children,  received  58. 
a  week.     She  applied  for  parish  relief^ 
and  the  guardians  took  the  matter  up, 
with  the  result  that  work  was  eventually 
found   for   her   in   the    factory    by   the 
Government  officials.     Mrs.  Massey  got 
a  pension   of  3s.    10s.   a   week,   and  a 
gratuity  of  £14  for  one  child.     The  un- 
fortunate widow  of  a  man  named  Rudkin 
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got  DO  pension  at  all  because  her  hnsband 
had  derved  for  less^  than  five  years  in  the 
factory.  He  knew  very  well  that  there 
was  something  to  be  said  on  the  '  other 
side.  He  was  one  of  those  men  who 
could  see  both  sides  of  a  case,  and  he 
felt  that  his  capacity  to  do  so  militated 
against  his  success  in  political  life.  No 
doubt  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  that  the  pensions 
given  were  not  ilieant  to  be  the  sole  sub- 
sistence of  the  people  to  whom  they 
were  awarded.  It  was  a  fortunate  thino: 
j^or  theoe  poor  people  that  the  pensions 
were  not  their  sole  means  of  subsistence  \ 
but  even  granting  that  the  pensions  were 
only  subsistence  allowances,  he  thought 
they  were  too  small  to  give  to  the  widows 
and  survivors  of  the  unfortunate  men 
who  were  killed  ;  and  further  that  it 
was  unfair  to  take  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  some  other  relative 
was  left  alive  who  could  contri- 
bute a  small  amount  to  the  support 
of  the  mother  of  the  men  killed.  Mrs. 
Ingram  received  no  pension  at  all,  but 
obtained  a  gratuity  of  £135.  Inasmuch 
as  her  husband  was  earning  £3  3s.  a 
week  this  was'  not  a  very  large  sum  to 
give  her.  Another  widow  received  a 
pension  of  7s.,  whilst  Mrs.  Cross  re- 
ceived 5s.  a  week  and  a  gratuity  of  £16 
for  her  two  children.  He  did  not  think 
the  Committee  would  regard  these  gratui- 
ties as  adequate  for  the  support  of  the 
people  to  whom  they  were  awarded.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wonld,  if  he  had  the  means,  close  the 
Debate  at  once  by  granting  his  petition, 
but  no  doubt  he  felt  that  the  sum  at  his 
<;ommand  was  not  sufficient  to  enable 
him  to  increase  the  pensions.  As  a 
result  of  the  small  amounts  given,  the 
people  in  receipt  of  these  pensions  had 
in  some  cases  been  almost  starved  to 
death.  He  would  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  most  important 
thing  was  to  increase  the  allowances, 
but  if  this  could  not  be  done  he  thought 
that  the  regulations  should  be  so  altered 
that  pensions  could  be  awarded  regard- 
less of  the  time  of  service,  and  further 
that  the  amounts  grant^l  should  be  in- 
creased in  proportion  to  the  length  of 
service.  He  was  also  of  opinion  that 
the  question  of  pensions  to  those  who 
were  employed  in  dangerous  buildings 
should  be  placed  on  a  different  footing 
from  that  respecting  men  who  were  em- 
ployed  in  other  parts  of  the  factories. 

Colonel  JLockwood 


•thk  financial  secretary 

TO  THE  WAR  office  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
and  his  collea^ie  the  Member  for  Enfield 
recently  made  an  appeal  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman) 
and  received  a  promise  that  everything 
that  could  be  done  would  be  done  to 
secure  for  these  unfortunate  people  the 
fullest  consideration.  The  Treasury 
have  awarded  the  maximum  amounts  In 
every  cAse  under  the  Act  of  1887.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  called 
attention  to  the  contrast  between  the 
amounts  awarded  by  way  of  compensa- 
tion in  regard  to  accidents  which  occurred 
as  far  back  as  1856.'and  1875,  and  the 
amounts  awarded  in  the  Waltham  Abbey 
case.  Well,  up  to-  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1887,  the  Treadnrv  felt  that  they 
had  a  certain  discretion  to  ati^ard  allow- 
ances on  a  scale  which  they  thought 
justified  by  (he  exceptional  circumstances, 
and  it  was  owing  to  the  expostulations 
of  the  Controller  and. Auditor  General 
against  that  practice  that  the  subject 
came  before  Parliament  and  the  Act  of 
1887  was  passed.  That  Act  leaves 
to  the  Treasury  only  a  certain  adminis- 
trative discretion,  and  that  discretion  is 
bounded  strictlv  bv  the  terms  laid  down 
in  the  Act.  There  are  three  classes  men- 
tioned in  the  Act :  First,  established 
officers  of  whom  there  were  no  repre- 
sentatives in  these  explosions  ;  secondly 
and  thirdly,  different  grades  of  hired 
servants.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman has  called  attention  to  what 
he  thinks  the  inequity  of  allotting  com- 
pensation upon  a  scale  determined  by  the 
period  of  service  of  the  dead  men.  That 
is  a  matter  which  is  under  consideration, 
and  which  will  receive  very  careful 
attention.  We  feel  that  it  is  a  very  hard 
matter  indeed  that  where  a  person  killed 
has  not  been  employed  for  five  years  the 
widow  or  children  are  only  entitled  to  a 
gratuity  which  must  be  limited  to  the 
amount  of  one  year's  salary  and  emolu- 
ments. These  are  points  which  will  have 
attention,  and  upon  which  probably  re- 
presentations will  be  made  to  the  Trea- 
sury. I  am  sure  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  will  see  that  everything  has  been 
done  by  the  War  Office  and  the  Treasury 
that  can  be  done  under  the  present  law, 
and  any  further  liberality  that  is  to  be 
shown  to  the  representatives  of  the  men 
killed  can  only  be  done  by  the  legislative 
authority  of  Parliament. 


829  .      Chmrck  [l^^.CLV  1894} : 

CoLonL  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 

that  at  a  reoent  verf  largest mMtiDg  of 

the  working  dasses  in  hiti  eoDstituency 

referenoe  was  made  to  the  inadequaoy  of 

the  compeosatioo  givea  to  those  whose 
bread-winners  were  lost  through  explo- 
sions. In  the  ilmployers'  Liability  Bill 
the  Government  proposed  to  make  them- 
selves responsible  to  compensate  their 
workmen  in  the  same  way  as  other  em- 
ployers were  liable  to  compensate  theirs, 
and  if  th^t  Bill  liad  been  passed  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  had  to  give  full 
compensation  accordiog  to  the  ordinary 
eeminei^cial  rules.  As,  unfortunately,  that 
Bill  bad  not  been  passed,  could  not  the 
Government  act  upou  the  principle  in- 
volved in  that  proposition  and  modify 
the  regulatioDS  so  as  to  increase  the 
allowances  made  somewhat  in  accordance 
widi'what  would  be  the  rights  of  the  in- 
dividuals, supposing  they  had  a  legal 
remedy  against  the  Crown  ? 
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placed- in  a  worse  position  than  the  sur- 
vivors of  men  in  private  employment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  upoii. Friday.  - 

BDUiDING  80CIETIBS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
In-  reply  to  Mr.  Jackson  (Leeds^N.), 

The'  patronage  SECRETARY 
TH)  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis, 
Merionethshire)  stated,  that  due  notice 
would  be  given  of  the  day  ^on  which 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  considera- 
tion of  tlAa  Bill  as  nmended. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS     AMENDMENT      BILL. -(No.    297.) 


Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex,  En- 

field)  said,  he  was  pleased  to   hear   that 

the  matter  was  receiving  the  attention  of 

the  Grovemment.      He  might  point  out 

that  even  if  the  Employers*  Liability  Bill 
bad  passed  it  would  have  been  doubtful 
whetiier  action  could  have  been  taken 
under,  it  under  present  circumstances,  be« 
cause  it  only  applied  to  cases  of  negli- 
gence, and  in  the  present  instance  the  War 
Office  authorities  denied  that  there  had 
been  any  negligence.  He  hoped  that 
out  of  common  charity  the  War  Office 
would  press  the  Treasury  to  modify  the 
present  regulations.  Ah  a  resident  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Waltham  Abbey, 
he  bad  received  a  great  many  letters  on 
the  subject.  After  the  statements  he 
had  heard  during  the  Debate  he  thought 
that  the  locality  ought  to  subscribe  to- 
wards a  fund  for  the  relief  of  the  sur- 
vivors of  those  who  had  lost  their  lives, 
but  he  trusted  that  before  a  similar  catic 
arose  the  War  Office  would  have  devised 
some  plan  which  would  prevent  the 
sufferers  from  having  to  rely  upon  local 
charity.  No  doubt  local  charity  was 
always  ready  to  como  forward  in  such 
cases ;  but  the  people  in  the  neighbour- 
hood felt  that,  inasmuch  as  in  a  recent 
case  where  some  workmen  employed  by 
a  private  firm  were  killed  through  an 
explosion  full  compensation  was  given, 
it  was.  a  little  hard  that  representatives 
of  the  servants  of  the  public  should  be 


SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Safifrou  Walden)*:  May  I  point 
out  that  this  Bill  has  been  accepted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Very  well,  then, 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Order  be  dis- 
charged and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  be  discharged  and 
Bill  withdrawn."— (il/r.  ff.  Gardner,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged  ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

CHURCH    PATRONAGE   BILL.— (No.  276.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Hill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mu.  C ARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  .^aid,  he  had  three  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  all  of  which  had  the 
sanrie  object  in  view,  and  in  moving  the 
first  Amendment 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigau)  said, 
he  might  say  at  once  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  these  Amendments. 

•Mk.  SPEAKER:  Then  the  Bill 
must  be  deferred. 

It  being  aftcrhalf-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
and  Objection  being  taken.  Further  Pro- 
ceeding stood  adjourned. 

Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow, 
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BIVBRS  POLLCTION  PREVENTION 

BILL.  -(N<x  95.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Secend  Reading  read. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  secoDd  time,  and 
said  that  if  the  House  would  only  read 
it  a  second  time  he  would  be  preps^red  to 
abandon  it  for  the  rest  of  the  Session. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timer— {Sir  F.  S.  Powell.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
(Exeter) :  I  object. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  229.) 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  280.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

PEEBLES      FOOT      PAVEMENTS      PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER    BILL.— (No.  804.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

FATAL       ACCIDENTS      INQUIRY 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL.— (No.    151.) 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
ou  Second  Reading  [22nd  May]  read, 
and  discharged.  [Sill  withdrawn.] 

FACTORIES    AND   WORKSHOPS    BILL. 

(No.  204.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

SURVEYORS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  216.) 

Order  fo^  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

DOGS    BILL.— (No.  177.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (WALES)  BILL 

(No.  205.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
d/if charged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 


PERIOD    OF    QUALIFICATION    AND 
ELECTIONS    BILL.---(No.  161.) 

'  Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis* 
charged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS  BILL  [Lords'^. 

(No.  280.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

SUPREME    COURT   (OFFICERS)    BILL. 

(No.  301.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  wiUidrawD.] 

COTTON  TRADE  (FORTY-EIGHT  HOURS) 
BILL.— (No.  56.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

LAND  VALUES   (TAXATION   BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES)    BILL.— (No.  56.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged.  [Bill  withdrawn.] 

PUBLIC    ACCOUNTS    COMMITTEE. 

Third  Report,  with  Minutes  of 
Evidence  and  Appendix,  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  226.] 

PUBLIC    PETITIONS    COMMITTEE. 

Ninth  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

MORTGAGEES*  COSTS. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Neville,  Bill  to  amend  the 
I^w  relating  to  the  Costs  allowed  to  Mort- 
gaf^eeB,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Neville, 
Mr.  Cosens-Hardy,  and  Mr.  Warmington. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  819.] 

SETTLED  LAND   ACT   (1882)  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Bill  to 
amend  *'  The  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,"  ordered  to 
be  broaght  in  by  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, and  Mr.  Haldane. 

Bill  presenteil,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  320.] 


House  adjourned  at  twenty  minntea 

before  Six  o'clock. 


{19  Jl-ly  1H94}  Elfctort,  ^c^  Bill. 


HOtTSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thttriday,  19th  Julff  1894. 


SAT  FIKST. 
The  Lord  Forester. 

TOOK  THE  OATH. 
The  Lord  Vaux  of  Unrrowdeu. 

BKPBESENTATIVB  PEEKS  FOB 
SCOTLAND. 
The  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  deli- 
vered A  certificate  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  that  the  Vim-ouiit  Falkland  and 
the  Lord  Torphicheu  had  been  elected 
aa  Repreaeytative  Peere  for  Scotland  in 
the  room  of  the  Viscount  Strathallan 
and  the  Earl  of  Liudsay.  CertiKcate 
read. 

B0ABI)8  OK  CONCILIATION. 
•The  Eakl   of    ONSLOW  gave  i 
tice  that  on  Mondny  next  lie  would  a 
their  Loixlships  to  go  into  Committee 
the    Boanis  of  Conciliation  Bill.      The 
noble   Lord   repredeniing  the  Board   of 
Trwle  had  asked  him  to  delay  the  Ci 
niittee  stage  for  a  time  ;  hnt  after 
an  noun  cement  made  last  night  in  another 
place,  he  thought  it  desirahle  to  give 
this  notice. 

FEANCB  AND  .SIAM. 
QUESTION.      OBBERVATIOXS. 

;  Lord  LAMINGTON  asked  tl>e 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairiii, 
on  private  nolice,  whether  lie  liad  called 
the  attention  of  the  French  Government 
to  their  continued  occnpatlou  of  the  port 
and  town  of  Chautahoun  despite  their 
assaiance  that  they  would  leave  that 
place  as  soon  as  the  trial  consequent  on 
the  murder  of  M.  Grosgurin  had  heen 
completed  ;  whether  the  independence  of 
Siam  wasnot thereby  hnperilled ;  whether 
he  conld  give  any  asituraace  that  the 
lives  and  property  of  British  subjects 
would  remain  secure  ;  and  whether  he 
could  Bt«t«  when  the  Commission  fur  the 
demarcation  of  the  limits  of  the  "  bufier- 
State"  woald  begin  its  labours,  and 
who    would    be    the    British    Commis- 

VOL.  XXVII.     [fourth  series.] 


834 

The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  fob 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
KiMBERLEv)  :  My  Lonlf,  I  am  not  abke 
to  give  the  noble  Lord  much  information 
in  answer  to  his  questions.  With  regard 
to  Chiintaboon,  there  liave  heen  no  very 
recent  commjuications  with  the  Freneli 
Government ;  but  the  noble  Lord  will  see 
by  the  Paperc,  which  will,  I  hope,  sliortly 
be  presented  on  the  snhject,  the  exact 
position  whidi  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  taken  in  regiird  to  thiit  matter. 
As  to  the  Kafcty  and,  independence  of 
Siam  being  secure,  I  do  not  wish  to  ex- 
press  any  apprehensiuu  or  opinion  that  it 
is  in  danger  ;  but  thcseare  all  matters  of 
opinion,  auil  the  noble  Lord  is  probably  as 
well  able  to  judge  of  them  as  myself.  As 
to  the  Commission  fur  tracing  out  the 
frontier  of  wliat  is  termed  the  buffer- 
State,  some  lime  ago  the  French  Govern- 
ment pointed  out  to  us  that  owing  to  the 
climate  of  the  locality  where  this  investi- 
gation was  to  take  place  it  was  not 
possible  that  the  Commission  for  the 
delimitation  of  the  neutral  zone  between 
the  French  and  British  poRsessions  could 
proceed  with  safety  to  the  spot  until 
tbe  autumn,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment assented.  Arrangements  are  being 
made  for  the  coostltntion  of  the  Com- 
mission and  for  its  proceeding  in  duo  time 
to  the  place  for  tbe  purpose  of  determine 
ing  the  limits  of  the  buffer-State. 

LoRu  LAMINGTON  asked  whether 
the  Commissionere  had  not  yet  l)cen 
named  ? 

TuE  Eari.  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Not 
yet ;  but  they  will  be  named  in  due  time. 

PABOCHIAL  ELECT0B8  (BBGISTBATION 

ACCBLBEATIOK)  BILL.-CN0. 162.) 

SECOND   READINO. 

Ortler  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
Tweedmocth)  :  My  Lords,  this  Bill  is 
introduced  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  pro- 
visions with  regard  to  the  elections  re- 
quired under  the  Local  Government 
(England)  Act  which  received  your 
Lordships'  assent  in  the  early  part  of  this 
Session.  Those  elections  are  for  District 
and  Parish .  Councillors,  for  Guardians, 
and  for  Londou  Vestrymen  and  auditors. 
The  Bill  whea  in  the  House  of  CommouB 
P 
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was  referred  after  Second  ReadiDg  to 
a  Select  Comniittee,  and  was  passed 
without  furtlier  objectioD.  The  date 
named  in  the  Local  Goverument  Bill  for 
the  first  elections  this  year  was  the  8th 
of  November,  or  such  later  date  as  the 
Local  Government  Board  might  deter- 
mine. If  the  law  remained  unaltered,  at 
present  the  period  for  revising  the  rolls 
would  be  from  the  8th  of  September  to 
the  10th  October,  and  the  new  Register 
would  not  come  into  force  until  the 
Ist  January  next  year.  This  Bill  pro- 
poses that  the  period  of  revision  should 
be  from  the  3rd  of  September  to  the  22nd 
of  September,  and  that  the  new  Regis* 
ter  should  come  into  force  on  the  30th  of 
November  this  year.  This,  of  course, 
would  require  some  increase  of  machinery, 
and  the  Bill,  therefore,  makes  arrange- 
ments for  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional number  of  revising  barristers,  the 
expense  of  which  addition  will  fall  not 
on  the  local  authorities,  but  will  be  borne 
by  the  State.  I  ask  your  Lordships  now 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (TAe  Lord  Tweedmoufh,) 

Lord   HALSBURY  :    My   Lords,  I 

rise  not  in  the  least  for  the  purpose  of 

opposing   this   Bill,   because  I   presume 

your    Lordships   on    both    sides    of   the 

House  desire  to  see  the  object  for  which 

it  is  introduced  carried  out,     I  onlv  wish 

to  suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  who  is  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  whoever  drafted 
the  Bill  was  apparently  not  practically 
familiar  with  registration ;  and,  if  he  will 
permit  me,  I  will  endeavour  to  point  out 
the  difficulties  and  suggest  amendments 
which  will  make  the  measure  workable. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  in  a  workable  form 
at  present.  I  mention  that  to  the  noble 
Lord  in  order  that  he  may  consult  his 
draftsman,  and  see  whether  the  Bill 
cannot  be  put  into  such  a  shape  in 
Committee  as  will  make  it  workable. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

ZANZIBAR  INDEMNITY  BILL. 
(No.  167.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Xord  Tweedmouth 


The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :   My 

Lords,  this  is  simply  a  Bill  enabling  the 
Bank  of  England  to  pay  over  a  certain 
sum  of  money  to  the  representatives  of 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar.  The  money 
cannot  be  paid  over  without  this  autho- 
rity under  the  guarantee  given  by  the 
Treasury.  The  Bill  is  merely  for  that 
purpose. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.'* 
— (  The  Earl  of  Kimherlejf.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

TOWN    IMPROVEMENTS 
(BETTERMENT). 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee  con- 
sidered (according  to  Order). 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships  will  remember  the  position  in 
which  the  coble  Lord  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  and  the  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  House  which  has  been  sitting 
on  this  subject  were  placed  by  a  Resolu- 
tion which  was  passed  last  Session,  that 

the  House  desired  to  express  its  opinion 
that  the  proposal  for  assessing  capital 
values  instead  of  annual  values,  and  for 
creating  new  and  arbitrarily  defined 
areas  of  taxation,  such  as  was  contained 
in  Clause  41  of  the  Bill,  ought  not  to  be 
embodied  in  a  Private  Bill,  but  if  found 
just  and  equitable  should  be  dealt  with 
by  the  whole  House.  Although,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  Resolution  was 
neither  a  Standing  Order  nor  a  Sessional 
Order,  it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
any  Committee  of  this  House,  after 
it  had  been  passed,  to  have  felt 
themselves  justified  in  treating  any  Bill 
coming  within  the  ambit  of  that  Resolu- 
tion, and  containing  such  a  clause,  as  one 
which  could  be  entertained.  Accordingly, 
that  course  was  pursued.  The  Chairman 
of  Committees,  as  your  Lordships  will 
remember,  brought  the  matter  to  your 
Lordships*  attention  again  this  Session, 
and  accordingly  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed which,  in  the  absence  of  any 
Greueral  Order  dealing  with  this  matter, 
it  was  thought  ought  to  have,  at  all 
events,  the  means  of  dealing  with  this 
system  of  taxation  if  it  could  be  found 
practicable  to  do  it,  provided  certain  safe- 
guards  were  established  with  regard  to 


Town  ImproveiitenU         {19  Jl'l 

principle  ootitiuued  in  sucli  a   1 
h  oee  sliglil  esceptinii,  to  whit;li  I 
r  preiteutly,    I  nm  hnppy  to  say  that 
e  Cotam'tUee  have  uunnimouslv 
■  a  ooucIuBioQ  wliii^li  will  be  snliefnctory 
(I  jrour  Lordships,  and   wiihont  fttlempt- 
)  go  through  any  of  thoao  difficiill 
iories  of  hetternieDt  I  think  I  may  any 
■At  the  gcaeral    principle  i>f  obtaiuitig, 
if  pnasihie,  for  a,  Local   Aiitliority 
part  of  the  profit  which  ia  made  out  of 
i^^^ieir  own  expenditure,   has  heen  affirmed 
^Hia  iiot  oaly  possible  bnt  ag  not  beiiif;  iiu- 
^^Kut,     i  think    it  only  riglil.,  my  Lords, 
^^b  wty  that  I  thiuk    the  alarm  created  by 
^^^le  principle   which    was  origiaally  put 
forward  has  been  to  a  great  extent 
sated  by  the  evidence  placed  before  the 
II       Coromittee,  and  as  showD  by  the  couchi- 
l^^^otisat   which    they  have    arrived.     No 
^^Hbmbt  there  was  a    certain    alarm  felt  at 
^^Bn'  *^  ^B   notion  that  large  areait  were 
I^Hd  be    taxei,  ami    that    there   might    lie 
I       possibly  8ome  evaaion  of  that  taxation  by 
persouB    williiu   that    area    without    in- 
curring very  eerioiiB  expense  or  respousi- 
hility,      I    ihiiik    the    Loudon    County 
Council,    who    have    been    fore 
this    matter,    have    explained,    by  theu- 
•UtboriHed  officer,  that  it  was  a  mistake 
H^M>  suppose  that  they    were  desirous  of 
^■bving  auy    area   of    taxation.       What 
^^Bby  desired  was  that  they  should  have  a 
H^pwer  to    lax    owners,    but    that    each 
H       ndividual  owner  ahonid  himself  have  the 
right  and    \m    entitled    to   contest    the 
ttdditioual    taxation    placed    upon    him 
'  jfore    some    tribunal.       Whether    the 
irticular    tribunal    suggested    was  one 
■icli    your  Lordshiprt    would    eutirely 
_  rore  of   is  not  to  the  point;  but  at 
t  «venta  that  was    the  explanation  in 
|0W  of  there  having  been  such  an  alarm 
i  was    nudaiibteilly    felt   at   one   time. 
Muae  they  had  drawn  certain  areas  on 
taps    which,    according    to    their 
explanation,  were   not  strietly  areas  of 
tuxatiori  at  all,  but  were  ralher  areas  of 
^^ejcluaion — that  is  to  aay,  that  no  person 
^^Eptside  the  lineij  drawn  could  be  made  to 
^^Ky   tbb  additional    taxation,    but  that 
^H|n[r  intention  was — and  they  desired  Par- 
^^mtnent  to  give  effect  to  that  intention — 
that  each  particular  person  whose  pro- 
perty   was  affected  or  involved    in  this 
Betterment  charge  should  himself  have 
individually    the    right    to    coutest    it. 
That,  I  thiuk,  removed  a  difficulty  in  the 
ininda  of  some  of  the  noble  Lords  who 


r  1894}  (Beftermeiit)- 

formed  the  Committee;  at  alleveuts,they 
have  formed  the  oouolusions  which  your 
Iiordships  will  see  set  forth  in  the 
Keport,  andaacordiagly  it  ie  my  duty  to 
mnve  that  your  Lordships  do  uow  agree 
w  ith  those  recommendations.  My  Lords, 
I  should  sav  one  word  with  reference  to 
the  phrase  which  occurs  in  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  which  I  l>elieve  the  Dnke  of 
Argyll  took  exeepliou  to  ;  it  is  that  in 
which  the  Committee  have  professed 
to  define  what  Betterment  really  is. 
I  think  I  may  say  on  Iwhalf  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  was  not  proposing  to  la^l 
down  any  theoretic  view  or  eunuciation 
of  what  Betterment  was,  but  that  it  was 
using  that  word  in  iU  ordiuary 
cognised  seme.  They  usetl  that  language 
in  reference  to  a  proposal  which  they 
were  about  to  make,  but  1  shall  certainly 
not  suppose  that  any  noble  Lord  would 
be  bound  by  the  exact  defiuitlou  of 
Betterment  which  tbey  have  given.  The 
Committee  understood  I  thiuk  thoroughly 
what  they  were  dealing  with,  aud  I  in 
not  consider  that  the  word  as  used  b; 
them  was  iuteuded  tu  be  an  exhausti'  _, 
definitiim  at  all.  At  all  events,  it  will;; 
probably  be  enough  for  practical  pui 
poses  to  say  that  that  word  should  be 
used  in  reference  to  the  precautions 
recommended  by  the  Committee,  anu 
with  the  exception  of  the  one  point 
which  I  now  propose  to  say  a  word  upon 
the  Committee  have  unanimously  agreed 
to  the  rest  of  these  resolntions.  That 
point  was  with  reference  to  what  your 
Lordship  will  understand  by  the  term 
"  worsement."  I  am  glfti  lo  say  that  no 
deRuition  of  that  has  been  attempted,  but 
there  is  one  passage  in  the  Report  re- 
commending that  when  a  man's  property 
has  heeu  to  some  extent  injured  or 
led  "  that  in  such  circumstances 
the  (juestion  whether  the  property  had 
been  bettered  or  "  worsened  "  should  bo 
taken  into  consiileratiou  in  respect  of  the 
Betterment  Tos.  Two  noble  Lonia, 
Lord  Cowper  and  Lord  Tweedmonth, 
objected  to  that,  and  upon  it  look  place 
the  only  Diviaiou  which  oL'cnrred  in  the 
Committee  ;  in  respect  to  all  the  other  rQ>>, 
lommeudatlons  the  Committee  was 
eutirely  unanimous.  There  have  been, 
us  your  Lordships  are  awnre,  two  Com- 
mittees sitting  on  this  subject.  Oue  has 
lisappeared.  Those  Committees  have 
already  dealt  with  this  very  question, 
aud  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  think  it 
P  2 
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right  now  to  agree  with  this  Committee 
in  their  Resolution. 

Moved,  ^^  That  the  House  do  agree 
with  the  Report  of  their  Select  Com- 
mittee."— (  The  Lord  Hal$hury,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  House  is, 
I  think,  very  much  indebted  to  the  Com- 
mittee which  has  been  sitting  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter  for  the  Report  which 
they  have  made.       But  it  is  a  serious 

matter  to  ask  the  House  to  adopt  this 
Report  en  bloc,  considering  that  we  have 
not  the  evidence  before  us  on  which  they 
acted.  If  it  is  to  be  treated  as  having 
been  adopted  on  the  judgment  of  this 
House,  I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree 
that  before  adopting  it  we  should  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  evidence  which 
came  before  that  Committee.  I  may  say 
that  I  have  endeavoured  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  it,  but  have  not  been  successful.  I 
say  that  a  knowledge  of  that  evidence 
is  desirable,  especially  in  reference  to  one 
proposal  in  this  Report.  The  matter  of 
Betterment  has,  no  doubt,  been  much 
discussed,  and  one  knows  much  of  what 
has  been  said  on  one  side  and  the  other. 
I  do  not  suppose  one  would  be  likely  to 
find  much  that  is  really  new  in  the 
evidence  which  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee. But  there  is  one  point  in  this 
Report  which  it  seems  to  me  is  open  to 
considerable  question,  and  that  is  the 
power  given  to  the  owner,  if  any  claim 
for  Betterment  is  made,  to  insist  that  the 
Local  Authorities  shall  purchase  the 
premises.  I  should  certainly,  before 
committing  myself  to  such  a  proposal, 
like  to  have  seen  the  evidence  on  which 
it  is  founded.  I  think  that  is  a  very 
serious  question  of  public  policy,  whe- 
ther it  is  expedient  to  insert  such  a 
provision  for  Local  Authorities  to  become, 
to  a  greater  extent  than  they  are  at  pre- 
sent, landowners,  because  the  proposal 
is  that  they  should  buy  out  the  occupiers 
and  owners  subject  to  the  existing 
penalties.  The  effect  of  it  certainly  will 
be  this.  Of  course,  the  price  to  be  paid 
'to  the  owner  in  that  case  will  have  to  be 
ascertained  by  arbitration,  and  the  ex- 
penses of  the  arbitration  will  have  to  be 
borne  by  someone.  In  my  experience 
in  any  contest  of  this  sort  between  an 
individual  and  a  public  body  the  in- 
dividual invariably  gains.       I  think  it  is  I 

Lord  Halshury 


certain  that  if  a  local  body  have  to  buy 
they  will  have  to  give  the  owner  some- 
thing more  than  the  value  of  his  pro- 
perty. The  result  will  be  that  they  could 
only  claim  Betterment,  the  principle  of 
which  is  here  accepted  on  the  terms  of  being 
obliged  to  buy  the  property  in  respect  of 
which  that  Betterment  is  claimed  at 
something  beyond  its  value,  and,  of  course, 
subject  to  the  risks  which  are  incurred 
by  a  person  who  proposes  to  buy  pro- 
perty and  sub-let  it,  but  which  risks 
it  is  not  desirable  always  to  impose  upon 
local  bodies.  Upon  that  point  there  is 
a  good  deal  to  be  said  on  the  one  side 
and  the  other.  All  I  wish  to  say  is  this  : 
Of  course,  it  would  be  useless  to  oppose 
the  proposal  for  adopting  this  Report ; 
but  I  would  point  out  that  we  are 
adopting  it  without  the  necessary  in- 
formation, and  therefore  one  cannot  under 
those  circumstances  feel  that  the  House 
would  be  bound  exclusively  by  it. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
My  Lords,  there  is  nothing  in  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  that  would 

compel  the  local  body,  whatever  local 
Authority  it  might  be,  to  keep  the  pro- 
perty when  they  had  bought  it.  They 
could  always  sell  it  again,  and  I  quite 
concur  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  that  it  is  a  very  serious 
question  of  policy  how  far  you  should 
encourage  local  authorities  to  remain  the 
possessors  of  land.  But  the  mere  fact  that 
you  allow  them  to  buy  the  land  does  not 
conclude  that  question  at  all,  because, 
as  your  Lordships  know  very  well, 
local  bodies  do  constantly  buy  land  aad 
sell  it  again.  The  condition  on  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  placed  his 
finger  is  very  important  in  the  interests 
of  owners.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
used,  I  think,  a  somewhat  extreme  ex- 
pression when  he  said  we  had  accepted 
the  principle  of  Betterment.  That  is 
hardly  so.  In  admitting  that  in  certain 
circumstances  Bettermentmay  be  just,  we, 
at  the  same  time,  point  out  the  extreme 
difficulty  of  appraising  and  ascertaining  the 
improvement  on  which  the  charge  is  to 
be  made  ;  and  by  adopting  the  particular 
provision  to  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  alluded  we  practically  made 
this  provision  the  present  condition  on 
which  a  local  authority  may  try  to  get 
for  the  Public  Purse  a  portion  of  the 
benefit  of  the  improvement  which  has 
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reaalted  from  the  work  carried  out.  That 
Id  attained  bj  what  is  called  the  principle 
of  recoupment — that  is  to  say,  by  buying 
more  property   than  is   wanted   for   the 
absolute  construction   of  the  work,  and 
using  the  improved  value  of  that   pro- 
perty by  subsequent  sale  for  the  purpose 
of  repaying  the  expenditure  of  the  local 
authority.     That  plan  has  not  been  found 
generally  economical,  in  London  at  all 
events,   though   I   believe    it   has   been 
adopted  in   other  parts   of   the  country, 
because    there    has    been    followed    in 
London  a  practice  of  buying  up  at  the 
same  time  the  actual  trade  interests  of 
the  occupiers  or  tenants  who  were  follow- 
ing their    vocations,    a   practice   which 
necessarily  involves  destroying  and  throw- 
ing into  the  sea  the  goodwill   of  those 
trade  interests,  and  thereby  implying  a 
considerable  waste  of  money.      We  have 
Teoommended  that  that  practice  should 
cease,  and  I  believe  that  with  that  pre- 
<saution  recoupment  may  now  be  made  a 
profitable  operation.      But  what  I  wish 
specially  to  point  out  to  your  Lordships 
is  this  :  We  are  passing  from  the  practice 
of  recoupment  to  the  principle  of  Better- 
ment.     There   is    great    doubt    indeed 
whether  Betterment  can  be  levied  with- 
out danger  of   injustice   to   the  private 
owner  on  whom  it  is  levied  ;  and,  there- 
fore,  what   we  practically  say    is  this  : 
That  if  an  owner  is  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  value  of  his  property  is  enhanced 
to  the  extent  of  the  Betterment  charge 
which  is  made  upon  him,  he  may  have 
recourse  to  the  principle  of  recoupment, 
and  require  that  his   property  shall  be 
hoaght  by  the  local  authority  at  its  value 
previous  to  the  execution  of  the  work, 
and   that   the   local  authority  may  rely 
upon  that  purchase  for  the  recoupment  of 
expenditure  which  they  desire.     I  think 
that  IS  a  fair  and  just  compromise,  and 
that  it  will  protect  private  interests  from 
any  danger  of  injury.      But  it  would  be 
impossible  to  take  the  rest  of  our  recom- 
mendations   without    that    one    recom- 
mendation which   is    vital   to   the   rest. 
The  only    diiiiculiy    in    such  delay    in 
the     matter    as  the    noble  and    learnod 
Lord     suggests     would     be    this,     and 
it      is      a      serious      difficulty :      that 
Lord   Onslow's  Resolution  still    stands, 
and  until   it  is   withdrawn  no  Bill  con- 
taining Betterment   proposals   can   pass 
through  Committees  of  this  House  with- 
out dropping    those   provisions.      This 


provision,  therefore,  will  practically  re- 
move the  obligation  which  Lord  Onslow's 
Resolution  now  im|)oses  upon  Commit- 
tees in  dealing  with  this  question.  I, 
therefore,  hope  your  Lordships  will 
accept  this  Motion  for  the  purposes  of 
expediting  the  present  Bill.  Your  Lord- 
ships may,  I  think,  trust  to  the  unani- 
mous conclusion  of  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed from  all  parts  of  the  House,  and 
comprising  numerous  distinguished  mem- 
bers of  the  London  Count)  Council  upon 
its  body  ;  and  I  think  if  you  accept  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  this 
will  become  the  guiding  principle  of 
Select  Committees  in  dealing  with  the 
question,  and  the  principle  of  Betterment 
will  have  a  fair  chance  of  being  tried 
without  any  danger  of  doing  injury  to 
owners. 

The   Earl    of    CAMPERDOWN  : 

My  Lords,  I  am  sure  the  House  will  feel 

greatly  indebted   to  the  Committee  for 

the   patient    consideration    which    they 
have  given   to  the  investigation  of  this 
question.     The  difficulty  lies  not  so  much 
in  the  principle  of  Betterment  itself,  but 
in  the  manner  in  which  it  is  to  be  applied 
consistently  with  justice.      As  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  has 
said,  we  have  not  the  evidence  before  us, 
and  therefore  it  is  a  little  difficult  for  us 
to  realise  the  case  which  was  laid  before 
the  Committee.     We  can  only  judge  of 
the  case  which  was  presented  to  them  as 
far  as  we  see    it  stated  in  the  Report. 
If      I      had      not      heard     the    state- 
ment     of      the      noble     and     learne<l 
Lord  who  was  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee   I    certainly    should    have    l)een 
under  the  impression  that  there  was  to 
be  an  area  of  Betterment,  and  I  should 
have  been  inclined  to  ask  whether  it  was 
intended    that    within    that   area   there 
should  be  a  uniform  or  a  graduated  rate. 
The   old  pnictice  of  recoupment  would 
clearly  have  pointed  to  a  graduated  rate, 
but  as  I  understand   now  the  question  of 
Betterment  will  merely   be  raised  in  in- 
dividual   cases.      Whenever  it  appears, 
either  to  the  London  County  Council  or 
to   any   other   municipal  body  that  the 
property  of  some  individual  has  profiteil 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  make  it  desirable 
that   a   special  charge  should  be  made 
upon  him,  they  will  give  notice  to  him 
and  his  case  will  then  be  heard.    If  that 
conception  is  right,  of  course  Betterment 
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is  a  much  smaller  questioo  than  it  would 
appear  if  there  bad  beeu  an  area  defiued 
over  which  it  was  proposed  to  levy  a 
rate  either  uniform  or  graduated.  I 
merely  make  this  remark  in  passing,  hut 
I  presume  the  noble  Lord  will  in  some 
form  or  other  move  a  Resolution  so  as  to 
form  a  guide  to  the  Committees  who 
may  have  to  deal  with  questions  of  this 
sort,  so  that  they  may  deal  with  them  in 
an  approximately  uniform  manner. 

•The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley):  My 
Lords,   I   venture   to   think   the   House 

ought  to  feel  much  indebted  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  care  and  attention  which 
they  have  given  to  the  consideration  of 
this  very  difficult  subject.  After  the  Re- 
port has  been  agreed  to  there  will  be,  I 
think,  no  difficulty  in  proceeding  with 
the  Bills  now  before  your  Lordships 
embodying  the  Betterment  principle.  I 
do  not  think  there  can  be  any  serious  diffi- 
culty in  framing  proper  clauses  dealing 
with  most  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  But,  as  some  responsibility 
will  rest  upon  me  for  the  drawing  of 
the  clauses,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  for  some 
explanation  of  Clause  7,  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack.  That  clause  intro- 
duces questions  certainly  of  great  im- 
portance and  perplexity.  For  instance, 
the  word  "owner"  is  used,  and  I  am  a 
little  doubtful  as  to  what  is  meant  by 
tiiat  word.  If  it  includes  the  leaseholder, 
1  presume  it  should,  what  would 
happen  if  the  freeholder  considered  that 
a  Betterment  charge  was  a  fair  one,  and 
did  not  contest  it  while  the  leaseholder 
did  ?  In  that  case,  is  it  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  that  the  local  autho- 
rity should  be  bound  to  buy  up  the 
interest  wiiich  the  leaseholder  has  ? 
Because,  as  I  understand  it,  the  Better- 
ment charge  is  to  be  spread  over  the  dif- 
ferent persons  who  have  an  interest  in  the 
property  in  proportion  to  the  interests 
which  they  have  in  it.  Therefore,  in  that 
case  I  presume  the  interest  of  the  lease- 
holder would  be  bought  without  there 
being  a  necessity  for  buying  up  the  free- 
hold property.  Then,  my  Lords,  another 
point  would  be  this  «  What  would  happen 
assuming  the  Betterment  charge  should 
be  assessed  say,  10  years  from  the 
time  when  the  Act  was  passed  as  regards 

The  Earl  of  Camperdottn 
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the  reversions,  the  immediate  interests 
having  possibly  20  years  to  run  ?  Is  it 
desired  that  the  Betterment  charge 
should  run  for  those  10  interme^liate 
years,  that  is  the  10  years  after  the  work 
was  completed  ?  and  if  the  charge  is 
made  (your  Lordships  will  understand 
that  I  am,  of  course,  using  arbitrary 
figures  here)  would  it  be  at  the  end  of 
the  20  years  that  the  property  would  be 
bought  by  the  local  authority  ?  Then 
the  last  point  is  that  the  local  authority 
should  not  be  compellable  to  dispossess 
the  occupying  tenant.  I  am  not  aware 
that  that  is  the  case  at  present — that  they 
are  bound  to  dispossess  an  occupying 
tenant.  Of  course,  as  soon  as  the  local 
authority  serves  on  the  tenant  this  notice 
to  treat — that  being  a  contract — the 
tenant  can  compel  him  to  buy,  but  it  is 
not  necessary  for  the  local  authority,  if 
they  do  not  want  a  property,  to  serve 
notice  to  treat  at  all.  I  have  brought 
these  points  before  the  House  with  the 
view  rather  of  eliciting  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  information,  because  it  is 
desirable,  when  the  clauses  come  to  be 
drawn  in  Committee,  that  they  should  be 
drawn  as  accurately  as  possible  in  order 
to  represent  the  views  of  the  Committee. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
Tweedmouth)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  have  laid  great  stress  on  the 
unanimity  of  the  Committee  ;  but  I  wish 
to  say  one  word  with  regard  to  that 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion,  as  I  was 
a  Member  of  the  Committee.  My  own 
opinion  was,  and  I  think  it  was  shared  by 
noble  Lords  on  this  side  of  the  House^ 
that  while  we  accepted  these  recom- 
mendations as  a  great  advance  on  the 
Resolution  of  Lord  Onslow  of  last  year, 
and  so  pro  tanto  altering  it,  we  could  not 
at  all  commit  ourselves  to  the  exact 
wording  of  the  conditions  attached  by 
this  Report  to  the  principle  of  Better- 
ment, and  especially  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned would  that  remark  apply  to  the 
sixth  and  seventh  conclusions  of  the 
Committee.  As  to  the  sixth  conclusion^ 
which  allows  the  owner  to  claim  for 
worsement  as  well  as  betterment,  I 
took  very  strong  exception  to  that  pro- 
posal in  the  Committee,  but  I  am  sorry 
to  say  I  found  myself  supported  by  only 
one  other  Member  of  your  Lordships* 
House  on  the  Committee.     I  was  quite 
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reftdv  to  take  an  equally  strong  objectiou 
.to-  Clause  7,  which  euables  the  owner  to 
force  the  local  authority  to  buy  rather 
than  submit  to  the  Bottermeut  charge. 
But  I  am  bound  to  confess  that  I  believe 
if  I  had  taken  that  course  I  should  have 
found  no  support  at  all  on  the  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  I  thought  the  wiser 
course  to  pursue  was  to  endeavour  to 
introduce  mitigating  words.  Those 
mitigating  words  to  a  great  extent  are 
the  words  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (The  Earl 
of  Morley)  has  just  asked  an  expla- 
nation. My  point  is  that  in  sup- 
posing an  owner  were  allowed  to 
force  the  local  authority  to  buy,  the 
local  authority  should  then  be  able  to 
buy  under  the  best  and  most  favourable 
circumstances.  It  was  clearly  proved  to 
us,  as  I  think  we  should  all  agree  upon 
the  Committee,  that  where  local  autho- 
rities suffer  in  purchasing  property  is 
from  their  not  being  able  to  carry  on  the 
leasehold  or  trade  interests,  but  were 
obliged,  or,  at  all  events,  that  it  w^as  the 
castom  that  the  tenants  should  at  once 
be  dispossessed,  the  local  authority 
having  to  pay  compensation  to  those 
various  interests  as  well  as  to  pay  the 
freeholder  or  long  leaseholder.  Now 
that  was  the  meaning  of  the  first  clause 
of  those  mitigating  words,  which  runs 
thus — 

**  Under  such  circumstaiKies,  a  local  autho- 
rity purchasing  a  freehold  or  long  leasehold 
interest  shall  not  be  comi)ellable  to  di8[>088ess 
the  occupying  t«iiautK.'* 

Following  under  that  is  a  note  that  the 
local  authority  should  l)e  allowed  to 
take  the  position  of  the  existing  landlord 
or  vendor  under  the  proposal,  and  allow 
the  intermediate  intcres<ts  to  run  out, 
taking  what  benefit  it  can  from  the  pro- 
ceeding. The  second  proposal  was  alter- 
native. What  I  endeavoured  to  propose 
was  that  the  local  authority  shouM 
have  the  option  of  not  becoming  respon- 
sible for  the  intermediate  interests  at  all, 
but  should,  instead  of  that,  merely  pur- 
chase the  reversion,  leaving  the  present 
owner,  the  vendor,  to  dispose  of  the  ex  isting 
interest — to  carry  on  the  leaseholds,  and 
do  all  that  was  necessary  in  order  to  work 
out  the  existing  intermediate  interests. 
I  believe  that  both  those  proposals  if 
carried  into  effect  would  have  great  ad- 
vantage for  the  local  authorities,  an<l 
would  have  great  effect  in  mitigating  the 


proposal,  which  I  believe  to  be  very  un- 
desirable, and  one  which  has  the  great 
disadvantage  to  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
referred — namely,  of  offering  inducement 
to  local  authorities  to  l>ecome  large 
owners  of  property  and  to  carry  on  a 
variety  of  businesses  which  are  altogether 
outside  their  duty.  That,  my  Lords,  is 
all  I  need  say,  I  think,  with  regard  to 
the  Report.  I  accept  it  as  an  advance, 
but  I  cannot  mvself  at  all,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  say  that  I  agree  to  many 
of  the  conditions  which  have  been 
attached  to  the  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  betterment  in  the  Report. 

Lord   HALSBURY  :    My   Lords,   I 

somewhat  regret  to  hear  from  the  noble 

Lord  what  he  has  just  said,  because  when 

Members  of  a  Committee  meet  and  adopt 
a   Report   without  having  even  divided 
upon   its  recommendations  they  are  sup- 
posed to  agree  in  the  recommendations  of 
that  Committee.     For   my  own   part,  I 
may  have  my  own  views  as  to  the  prin- 
ciple of   betterment,  but  am  I   to  be  at 
liberty    to  say    hereafter   that  I  do  not 
agree  with   it  ?     I  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  and  I  did  not  divide  against 
it,  and  I  should  regard  myself  as  bound 
by  it — us  being  my  opinion  at  that  time, 
at  all  events.     But  I  HJiould    never    be 
able  to   be   bound   or    to    act   upon  the 
finding  of  any  Committee  if  a  noble  Lord 
might  afterwards  say,  although  I  do  not 
divide  upon  it,  I   must  not  be  regarded 
as  agreeing  in  or  abiding  by  the  decision 
of   the   Committee.     That   would    be   a 
very  odd  result  indeed.     My  Lords,  ^W^' 
in  the  singular  position  of  being  called 
upon      to      explain      the      Amendment 
which     the     noble     Lord     himself     in- 
troduced.        Without      entering      upon 
any  criticism    of    it,    I    may    say    that 
we  agreed  in  Committee  in  terms  which 
I  will  not  repeat  here.     We  are  dealing 
with  the  practice  of  Parliament,  and  the 
practice  of  Parliament   has  been,  except 
in  cases  which  I  will  mention  in  a  moment, 
only    to   allow    the   particular    work,  or 
whatever  it  may  be  that  has  to  be  done, 
to  be  done  under  this  condition,  that  when 
the  local  authority  or  body  concerned  has 
purchased    land   for   the  purpose   of  an 
undertaking  it  has  no  right   to  acquire 
and  hold  other   land.      That  has   been 
done  in  the  case  of  railway  companies  ; 
after  a  certain  time  they  are  obliged  to 
offer  the  land  not  required  to  adjoiuing 
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owaere,  and  unless  tiie  Iftnd  should  be 
WBDted  for  a  station  in  tbe  future,  or  for 
some  other  purpose  after  a  certaiu  time, 
the  laud  Mutual  Iv  goeM  back  to  tbe 
former  owner.  I  ouly  give  that  as  an 
illustration  of  tbe  poliuv  of  Parliament 
with  regard  to  such  bodies  not  boldiug 
land  except  for  thu  purpose  of  the  under- 
taking or  improvemeot  itself,  and  when 
you  are  dealing  with  street  improvemeat 
tbe  ordinary  rule  would  be  that  you 
should  only  permit  tbe  local  authority  to 
hold  so  mneh  land  kb  is  necessary  for 
makiag  the  road  or  whatever  tbe  improve- 
ment may  be.  Parliament  has  to 
some  extent  departed  from  that,  and  has 
enabled  many  local  authorities  to  holil 
land  adjoining  tbe  road  or  improvement, 
and  to  get  back  by  recoupment  their 
expenditure  by  becoming  the  owner  of 
land.  We  were  in  fact  informed  upon 
the  Committee  that  tbe  London  County 
Council  held  rents  to  tbe  extent  of  some 
£90,000  a  year,  which  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  agree  is  rather  an  invasion 
of  that  principle  of  Parliament,  whether 
that  was  the  right  figure  or  not,  tliut  was 
what  was  intended  by  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment,  and  certainly  I  assented  to 
it  in  that  sense  that  instead  of  taking  tbe 
ordinary  course  and  compelling  tbe  local 
authority  to  have  only  what  was  neces- 
sary for  its  purpose  tliat  it  should  be 
permitred  instead  of  pulling  down  the 
house  and  re-erecting  others  ou  ibe  site 
not  occupied  by  the  improved  street — 
that  it  should  be  permitted  to  hold  the 
property  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the 
leases  to  run  out.  Bnt  the  great  point 
made  on  behalf  of  tbe  London  County 
Council  n-as  that  where  you  have  to 
deal  with  trade  interests  there  is  an  ex- 
traordinary expenditure  necessarily  in- 
curred in  getting  rid  of  them,  and,  so  far 
from  its  being  au  advantage 
County  Council,  they  have  been 
pclled  to  buy  out  trade  interests  at  an 
extravngnnt  price.  The  result  has  been 
disastrous  to  those  who  have  adopted 
that  course,  and  that  has  Id  a  great 
measure  injured  tbe  recoupment  priu' 
eiple.  The  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
was  a  great  improvement  npon  that, 
Now,  lis  regards  the  meaning  of  tbe 
word  "owner,"  as  I  understand  that 
word,  here  it  means  the  owners  respcc' 
tively  ;  that  is  to  say,  the  owners  of  the 

f  remises  of  the  lease  and  of  the 
was  a  little  startled  at  bearing  Lord 
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Morley  speak  of  -the  rate  beitig  imposed 
10  years  afterwards,  I  will  take  one 
typical  instabce  wbicb  was  given  before 
It  was  a  lease  of  40  years,  where 
Betterment  charged  could  not  operate 
for  that  time.  It  was  only  with  regard 
ived  buildings  by  the  side 
of  tbe  road,  and  it  was  held  that  as  there 
60  years'  lease,  which  meant  a  40 
years'  occupation  of  the  premises  as 
inegar  works,  tbe  improvement  could 
jl  have  any  efTect  upon  it  for  that 
period,  )>ecaUHe  it  was  bound  to  be  held 
in  its  then  condition  of  vinegar  works. 
However,  my  Lords,  I  am  aghast  at  the 
notion  of  the  assessment  rate  being 
withheld  for  10  years.  It  was  im- 
possible for  the  Committee  to  lay 
down  any  fixed  number  of  years,  as 
course,  differed  in  its  cir- 
and  while  it  was  pointed 
out  that  you  should  not  have  it  too  soou 
in  some  cases,  in  others  you  should  not 
delay  too  long  while  the  occupation  of 
the  property  was  held  in  suspense.  Cer- 
tainly no  Member  of  the  Committee 
imagined  that  that  was  what  was  pro- 
posed. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY:  May 
I  be  allowed  to  explain  what  I  meant 
from  the  passing  of  the  Act  ?  I  gave 
the  instance,  of  course,  as  hypothetical, 
purely. 

L..m>  HALSBUKY:  I  do  notUow, 
my  Lords,  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
add  anything  to  what  I  have  said  ;  I 
merely  wislied  to  answer  tbe  noble 
Lord's  question. 

TiiK  FIKST  LORD  »f  the  THEA- 
SUHY  AN-i.  LOHD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (Tbe  Earl  of  Rose- 
TiEBY  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  that  It 
is  necesnary  for  me  to  add  very  much  to 
what  has  l>ceu  said  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  But  I  feel  bound  to  enter  a 
prompt  caveat  to  the  doctrine  which  bas 
Iwen  laid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite,  tliat  unless  yon  divide 
against  a  proposition  you  are  supposed  to 
agree  with  it.  Is  that  true  of  a  Com- 
mittee ?  I  do  not  know  that  I  am  a 
great  authority  on  the  practice  in  Com- 
mittees, but  my  recollection  in  no  respect 
agrees  with  it.  Bnt  if  such  a  principle 
would  not  apply  tn  Committees,  does  it 
apply  to  this  House — that  we  are  to  be 
taken  as  agreeing  with  every  proposition 
against  which  we  do  not  divide  ?     We 
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certaibly  do  DOt  agree  with  everj  Bill 
and  Motion  against  wliieh  we  do  not 
divide.  My  Lords,  I  am  completely  at  a 
loss  at  the  prospect  opened  up  by  the 
assertion  of  sach  a  doctrine.  I  have  not 
yet  had  time  to  realise  it ;  but  pending 
that  realisation  I  would  ask  time  to  con- 
sider it,  and  in  the  meantime  I  enter  my 
emphatic  protest,  even  if  I  do 
not  divide  against  it.  With  re- 
gard to  this  Report  which,  after  all, 
was  not  so  unanimous  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  make  out, 
the  conclusion  of  the  Committee  was  not 
«o  clear  as  would  appear  on  the  face  of 
it.  It  may  possibly  be  of  great  advan- 
tage to  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  but 
thd  great  point  of  it  is  this — that  it 
marks  an  enormous  advance  since 
August  of  last  year.  In  August  last  we 
had  two  Debates  in  which  the  principle 
of  Betterment  was  spoken  of  as  some 
new  and  nefarious  principle  only  to  be 
handled  with  tongs  ;  that  even  if  accepted 
at  all  it  must  meet  with  only  a  very 
limited  acceptance,  but  that  it  was 
hardly  possible  for  the  House  to  consider 
it  at  all.  Now  we  have  a  much  larger 
view  taken,  and  we  have  it  practically 
accepted  as  a  doctrine  by  this  Committee. 
The  noble  Marquess  says  ho  is  not  to  be 
taken  as  accepting  it  quite  fully,  but 
at  any  rate  he  allows  a  Committee  to 
consider  the  principle  of  Betterment  in  a 
Private  Bill  without  protest  or  criticism, 
and  that,  to  my  mind,  is  a  considerable 
advance. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  the  noble 
£arl  has  been  good  enough  to  mention 
me,  he  will  find  nothing  in  my  speech  at 
the  end  of  August  last  at  all  inconsistent 
with  the  finding  of  the  Committee  or 
with  my  action  now. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  do 
not  apply  that  remark  as  to  advancing  to 
the  noble  Marquess.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  noble  Marquess  has  moved  an  inch  ; 
he  very  seldom  does.  I  only  point  out 
that  the  House  has  moved,  and  it  is 
always  a  pleasure  to  know  that  it  has 
even  been  temporarily  advanced.  Now, 
mj  Lords,  I  pass  to  a  consideration  in 
this  Report  of  an  educational  kind.  The 
Report  contains  this  principle  of  purchase, 
which,  I  confess,  seems  to  me  open  to  con- 
siderable question.     The  noble  Marquess 


has  described  it  as  giving  the  option  of 
recoupment  to  the  tenant  who  is  about  to 
have  this  charge  imposed  upon  him.  But 
then  that  is  n  one-sided  option — it  does 
not  give  the  public  local  body  any 
option  in  the  matter  at  all,  and 
that  does  not  seem  to  mc  entirely  fair. 
What  will  be  the  option  of  such  a 
provision  ?  You  will  have  the  tenant 
able  to  put  considerable  pressure  on  the 
body  by  saying,  "  If  you  do  not  estimate 
your  betterment  at  something  consider- 
ably less  than  the  sum  at  which  you 
have  estimated  it,  I  will  force  you  to 
purchase."  You  may  say  that  the  com- 
pulsion to  purchase  is  not  a  very  severe 
compulsion,  when,  as  die  evidence  seems 
seems  to  show,  the  London  County 
Council  owns  3onsiderable  property 
already  ;  but  recoupment  as  hitherto 
understooil  is  a  very  diflerent  thing  to 
what  is  contemplated  by  this  clause. 
When  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  great 
improvement  it  is  a  very  diflerent  thing 
if  you  have  to  buy  a  great  estate,  and  if 
you  are  to  be  compelled  to  purchase  a 
number  of  scattered  properties  all  over 
the  region  over  which  the  improvement 
may  be  made.  It  may  be  very  expensive 
work,  and  one  which  will  be  by  no  means 
a  source  of  profit.  I  will  carry  the 
matter  further ;  with  regard  to  the 
London  County  Council,  there  is  one 
very  grave  inconvenience  which  may 
arise.  Take  the  case  of  a  public-house. 
In  carrying  out  an  improvement,  a  public- 
house  might  be  made  to  face  a  thorough- 
fare, and  instead  of  being  in  a  dark, 
narrow  lane,  might  flare  with  all  its 
gas-jets  on  some  great  open  avenue 
where  it  would  exercise  great  attraction. 
The  amount  of  betterment  assessed  by  an 
arbitrator  on  such  a  property  might  not 
unfairly  be  a  considerable  sum.  The 
owner  of  the  public-house  might  there- 
upon say  he  was  not  obliged  to  pay  that 
sum,  and  the  London  County  Council 
would  be  compelled  to  buy  the  property 
I  presume  at  the  price  set  upon  it  by  the 
arbitrator.  What  would  be  the  result  ? 
The  London  County  Council  have  laid 
down  for  themselves  a  hard-and-fast  line 
that  they  will  not  possess  a  licensed 
public-house,  and  the  moment  they 
acquire  such  a  property  at  probably  a 
fancy  price  they  will  be  compelled  to  let 
the  licence  drop  and  to  lose  the  whole 
advantage  of  its  value  to  the  ratepayers. 
Some  of  your  Lordships  may  think  that 
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is  a  principle  they  ought  not  to  have  laid 
down.  It  is  possibly  a  principle  which 
all  the  Members  of  this  House  might  not 
accept  without  reservation,  bat  it  is  a 
principle  upon  which  they  have  acted  at 
some  cost  since  they  have  been  a 
Council,  and  from  which  tliey  would 
not  be  inclined  very  willingly  to 
depart.  Tben  there  is  another  point. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  says  this 
question  of  purchase  would  apply  to 
all  the  interests  involved :  those  of  the 
tenant,  of  the  reversioner,  and  of  the 
freeholder.  That,  I  think,  might  pro- 
duce a  very  difRcult  position,  because  one 
interest  might  elect  to  be  paid  off  by  the 
Loudon  County  Council  while  another 
might  not,  and  the  position  of  the  pro- 
perty in  question  might  be  so  compli- 
cated, the  interests  might  be  so  vast  and 
variedythat  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
to  ascertain  what  they  were.  The  Council 
might  possess  different  interests  in 
several  houses  in  one  street,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  fair  position  for  any 
Council  to  be  placed  in.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  think  that  it  is  very  de- 
sirable to  confer  upon  municipal  authori- 
ties the  power  of  holding  a  considerable 
amount  of  house  property.  It  overloads 
them  ;  it  oppresses  them  in  the  exercise 
of  their  more  immediate  and  natural 
functions ;  and  I  think  there  are  other 
obvious  objections  to  it  which  will  occur 
to  anyone  who  has  hail  practical  dealing 
with  this  question.  But  there  is  no 
doubt  that  these  objections  do  not  occur 
to  the  advanced  school  of  municipal 
reformers.  Their  wish  would  rather  be 
that  municipal  authorities  should  possess 
all  the  property  in  a  town,  that  they 
should  possess  the  right  to  all  the  incre- 
ment that  may  accrue  in  rents  ;  and, 
therefore,  as  far  as  you  are  altering  the 
law,  if  you  do  alter  it  in  this  direction,  on 
the  recommendation  of  your  Committee, 
you  are  by  no  means  serving  Conserva- 
tive interests  by  promoting  rather  than 
resisting  those  daring  municipal 
views  to  which,  I  think,  many  of 
your  Lordships  would  be  sorry  to 
give  support.  But  when  all  is  said 
and  done,  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
cannot  but  rejoice  that  there  is  no  im- 
practicable objection  offered  to  the 
adoption  of  this  principle  of  Betterment 
in  the  presentation  of  Bills,  to  even  a 
small  extent,  and,  so  far  as  that  goes,  we 
are  prepared  to  accept  the  Report  as,  at 

The  Earl  of  Rosehery 


any  rate,  an  instalment,  showing  a  better 
state  of  mind. 

•The     Earl     of     ONSLOW  :    My 

Lords,  I  rise  to  express  my  surprise  that 

the  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister  should 

have  said  it  was  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  House  that  the  principle 
of  Betterment  was  unjust.  My  Lords,  I 
have  a  distinct  recollection  of  the  Debate 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  has  referred.  In 
the  first  place,  there  was  the  Resolution 
which  I  put  upon  the  Paper  and  to  which 
your  Lordships  agreed.  There  was  not 
a  single  word  in  that  Resolution  which 
said  that  where  property  was  improved 
the  owners  should  not  pay  a  special  con- 
tribution. All  that  the  Resolution  said 
was  that  the  question  of  Betterment 
should  be  settled  by  the  whole  House 
rather  than  by  a  Committee  considering 
a  Private  Bill.  I  fail  entirely  to  agree 
with  the  noble  E^irl  that  any  noble  Lord 
on  this  side  of  the  House  did  in  the 
abstract  resist  that  principle. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY^  On 
which  side  of  the  House  does  the  Duke 
of  Argyll  sit  ? 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  :  I  was  just 
about  to  say  that  the  noble  Duke  (who  is 
not  in  his  seat  to-night)  did  say  that  io 
his  opinion  a  special  contribution  for  pro- 
perty specially  benefited  was  already  made 
by  the  increased  contribution  to  the  rates 
which  that  property  must  necessarily  bear 
after  the  improvement  had  been  effected, 
but  I  do  not  th  ink  that  even  the  noble  Duke 
denied  that  where  a  special  benefit  was  con- 
ferred upon  property  a  special  contribution 
should  be  made  in  respect  of  it.  All  he 
argued  was  that  that  special  contribution 
was  made  at  present  under  the  existing 
law.  I  think  the  noble  flarl  has  a  little 
misapprehendeil  the  intention  of  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  the  principle 
of  recoupment.  I  do  not  think  the  Com- 
mittee at  any  time  anticipated  that  the 
local  authorities  should  acquire  pro- 
perty here,  there,  and  everywhere,  for 
the  purpose  of  recouping  themselves.  All 
the  Committee  have  recommended  is  that 
where  a  local  authority  acquires  pro- 
perty, as  it  now  does,  which  has  been  re- 
quired for  the  purpose  of  improvement 
they  should  not  be  compelled  to  purchase 
the  trade  and  leasehold  interests  in  the 
property,  but  should  also  be  empowered  to 
buy  only  the  right  of  the  owner  or  of  the 
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reTM^ioaer  to  (he  land  ;  that  they  eboulil 
let  the  BabsidiArf  iutereets  run  out,  and 
then  tliejr  would  come  into  poesesiiiou  of 
the  property  with  the  full  advantages  of 
the  improrement  they  haJ  themselveii 
effected.  If,  as  the  noble  Earl  said,  it 
should  chance  that  anch  property  ebould 
be  lieenaed  property,  of  course  one  can- 
not help  admiring  the  self-abnegation  of 
the  London  County  Council  in  refusing 
to  hold  pubtic-Louse  property.  At  tlie 
same  time,  I  would  point  out  to  the  noble 
Earl  that  it  would  be  quite  within  the 

rowers  of  the  London  County  Council  to 
ispose  of  any  licensed  premiseB  they  may 
aoqaire,  and  so  obtain  all  tbe  advantages 
of  the  improvements  which  they  have 
carried  out. 

Motion  agreed  tO. 

FINANCE     BILL. 
FIBST  RBADINO. 


The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
lly  Lords,  I  would  press  upon  the  nohtc 
Earl  that  we  should  have  sufficient  time 
to  make  onrselves  masters  of  the  pro- 
TlsiooB  of  this  measure,  which  I  believe 
are  very  difficult  and  complicated.  I 
will  not  DOW  go  into  any  question  as  to 
tiie  separate  functions  of  the  two  Houbcb 
in.  this  matter,  but  it  is  quite  clear  that 
if  we  are  to  pass  the  Bill  we  should  have 
•n  opportunity  of  understanding  it,  which 
I  am  told  is  not  very  easy.  I  trust  the 
noble  Earl  will  not  think  it  an  extrava- 
gant request  when  I  ask  that  tbe  Secontl 
Reading  sbculd  not  be  taken  before  this 
day  week. 

The  Earl  ok  EOSEBERY:  I 
rather  envy  the  facility  of  noble  Lords 
who  will  be  able  to  make  themselves 
masterB  of  all  the  details  of  this  Bill  by 
this  day  week.  But  I  do  not  thitik  that 
it  is  necessary,  for  tbe  purpose  of  passing 
the  Bill,  that  they  should  make  them- 
aelves  masters  of  it,  l>ecauBe  I  deprecate 
altogether  the  idea  that  the  House  of 
Iiords  b«s  auythiug  to  do  with  ^Uoney 
BiUs.  Any  discussion  of  it  must  obviously 
be  academic,  and  therefore  I  should  have 
thonght  "the  least  said,  soonest  mended" 
with  regard  to  this  measure.  Of  course, 
it  will  interpose  cousiderable  delay  if  tbe 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  is  postponed 
till  Thursday,  beoauBe  it  wilt  put  off  the 


uext  stage  till  Friday,  and  that  would 
prevent  the  passing  of  tbe  BiU  into  law 
for  10  days.  However,  I  am  not  manter 
in  this  House,  aud  if  the  noble  Marquess 
winiies  it  we  will  take  tbe  Second  Read- 
ing on  the  day  he  names. 

*Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
May  I  be  allowed  lo  protest  against  the 
doctrine  which  tbe  noble  Earl  has  laid 
down,  especially  after  what  has  already 
passed  this  evening.  If  the  noble  Earl 
will  refer,  be  will  find  that,  in  tbo  days 
of  Lord  Derby,  a  BiU  dealing  with  finance 
was  not  merely  discussed,  but  ua  Amend- 
ment to  it  was  moved  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  An  important  Amend- 
ment was  moved,  and  a  Division 
was  taken  upon  it.  At  that  time  the 
Liberal  Party  had  a  majority  in  this 
House.  They  may  seem  strange  to  the 
noble  Earl,  but  so  it  was.  I  do  not  know 
what  tbe  causes  may  have  been  which 
have  led  to  an  alteration  in  that  respect, 
but  tbe  Liberals  at  thai  time  had  a 
majority  in  this  House,  and  resisted  any 
alteration  in  the  Bill,  they  carried  their 
view  by  a  majority  of  32.  I  quote  that 
circumstance  to  show  that,  certainly  since 
I  was  in  Parliameut,  and  for  a  very  long 
time  before,  tbe  House  of  Lor<ls  pos- 
sessed, aud  did  exercise  its  right  to 
deal  with  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  and  even,  if  necessary, 
to  amend  such  a  Bill.  I  do  not,  bow- 
ever,  stop  to  enter  into  the  law  dealing 
witli  this  subject.  It  is,  iiidoeil,  very 
complicated.  The  noble  Earl  miisl,  how- 
ever, bo  aware  that  it  lias  been  laid  down 
by  Mr.  Gladstone  that  the  House  of 
Lords  have  never  admitted  the  privilege 
claime<t  in  this  matter  by  tbe  House  of 
Commons  and  has  never  abimdoued  its 
right  to  consider  money  Bills  :  and  when 
the  noble  Earl  lays  doiru,  ex  cathedra, 
from  his  present  place,  such  a  doctriue  as 
we  have  just  heard  from  bis  lips,  I  am 
bound  lo  point  out  what  tbe  actual 
technical  form  of  const! tut ioual  right  is 
in   this  House. 

The  Eakl  ov  KfMBEBLEY  :  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  in- 
tended by  the  noble  Marquess  to  affirm 
that  this  House  has  exercised  the  privi- 
lege within  any  time  that  we  can  remem- 
ber of  amending  any  Money  Bills.  I 
have  always  heard  that  this  House  could 
exercise  the  power  of  rejecting  a  Money 
Bill  as  a  whole  ;  but  I  have  also  always 
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heard  it  stated  that  amendmeut  of  a 
Money  Bill,  whatever  has  been  the  ab- 
stract right  of  this  House,  has  long  been 
abstained  from.  If  the  attempt  to  intro- 
duce it  is  about  to  be  renewed  on  this 
occasion,  I  hope  that  the  noble  Marquess 
will  give  us  notice  of  any  Amendment 
before  he  moves  it. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
That  I  readily  promise  to  do.  But  to 
answer  the  question  of  the  noble  Earl,  I 
would  beg  him  to  refer  back  to  the  year 
1826.  It  is  a  vear  to  which  some  of  us 
can  go  back. 

The  Earl  of  XIMBERLEY  :  Cer- 
tainly ;  it  is  the  year  in'which  I  was  born. 

The   Marquess   of  SALISBURY: 

An  auspicious  year  in  every  respect.     In 

that  year  d  Money  Bill  was  attacked,  and 

the  House   of    Commons    accepted  the 

Amendment.  If  the  House  of  Commons 
takes  exception  to  an  Amendment,  all 
that  we  can  do  is  to  pass  an  Amendment 
which  causes  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  not  expressing  the  slightest  inten- 
tion of  moving  an  Amendment  to  the 
Finance  Bill,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
any  noble  Lord  has  any  such  intention. 
I  only  demur  to  the  doctrine  enunciated 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  which 
appears  to  me  to  be  unsound. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  would 
remark,  in  the  words  of  a  predecessor  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  a  good  deal  has 
happened  since  then,  and  I  should  not  be 
inclined  to  say  that  the  Earl  of  Derby, 
with  all  his  talents  and  abilitv,  is  the 
safest  parallel  to  take  or  the  surest  guide 
to  follow.  He  was  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  at  the  time  when  the  Bill 
which  has  been  referred  to  was  rejected 
in  this  House.  I  understand  from  the 
noble  Marquess  that  he  does  not  intend 
to  propose  any  Amendment  to  the  Finance 
Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Not  myself. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  There- 
fore,  I  presume  all  that  we  are  asked  to 
postpone  the  next  stage  of  this  Bill  for 
is  a  certain  amount  of  barren  discussion.  Is 
anything  more  than  that  contemplated  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Are  all  speeches  barren  which  do  not 
end  in  a  Division  ? 

The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  think 
all  speeches  are  barren  which  lead  to  no 
practical  result. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
That  remains  to  be  seen. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY :  Then 
we  will  fix  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  for  Thursday. 

Bill  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2^ 
on  Thursday  next. — (No.  168.) 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  121.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  agreed  to.  X^ 

NOTICE  OF  ACCIDENTS  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the    \" 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No  145.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the    \r 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.   125.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the   ' 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDERS    (No     U)    BILL. 

(No.  187.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to.  U- 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS   (No.  17)  BILL.— (No.    123.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived ;  the  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made :  Standing 
Committee  negatived ;  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  161.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 


357         The  Irish  Langtutge        (19  Jci.y  1894}  in  Irish  Schools.  358 

LOCAL     OOVBBNMBNT     PB0V1810NAL  of  officers  of  the  Staff  Corps  nor  has  any 

0BDBB8  (No.  12)  BILL.-(No.  122.)  decision  been  arriTed  at  on  the  subject. 

T>    J  o»   /  1-        .      X  J    \         J  As  I  loformed  the  hon.  Merober  on  the 

Re>d  8«  (according   to   Order),  and  gj^^  jjay  last,  until  the  correspondence 

^***®    '  is  complete  the  Papers  caiiuot  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House. 
SEA  FISHERIES    (SHELL  FISH)  BILL. 

T>     ^    o     .       ^?;  ^*^'^       ^   ,    X  ,        THE  MOUXTJOY  DEMESNE   EDUCA- 

Bead  8»  (according    to   Order),    and  ^j^^^L    BEQUEST. 

^*"      '  Mr.    M.  KENNY    (Tyrone,   Mid): 

LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHING  ENGINES  \  ^^f    ^?  ,^«^ /*^^  .^^^/^^r^^^J   5^ 

gjxT /jT    leoN  t'le   Lord  Lieutenant  of    Ireland   if   he 

T>     10*/         I^  ^\     rv  1    \       -xi-  <i*^  state  whether  a  bequest  by  one  John 

Bead  Z-  (according    to  Order)    with  ^.j,         ^  ^^^^j  andlndow  a  school  at 

the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  Knockmoyle  for  the  education  of  children 

to  tne  commons.  y^^^  ^^   ^j^^   Mouutjoy    Forest   Estate, 

County  Tyrone,  is  now  being  applied,  so 

PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  far  as  the  endowment   is  concerned,  to 

BILL  [h.l.].  the  use  of  a  school  at  DunmuUen  not  on 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  Act»  relatinK  to  the  ^^^^    estate  ;    and    whether    the   proper 

prcTention  of  cruelty  to  aud   protection   of  body  exercising    control    in  the  matter 

children— Was  presental  by  the  Lonl  Chan-  of  educational  endowments  will   inquire 

oellor ;  read  !•;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  169.)  ioto  the  facts   of    the  case  and    correct 

House  ailjoumed  at  twenty.five  minutes  *°7    *^"*®     *^*'     ""^^     ^     ^^°"^     ^ 

before  Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  exist  r 

Thi-ee  o'clock.        The    CHIEF     SECBETARY    for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  J.Morley,  Newcastle- 


-'  •  '■\-'~v^ ' 


upon-Tyne) :     I    am    informed    by   the 
Commissioners  of  Charitable  Donations 
HOUSE   OF    COMMONS,        and  Bequests  that  the  bequest  referred  to 

does  not  contain  any  provision  for  the 
Thursday^  19th  July  1894,  endowment  of  a  school  at  Knockmoyle. 

The  will  made  provision  for  the  education 

of  boys  born  on  the  Mountjoy  Demesne* 

and  the  annual  interest  on  the  endowment^ 
QUESTIONS,  amounting  to  less  than  £8,  is  remitted  for 

this  purpose  to  the  rector  of  the  parish. 

The  demesne,  as  such,  has  ceased  to  exist, 

INDIAN  STAFF  CORPS  *  *"^  ^^®  rector  has  let  it  be  known  that 
Sir  S.  king  (Hull,  Central) :  ^«  ^«."'*1  devote  the  income  to  the  in- 
I  b«gr  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  f»™°V°"  *'  ^\l  ^""f^''  Model  School  of 
for  India  whether  he  'hw  yet  re-  boys  born  on  the  estate  or  failing  appli- 
oeived  an  answer  from  the  Government  T  ^°'  instruction  at  th.8  schoo  ,  to 
of  India  to 'his  dispatch  sent  fix)m  the  the  general  purposes  of  primary  educa- 
the  India  Office  at  the  end  of  May  this  *'r.'"  f  '*'''"**'  "'  ^^^  neighbourhood  of 
year,  on  the  subject  of  the  grievances  of  **  ®  emesne. 
officers  in  the  Staff  Corps  ;  whether  he  „„„  .„.  ,„  ,  .»,„„.„„  , 
is  now  in  a  position   to^  lay  upon   the  ^"^  ^«^'^"  LANGUAGE  IN  IRISH 
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grievances,  including  the  Memorandum  Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick^s)  :  I 
sabmitted  to  the  late  Commander-in-  l»eg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Chief  and  his  suggestions  thereon  ;  and  Lord  Lieutenant  for  Ireland  if  there  i» 
whether  any  decision,  and,  if  so,  what,  any  objection  to  appoint  Professors  of 
has  been  arrived  at  on  the  subject  ?  Irish  for  the  Teachers*  Training  College 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  in  Marlborough  Street,  Dublin,  under  the 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver-  direct  control  of  the  Commissioner,  and 
faampton,E.):  No  answer  has  been  received  if  there  are  objections,  in  what  these 
to  my  Despatch  regarding  the  promotion    objections  consist  ? 


3o9 


St.  Jamet't 


fCOUMONS} 


ftr*. 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  qaeetion  of 
appoiiitiug  B  ProfeMor  to  teach  IriBh  at 
thig  Traiuiug  Colle^  wan  referred  by 
the  Commission  ere  to  the  Professors  of 
the  Training  College  for  their  opinion  ; 
anii  their  unanimoiiB  reply  was  that  Irish 
couid  not  poHsiliy  be  introduced  into  the 
cnrriculum  of  the  College  except  by  the 
excIiisioD  of  some  other  subject  of 
certainly  more  practical  iniporl»uce. 

THE  TIRBK  UBOFTBRB. 
Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll- 
sbire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  de- 
maud  made  upon  certain  crofters  inTiree 
by  Mr.  Sproftt,  who  is  fiscal  and  also 
agent  tor  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  to  pay 
half  the  cost  of  the  erection  of  a  march 
dyke  ;  and,  whether,  in  tlie  absence  of 
any  agreement  to  contribute  to  the  erec- 
tion of  the  dyke,  they  can  be  legally 
compelled  to  do  SO? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.):  It  appears 
that  the  march  dyke  between  the  farm 
of  Greenhill  in  the  Island  of  Tiree  and 
the  adjoining  crofting  township  got  into 
disrepair,  and  that  the  tenant  asked  the 
township  to  join  in  putting  it  in  order. 
As  they  declined  to  do  so,  an  action  was 
brought  in  the  Shorifr  Court  by  ibe 
tenaut,  with  the  result  that  the  Sheriff' 
repelled  the  defence  stated  by  the 
crofters,  and  found  them  iKUind  to  execute 
the  repnirs,  giving  them  a  reasouable 
time  to  do  so.  The  time  having  elapsed 
without  the  croFters  executing  the  work, 
it  was  douc  at  the  sight  of  a  person 
appointed  by  the  Sheriff,  who  subse- 
quently gmnted  a  second  decree  for  the 
cost.  The  tenant,  I  understand,  has 
paid  his  part,  but  the  crofters  still  refuse 
to  pay  theirs.  As  the  qucNtion  of  lia- 
bility has  been  litigated  by  the  crofters, 
and  tliey  have  not  appealed  against  the 
Sheriff's  decision,  tliev  are  bound  to 
obey  the  decree  for  payment. 

1JIL.VT0RY  I'UIILICATIOK  OF  THE  ACTS 

OK  I'ABUAMENT. 

Sir  J.  LEXG   (Dundee)  ;    I  beg  to 

usk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 


causcd  to  the  members  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession, Clerks  of  the  Peace,  and  officials 
of  Public  Boards  by  the  dilatory  publica- 
tion  of    the    Acts   of   Parliameut  ;    and 


whether  anything  od  be  done  to  ei 
pedit«  the  publioation  of  the  volume  < 
Statutes  at  the  end  of  the  prant 
Session  P 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEKT,  Oldham) 
My  liOD.  Friend  is,  oo  doubt,  aware  thi 
the  separate  Acts  are,  subject  to  uufon 
seen  circumstauces,  published  at  ouci 
after  the  Royal  Assent  is  siguilted  an 
the  correctness  of  the  copy  proved.  Th 
question  of  the  most  convenient  date  fc 
the  publication  of  the  volume  was  nc 
long  ago  considered  by  n  Committe 
specially  appointed  for  the  purpose,  wh 
considered  that  the  volume  might  io  &■ 
ordinary  Session  be  in  the  hands  of  th 
public  l>efore  the  commencement  of  th 
Michaelmas  Term,  and  this  was  the  ai 
rangement  made,  A  great  deal  o 
editorial  and  other  work  in  conuectio 
with  the  volume  has  to  be  done  after  th 
close  of  the  Session,  and  it  was  judge 
that  if  the  publication  were  hurried— 
which  would  necessitate  leaving  ou 
valuable  information  now  given — tb 
public  -would  lose  more  than  it  gaiue 
l>y  the  quicker  issue.  I  can  assure  m 
hon.  Friend  that  both  I  and  the  Cod 
troller  of  the  Stationery  Office  are  full 
alive  to  the  importance  of  expeditiou 
publication  of  the  Statutes. 

ST.  JAMES'S  PARK. 
Mb.  JOHN  BURNS(BatterBea):  I  bej 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Workt 
whether  he  will  cause  to  be  re-opened 
for  children  to  play  upon,  several  of  th 
grass  plots  of  which  they  have  been  de 
prived  in  St.  James's  Park  ;  and  whethe 
he  will  follow  the  example  in  other  park 
and  reduce  the  height  of  all  the  railings 
and,  in  several  cases,  remove  eutirely  tb' 
high  and  ugly  cast-iron  Ailings  tba 
olwtruct  the  view  of  the  gardens  in  $t 
James's  Park  ? 
•The  first  COMMISSIONER  oi 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds 
Vf.)  :  1  should  like  to  point  out  that  St 
James's  Park  is  virtually  one  with  thi 
Green  Park.  If  the  amount  of  gT«s 
available  in  the  former  for  a  playgrouni 
is  insufficient,  children  can  cross  the  Mai 
to  the  Green  Park,  where  there  are  abou 
40  acres  of  grass  unencloaed.  The  beaut' 
of  the  flower  beds  and  lawns  in  8i 
James's  Park  is  a  special  feature,  wbici 
I  do  not  think  anyone  wishes  to  impaii 
But    I    am   anxious    that   the  enclosor 


The  Wett  Ham 
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loald  not  be  more  ibati  is  uecea«ftry,  and 

ive  given  directioad  for  a  portion  of 

B  grasa  in  the  aouth-east  eoruer  of  the 

trk  to  be    thrown    open.       A     lighter 

KUing,    whenever    prActicable,    will    be 

pibstituted   for  the   existing    fencing,  a 

deal    of    which    is    iiunecesi^ariljr 

leavy. 

Mk.      PIERPOINT     (WarrinKiou)  ; 

k3|I»;  I  aeic  the  right  hou.  Gentlemnii    if 

■  ]ie  can  see  liis  wu^  to  making  the  parkij 

I  little    more   ileueut    nud    euitable  for 

chihlren  by  putting  an  end  to  the  hideous 

ravings   of    political    and  religious    tuft 

LuDtera  ? 


^  [Ne 


»■] 


^WtHE  WK8T  HAM   TOWN  CLERKSHIPS, 
^^   Mr.  JOHN  UURNS  :    I  beg  lo  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govemineut 
Boanl  whether    his    attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  fact  that  the  Town  Clerk 
of   West  Ham,  besides  his  clerkship,  is 
also  filling  16  other  different  offices, 
occupancy  of  which  necessarily   coufl. 
with  the  proper  discharge  of  his  du 
to  the  West  Ham   Town  Council  ;  and 
whether  some  limit  should  be  placet 
the  nnmlier  of   offices  a    public    official 
ehould  hold  ? 

The  president  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefetre,  Bradford,  Central) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  several  offices 
held  by  the  Town  Clerk  of  West  Ham 
beyond  that  given  in  the  newspaper 
which  my  hou.  Friend  has  sent  tii  nie, 
but  if  the  facts  are  as  stated  the  offices 
wliich  he  holds  are  unusually  numcrons. 
But  I  have  no  jurisdiction  in  the 
mattor. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Am  I  to  nnder- 
Btand  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  not  power  to  prevent  town  clerks 
ftnd  clerks  to  Boards  of  Guardians  from 
taking  private  appoiatmentB  ?  I  have 
information  of  one  case  in  which 
tke  number  of  such  appointments  is  17, 
and  of  another  in  which  it  amounts  to  24 
— directly  conflicting  with  the  pecuniary 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  which  a  town 
clerk  should  watch. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  ad- 

Ttsed  that  I  have  no  jurisdiction  in  the 

matter  and  no  power  to  intervene. 

H  Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  May  I  ask  whe- 

^b     (her  the  right  hon.  Genttenmn  is  aware 

^^  that  Blast  and  West  Ham  are  supplied  trith 


gas  by  the  Gas  Company  to  which  the 
Town  Clerk  of  West  Ham  is  solicitor,  and 
ihat7d.  or  8d.  more  per  thousand  is  being 
paid  than  ought  to  be  F  la  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  aware  that  the  rates  in  that 
particular  district  arc  abnormally  high, 
and  that  there  are  complaints  of  ineffi- 
ciency and  mnlad  ministration  which  the 
rntepavers  lielieve  to  be  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Towu  Clerk  holds  these  IS 
offices  in  addition  to  that  of  Town 
Clerk  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  not 
had  any  complaints  on  the  subject,  I 
lielieve  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  correct  in 
saying  that  the  rates  are  very  high,  but. 
to  what  that  is  due  1  cannot  say, 

MR.JOHNBUBNS:  Do  I  understand 
tliat  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  will  de- 
cline to  seud  one  of  his  Inspectors  tO 
inquire  into  these  allegations  of  mal- 
administration, which  many  ratepayera 
believe  to  be  the  result  of  pluralism  ' 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  I 
wait  till  Bonie  official  complaint  is 
to  me.     No  such  complaint  has  yet  bei 

•SirC.  W.DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :    lu  the  i^veuC  of  appli 
being   made    to  the  Local    Government 
Board   to  know    whether    there    is  any 
reason    against    the   appointment 
particular  office  of    a  particular  peraoi 
inquiry  be  made   as  to  the  offict 
already    held    by    such     person  ?       Of 
course^  that  does    not    apply    to    town 
clerks. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  The  only 
case  in  which  1  have  jurisdiction  would 
lie  on  a  fresh  appointment  of  clerk  to  a 
Board  of  Guardians.  In  respect  to  that 
I  will  make  inquiries  in  the  direction 
indicated. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (.laliugton,  N.)  ;  May 
I  ask  whether  these  appointments  are 
not  made  by  the  Local  Authority, 
are  absolutely  appointed  by  the  peopl 
under  tfie  present  system  of .  u&iJija'Uj' 
Government  ?  .-i' 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERtLAIN  (Birming. 
ham,  W.)  :  I  was  goimg  to  ask  the  same 
question.  Is  it  vm  in  the  competence 
of  the  Town  Council  of  this  district  to 
make  arrangemlents  with  its  town  clerk 
as  to  payini^  him  sufficient  to  make  it 
unnecessar^y  for  him  to  hold  these  supple- 
mentary "jffices  ? 

Mr.   ^HAW-LEFEVRE  ;   I  heli. 
that  iM  so. 
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Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  rSt.  Pancras, 
E.)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  while  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  has  full  power  and  juris- 
diction over  clerks  to  Guardians  he  has 
no  power  whatever  over  clerks  to  Town 
Councils  and  Vestries  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have 
already  said  that  I  have  no  jurisdiction 
whatever  over  Town  Councils.  The 
only  case  in  which  I  could  interfere 
would  be  on  the  fresh  appointment  of  an 
officer  under  a  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
then  my  power  would  be  limited  to 
defining  what  the  salary  should  be. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  my  question  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  Un- 
doubtedly  a  Town  Council  has  full 
power  to  appoint  its  own  officers  and 
fix  their  remuneration. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Then  I  understand 
this  is  a  matter  entirely  for  local  arrange- 
ment, and  what  is  sought  is  that  the 
central  government  should  over-ride  the 
Local  Authority. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  Considering  the 
helplessness  displayed  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  in  taking  no  step  to 
prevent  a  grave  public  scandal,  I  give 
notice  that  when  the  salarv  of  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  is  under  considera- 
tion I  shall  move  to  reduce  it  by  £1,700, 
£100  for  each  berth  occupied  by  this 
gentleman. 

THE  PACIFIC  CABLE  ROUTE. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  decision  of  the  Ottawa 
Conference  to  recommend  a  complete 
survey  of  the  route  of  the  proposed  Pacific 
cable  and  the  conflicting  estimates  of  the 
cost  of  such  survey  that  have  been  pub- 
lished, he  has  any  official  information  at 
his  command  upon  which  a  trustworthy 
estimate  may  be  based  ? 

Ihe  P(9STMASTER  general 
(Mr.  A.  MoRL£'f',  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
only  information  Vt  my  command  is  that 

which  is  contained'^ 4"  *^®  "  ^^^''^^  ^^^ 
Sailing  Directions  "  ^  published  by  the 
Admiralty,  and  in  a  R^'^port,  published 
by  the  Government  of  the  ^nited  States, 
of  a  survey  of  the  Pacific  Kf^ween  Cali- 
fornia and  the  Hawaiian  Isla^fi^^  under- 
taken by  American  ships  in  w*^®  7^^^^ 
1891  and  1892.  (^ 


THE  AMERICAN  STRIKES. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  any  official 
corroboration  has  been  received  of  the 
reported  delay  and  destruction  of  Austra- 
lian and  New  Zealand  mails  via  San 
Francisco  during  the  recent  railway  strike 
riots  in  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  There  is  no 
foundation  for  the  statement  published 
in  certain  newspapers  that  I  have  received 
an  official  intimation  of  the  destruction  of 
mails  sent  via  San  Francisco. 

RINN  AND  BLACK  RIVER  DRAINAGE. 

'  Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  l)eg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  portions  of  the 
drainage  charge  in  the  districts  of  Rinu 
and  Black  River,  in  the  Counties  of 
Leitrim  and  Longford,  have  been  lately 
assessed  by  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  on  Alexander  O^Connor,  Drum- 
harkan,  Patrick  G'Donnell,  Mary  Foley, 
senior,  and  Mary  Foley,  junior  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  this  cnarge  hail  been 
previously  paid  by  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Commissioners  ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the 
liability  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
Commissioners,  as  proprietors  in  the 
terms  of  the  charging  order,  to  pay  off 
the  whole  of  this  drainage  charge  before 
disposing  of  the  glebe  lands  to  the  tenant 
purchasers  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Rinn  and  Black  River  Drainage 
District  Award  was  made  on  the  26th 
April,  1859,  and  the  charge  on  the  lauds 
referred  to  (Drumharkana  Glebe)  was  re- 
deemed in  1872  by  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Commissioners.  The  Drainage 
Trustees,  who  are  bound  to  maintain  the 
works  that  had  been  executed,  having 
neglected  to  do  so,  they  got  into  serious 
disrepair.  They  were  restored  by  the 
Board  of  Works  under  ''  The  Drainage 
Maintenance  Act,  1866,'*  at  a  cost  of 
£2,713  3s.  7d.,  which  is  repayable  by  the 
present  proprietors  in  24  half-yearly  in- 
stalments under  the  Board's  Charging 
Order  of  28th  April,  1894.  The  parties 
named  are  now  proprietors,  having  pur- 
chased their  holdings  under  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commission,  and  are  liable 
to  be  assessed  for  the  maintenance  of 
works. 
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OARLOW  LdNATIC  ASYLUM. 

Mb.  J.  HAMMOND  (Carlow)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  after  three  abortive  elections 
an  appointment  to  the  post  of  physician 
t3  the  Carlow  Lunatic  Asylum  has  been 
made  by  a  majority  of  the  Governors,  and 
whether  the  Board  of  Control  will  now 
ratify  the  appointment  ? 

Mr.  J  MORLEY  :  No  official  Report 
has  yet  been  received  of  the  proceedings 
at  the  recent  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Carlow  Asylam  in 
relation  to  the  appointmout  of  un  Assistant 
Medical  Officer,  though  it  appears  from 
a  newspaper  report  that  such  an  appoint- 
ment was  made  on  the  13th  instant. 
The  appointment,  however,  is  proba- 
tionary only  in  the  first  instance,  and 
will  require  to  be  confirmed  by  the 
Governors  at  a  meeting  to  be  held  not 
flooner  than  three  nor  later  than  six 
months  from  the  date  of  the  probationary 
appointment.  Should  the  appointment 
be  then  confirmed  by  the  Governors,  it 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
for  his  approval  pursuant  to  Statute. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.): 
Will  the  only  point  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  when  the  probationary 
term  comes  to  an  end,  bo  medical  fitness 
and  conduct  in  office,  and  have  no  reference 
to  antecedent  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  quite 
sure,  but  I  believe  that  is  so. 

SHOT  FIRING  IN  MINES. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinffhum,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  disasters  and  loss  of 
life  which  have  take  place  in  coal  mines 
through  the  presence  of  coal  dust  and 
the  dangerous  use  therein  of  shot-firing, 
the  Government  will  l>e  prepared  to  press 
forward  a  measure  next  Session  carrying 
out  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Coal  Dust,  in  their 
Report  on  16th  June,  1894,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  be  given 
further  powers  to  limit  and  prohibit  the 
use  of  gunpowder  in  fiery,  dry,  or  dusty 
mines  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTHy  Fife,  E.)  :  I  hope  next  Session 
to .  introduce    a  Bill   dealing   with   the 
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•matters  discussed  in  the  Report,  espe- 
cially with  regard  to  shot-firing  and  coal 
dust. 

DISEASE  AMONG  CANADIAN  CATTLE. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
when  the  evidence  taken  in  the  recent 
inquiry  into  the  lungs  of  certain  Canadian 
cattle  will  be  presented  to  the  House  ; 
and  whether  he  can  now  state  the  con- 
clusion at  which  the  Department  has 
arrived  thereon  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  SaflTron  Walden)  :    The  evidence 
in     question    is    of    a    very     technical 
character,    and   will   require  careful  re- 
vision, but  I  hope  it  will  not  be  long 
before  I  am  in  a  position  to  present  it  to 
the  House.     I  stated  on  the  12th  instant 
that   there   does    not    seem   to   be   any 
prospect  at  present  of  my  being  able  to 
dispense  with  the  normal  statutory  re- 
quirement of   slaughter  at  the   port  of 
landing  in  the  case  of   cattle  imported 
into  this  country  from  Canada,   and   I 
cannot  at  the  moment  add  to  this  state- 
ment.    I  propose,  however,  to  embody 
the  facts    upon  which  it  is    based    in  a 
reasoned  Minute  which  will  be  included 
in  the  other  Papers  to  be  presented. 

SECONDARY  EDUCATION  IN 
AYRSHIRE. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whe- 
ther the  Education  Department  is  aware 
that  the  grant  for  secondary  education  is 
being  distributed  in  Ayrshire  in  grants 
to  ex-VI.  scholars  in  elementary  schools 
in  the  county,  as  well  as  the  secondary 
schools  in  the  countv  ;  and  whether  this 
application  of  the  money  has  been 
sanctione<l  by  the  Department  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  scheme  for  the  distri- 
bution of  the  secondary  education  grant 
in  Ayrshire  provides  for  a  certain  amount 
being  assigned  to  scholars  in  state-aided 
schools,  who  have  passed  out  of  the 
standards  and  are  receiving  some  higher 
education.  Such  an  application  is  justi- 
fied by  the  purposes  of  the  grant. 

FISCAL  POLICY  IN  NBW  ZEALAND. 
Mr.  DIXOK  (Birmingham,  Edgbas- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the   Under  Secretary 
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of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  New  Zealand  Times 
(the  organ  of  the  Government)  of  9th 
Maj,  1894,  contains  a  leading  article 
advocating  the  substitution  of  paper 
currency  for  gold  and  silver;  whether 
the  Legislature  in  that  Colony  has  the 
power  to  pass  an  Act  for  that  purpose  ; 
and  whether  it  would  be  competent  for 
the  Crown  to  veto  such  an  Act  were  it 
passed  by  the  New  Zealand  Legislature  ? 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  Before  the  Under 
Secretary  replies,  may  I  ask  him  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  New  2^1and  Go- 
vernment is.no  more  responsible  for  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  New  Zealand 
Times  than  Lord  Rosobery  is  responsible 
for  the  opinions  of  the  London  Times  or 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  for 
the  sentiments  of  the  Freeman* s  Journal; 
and  also  is  he  aware  that  at  the  best-in- 
formed sources  of  information  in  London 
nothing  whatever  is  known  of  the  design 
attributed  to  the  New  Zealand  Govern- 
ment in  the  question  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
Before  I  reply  to  the  question  on  the 
Paper  I  will  answer  the  one  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Tipperary 
by  saying  that  I  know  nothing  about  the 
international  arrangement  between  the 
Government  and  the  Press  of  New  Zea- 
land to  which  he  has  called  my  attention. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edg- 
baston  has  showed  me  the  article  referred 
to  in  his  question.  But  I  think  he  must 
not  assume  that  because  a  particular 
measure  is  advocated  in  a  newspaper 
stated  to  be  an  organ  of  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment that  any  such  measure  will  be 
necessarily  adopted  by  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment. As  regards  the  two  last 
questions,  the  Colony  has  the  power  to 
pass  such  an  Act  as  that  suggested  in 
the  question.  The  Queen  has  power,  if 
she  should  be  so  advised,  to  disallow  such 
an  Act ;  and  the  Governor  is  required  by 
his  Instructions  to  reserve  for  the 
signification  of  Her  Majesty's  pleasure 
any  Bill  affecting  the  currency  of  the 
Colony  unless  in  a  case  of  urgent 
necessity. 

THE   PROVIDENT  ASSOCUTION    OF 

LONDON. 
Mr,  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
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dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  beeq  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  company,  styled  the  Provident 
Association  of  London,  more  especially 
to  the  issue  of  so-called  "House Property ; 
Bonds,'*  and  the  ballots  which  take  pface 
periodically  in  connection  with  them ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  dissatis- 
faction which  is  felt  by  a  number  of 
subscribers,  he  lias  power  to  order  aor 
investigation  into  the  afiairs  of  the 
company  in  order  to  remove  the  doubts 
which  exist  as  to  the  solidity  of  its 
position  ? 

The  president  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryck, 
Aberdeen,  S.)  :  The  circumstances  of 
the  company  have  not  recently  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  if  members  of  the  company 
holding  not  less  than  one-fifth  part  of 
the  whole  shares  of  the  company  for  the 
time  being  issued  apply  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  order  an  examination  into  the 
affairs  of  the  company  their  application 
shall  receive  careful  and  prompt  con-^ 
sideration  • 

PRECAUTIONS  .AGAINST    CHOLERA   IN" 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  a  possible 
visitation  of  cholera,  and  the  fact  that 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  England  has  deemed  it  ad- 
visable to  supplement  the  work  done  by 
the  permanent  ofRcials  by  the  re-appoint- 
ment of  extra  Medical  Inspectors  for 
another  year,  extra  Medical  Inspectors 
have  been  appointed  in  Ireland ;  and 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  Ireland  have  made  any  request  to  the 
Government  for  the  appointment  of  extra 
Inspectors  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Irish 
Board  are  satisfied  with  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  country  generally  and 
its  preparedness  to  resist  an  epidemic  of 
cholera  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :  Treasury  authority 
was  obtained  last  year  for  the  employ- 
ment of  an  additional  Inspector  for  a 
period  of  seven  months  for  special  work 
connected  with  precautionary  measures 
against  cholera.  This  term  of  employ- 
ment expired  on  March  3l8tlast.  A|)pli- 
cation  was  made  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  retain  the  services  of  this  tem- 
porary Medical  Inspector  for  five  months 
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longer  ;  but  as  no  positive  necessity  was 
shown  at  tlie  time  for  the  extra  expendi- 
ture involved,  I  was  of  opinion,  upon  the 
information  before  me,  that  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  then  approaching  the 
Treasury  in  the  matter.  In  some  locali- 
ties much  remains  to  be  accompli slied  in 
the  direction  of  improved  water  supplies, 
efficient  drainage,  and  the  removal  of 
nuisances ;  but  these,  1  apprehend,  are 
matters  for  the  attention  of  the  Board's 
permanent  staif,  which  contains  four 
Medical  Inspectors. 

REGISTRY  OF  DEEDS  OFFICE.  IRELAND. 

Mb^  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tory to  the  Treasury  whether  lie  is 
aware  that  a  Royal  Commission,  report- 
ing in  1 88 1  upon  the  Registry  of  Deeds, 
Ireland,  recommended  that  the  office 
hours  on  Saturday  should  be  from  10  till 
2  o'clock,  and  that  in  order  to  give 
effect  to  such  recommendation  the 
Registry  of  Deeds  Holidays  Act  was 
passed  in  1883  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  officials,  having  enjoyed  the 
Saturday  half -holiday  for  10  years,  are 
now  compelled  to  attend  from  half -past 
9  to  half-past  4  o^clock  on  alternate 
Saturdays,  not  only  in  direct  violation  of 
the  Statute,  but  also  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  August  15th,  1890,  which  re- 
served the  existing  privileges  of  all  Civil 
servants  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
restore  to  those  officers  the  regular  half- 
holiday  which  they  were  given  by  the 
Statute  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Cor- 
respondence upon  the  subject  which 
passed  between  the  Registrar  and  the 
Treasury,  in  order  that  the  matter  may 
be  discussed  when  the  Estimate  for  the 
Department  is  taken  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Act  of 
1883  requires  the  Registry  of  Deeds  to 
be  dosed  at  2  on  Saturdays  for  busi- 
ness. The  Treasury  are  advised  that 
this  provision  refers  to  business  with  the 
public,  and  does  not  exempt  the  staff 
from  the  ordinary  rules  as  to  attendance 
laid  down  by  Order  in  Council  for  the  Civil 
Service.  The  saving  provision  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  applies  only  to 
annual  holidays.  The  existing  staff  of 
the  Registry  of  Deeds  received  personal 
additions  to  their  salaries  when  the  seven 
hours  day  was  introduced,  and  the  rule 
of  half-holidays  on  alternate  Saturdays  is 
an  integral  part  of  that  system.    There 


is   no    correspondence    on  the     subject: 
which  could  usefully  be  published. 

IRISH  LIGHTS  BOARD. 
Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  ■ 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  can  give  a  cour 
tract  without  the  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the; 
Appledore  firm  employs  non-U nion  men 
at  less  than  current  Union  wages  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  ensure  that 
in  all  such  contracts  the  Fair  Wages  Re- 
solution passed  by  this  House  is  enforced  ? 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour)  :  At  che  same  time,  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  contracts 
for  the  repairs  of  vessels  under  the  con- 
trol of  tbe  Irish  Board  of  Lights  are 
given  away  by  the  Board  of  Trade  or  by 
the  Board  of  Irish  Lights  ;  whether  the 
tenders  recently  submitted  included 
tenders  from  two  Dublin  firms,  one  of 
which  had  already  satisfactorily  dis- 
charged contracts  for  the  Irish  Lights 
Board ;  and  whether  it  was  a  condition 
that  the  tenders  should  set  forth  the 
rate  of  wages  given  to  the  men  employed 
by  the  different  firms  ;  if  so,  whether  the 
contract  was  given  to  a  firm  that  pro- 
fessedly employed  men  at  wages  far 
under  the  standard  rate,  and  the  duty  of 
declaring  the  contract  was  discharged  by 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  or  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  consent  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  necessary  to  the 
validity  of  a  contract  accepted  by  the 
Irish  Lights  Commissioners.  I  have  no 
official  information  as  to  whether  the 
Appledore  firm  employ  non-Uniou  men  at 
less  than  current  Union  wages ;  but 
Appledore  being  a  small  place  it  is 
possible  that  the  rate  of  wages  obtaining 
there  may  be  lower  than  those  in  more 
populous  districts  ;  and  I  have  seen  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  they  are 
lower  I  ban  those  generally  current  in  the 
Bristol  Channel  District.  The  Irish 
Lights  Commissioners  are  not  a  Govern- 
ment Department,  and  I  am  advised  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  not  under  their 
statutory  powers  entitled  to  refuse  their 
consent  to  a  contract  made  by  the  Irish 
Lights  Commissioners,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Conmiissioners  have  not  made 
inquiries  regarding  the  rates  of  wages 
paid  by  a  contracting  firm.  In  conveying 
the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
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the  acceptance  of  the  tender,  the  Board 
of  Trade  have  urged  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights  the  propriety  of 
giving  effect  in  future  cases  to  the  reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons  of 
13th  February,  1891.  In  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the' 
Harbour  Division,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  contracts  referred  to  in  the  question 
are  entered  into  by  the  Irish  Lights 
Commissioners,  but  the  statutory  ap- 
proval of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  necessary 
to  the  completion  of  the  contract.  I  am 
informed  by  the  Irish  Lights  Com- 
missioners that  among  the  tenders 
recently  submitted  to  them  there  were 
tenders  from  two  Dublin  firms,  and  I 
understand  that  one  of  these  firms  has 
been  satisfactorily  employed  before  ;  but 
these  tenders  were  very  greatly  higher 
than  the  tender  accepted  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, subject  to  the  sanction  of  the 
Board.  The  Irish  Lights  Commissioners 
did  not  make  it  a  condition  that  the 
tenders  should  set  forth  the  rate  of 
wages  given  to  the  men  employed  by  the 
different  firms,  and  they  inform  me  that 
they  do  not  consider  it  their  duty  to 
make  any  inquiries  upon  this  point.  As 
I  have  explained  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  St.  Patrick's  Division  of 
Dublin,  the  Irish  Lights  Commissioners 
are  not  a  Government  department. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  May  I  ask 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the 
tenders  submitted  the  rate  of  wages  is  not 
set  forth  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
he  has  no  official  knowledge  of  the  rate 
of  wages,  but  will  he  refer  to  the  tenders 
themselves  ?  If  he  will  he  will  see  that  the 
rate  of  wages  to  be  paid  is  given,  and  if 
the  difference  in  the  estimates  is 
mainly  due  to  the  rate  of  wages,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  him- 
self justified  in  refusing  his  sanction  to 
the  contract  ? 

Mr.BRYCE  :  Speaking  from  memory, 
I  believe  the  rate  of  wages  is  not  set  out 
in  the  contract ;  but,  whether  it  is  or  not, 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  not  the  power 
to  refuse  their  sanction. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  defend  their  action  in  the 
matter  on  the  ground  that  they  have  no 
power,  and  that  the  acceptance  of  the 
contract  really  rests  with  the  Board  of 
Trade? 

Mr,  Bryce 


Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Board  of  Irish  Lights  have  made  any 
such  defence.  Such  conduct  in  the 
matter  would  be  entirely  in  contradiction 
to  the  view  that  they  have  expressed  to 
me. 

Mr.  field  :  Mav  I  ask  whether,  in 
the  communication  that  has  been  received 
from  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights,  and 
which  I  have  forwarded  to  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman,  there  are  any  statements 
which  would  bear  such  an  interpreta- 
tion ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  is  anv  statement  in  the  communioa- 
tion  referred  to  that  would  suggest  that 


view. 


LIVERPOOL  LAIRAGES. 


Mr.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  foreign  cattle  landed  at  the  Wood- 
side  and  Wallasey  lairages  in  Liverpool 
port  have  been  subjected  to  injurious 
treatment  through  the  want  of  a  sufficient 
reception  lairage,  as  required  by  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts  and 
by  the  Orders  in  Council  in  connection 
therewith  ;  will  he  explain  why  memorials 
upon  this  subject  from  the  trade  to  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  have  received  no 
attention  :  whether  the  landing  of  cattle 
at  night  in  the  absence  of  electric  light 
will  be  continued  ;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  an  inquiry  into  the  matter  com- 
plained of  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Representations 
have  recentlv  reached  me  from  one  of 
the  leading  importers  of  cattle  at  Liver- 
pool as  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  accom- 
modation provided  at  the  Foreign 
Animals  Wharves  at  that  port.  Those 
representations  have  received  attention, 
and  I  have  caused  inquiry  to  be  made  and 
have  been  in  communication  with  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  and 
with  my  correspondent  on  the  subject. 
The  pressure  experienced  appears  to  be 
due  to  the  exceptionally  heavy  imports 
of  live  stock  which  have  been  recently 
received  at  Liverpool,  and  to  the  reluct- 
ance of  owners  to  slaughter  until  the  last 
possible  moment  in  the  hope  of  some 
improvement  in  prices  being  manifested. 
I  do  not  anticipate  any  unwillingness  on 
the  part  of  the  Mersey  Board  to  provide 
additional  accommodation  if  the  expan* 
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sioQ'of  the  trade  should  continue*  aad  as 
evidence  of  this  I  may  saj  that  during 
1893  additional  provision  for  l;200 
cattle  was  made.  I  do  not  appear  to 
have  received  any  complaint  as  to  the 
insufficient  lighting  of  the  wharves  at 
night. 

Mb.  FIELD:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  send  some  competent  person 
to  make  inquiries  in  the  district  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  have  made 
inquiries. 

POACHING  ON  THE  SHANNON 
FISHERIES. 

Mb.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen^s  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Francis  Parrel  1,  Daniel  Farrell,  and  Pat- 
rick Farrell  were  convicted  at  the  Pat- 
rick's Well  (County  Limerick)  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  l7thApril  last  of  poaching 
in  the  Several  Fisherv  of  the  Shannon 
Fishery  Company,  and  fined  £5  each,  and 
that,  on  the  same  occasion,  they  were  con- 
victed and  fined  for  assaulting  one  of  the 
servants  of  the  company  ;  whether  these 
fines  were  reduced  by  the  Irish  Executive 
to  the  minimum  penalty  in  each  case — 
lOSi^  notwithstanding  the  protest  of  the 
company  ;  if  the  same  men  were  con- 
victed in  1892  of  assaults  ou  the  com- 
pany's water  bailiffs,  and  in  1893  of 
trespass  on  the  company's  property,  and 
if  the  fines  imposed  iu  1893  were  wholly 
remitted ;  and  if  he  will  state  the  grounds 
for  the  action  of  the  Irish  Executive  in 
this  case? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  The  question 
states  the  facts  with  substantial  accu- 
racy. The  mitigation  of  the  penalties 
referred  to  in  the  first  and  second  para- 
graphs applied  only  to  the  fines  inflicted 
for  the  breach  of  the  Fishery  Laws,  and 
did  not  extend  to  the  fines  imposed  for 
the  assaults  committed  ou  the  servants  of 
the  Fishery  Company.  As  stated  by  me 
in  replying  to  a  question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  on  the  10th 
July,    1893,   the   fines   inflicted   on  the 

Krsons  named  for  a  breach  of  the  Fishery 
kws  in  the  previous  April  were  wholly 
remitted  by  the  Lords  Justices  after  con- 
sultation with  the  local  Justices,  who 
had  expressed  approval  of  this  course. 
The  Magistrates  who  convicted  at  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  17th  April,  for  the  more 
recent  offence,  also  recommended  a  reduc- 


tion of  th^  fishery  fines  to  10s.  in  each 
case,  and  this  recommendation,  as  I  have 
pointed  out,  was  acted  upon  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant. 

THE  CASE  OF  H.  J.  MACFARLANE. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  would  state  under  what 
circumstances  and  on  what  ground  Mr. 
H.  J.  MacFarlaue  was,  iu  1886,  dis- 
missed from  the  position  of  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  Inspector;  if  the  only 
foundation  for  a  charge  against  him  was 
withdrawn  ;  and  if  there  was  any  reason 
why  he  should  not  have  been  entitled 
to  a  pension  on  withdrawal  from  his 
office  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Mr.  MacFarlaue 
was  removed  from  the  position  of  In- 
spector under  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  1886  for  grave  inegularities  on 
his  part  iu  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
and  the  persistent  manner  in  which  he 
disregarded  his  instructions.  He  was 
treated  with  the  utmost  consideration 
while  he  was  an  Inspector,  and  it  was 
not  until  his  irregular  and  unsatisfactory 
conduct  reached  such  a  point  that  his 
retention  in  office  could  not  be  any  longer 
tolerateil  without  great  detriment  to  the 
Public  Service  that  his  dismissal  became 
necessary.  The  charges  against  him 
were  never  withdrawn.  Mr.  MacFarlaue 
had  not  served  the  minimum  period 
which  would  have  entitled  him  to  a 
pension  even  if  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  his  removal  had  been  such  as 
to  justify  the  Department  in  recommend- 
ing him  for  one. 

THE  SOCIAL  DEMOCRATS  AND  THE 

POLICE. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  Sunday  evening  last, 
whilst  a  small  and  orderly  meeting,  for 
which  leave  had  been  obtained,  was 
l>eing  held  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Kentish  Town  branch  of  the  Social 
Democratic  Federation,  the  speaker,  Mr. 
John  Yallop,  was  arrested  by  the  police, 
and  conveyed  to  the  district  police 
station  ;  whether  the  place  is  a  recognised 
meeting  place  for  religious  and  other 
bodies  ;  and  whether  he  will  instruct  the 
policp'  to  give  the  Social  Democrats  the 
same  freedom  iu  respect  to  meetings  on 
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this     place    as    is    given    to    religiooa 
bodies  ? 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  :  This  question  affects  my  coostitn- 
eocy,  but  I  confess  I  do  not  understand  it. 
I  want  to  ask  the  Hpme  Secretary  whe- 
ther this  is  a  recognised  meeting  place 
for  religious  and  other  bodies  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  do  not,  I  confess, 
exactly  understand  the  hon.  Member *s 
question.  With  regard  to  the  question 
on  the  Paper,  I  am  informed  that  the 
Police  Reports  show  that  on  Sunday  even- 
ing, the  8th  instant,  a  meeting  was  held 
at  Heath  Street,  Hampstead,  and  was 
addressed  by  Mr.  Yallop.  Complaint 
was  made  to  a  police-constable  of  annoy- 
ance caused,  and  there  was  actual  ob- 
struction to  foot  passengers.  This  was 
pointed  out  by  the  police-constable  to 
Mr.  Yallop,  who,  however,  persisted  in 
speaking,  and  ultimately  the  police-con- 
stable asked  Mr.  Yallop  to  accompany 
him  to  the  police-station  to  see  the 
Inspector.  While  on  the  way  to  the 
station  the  police-constable  distiuctly 
told  Mr.  Yallop  that  he  was  not  in 
custody.  Small  meetings  which  do  not 
cause  actual  obstruction  are,  I  am  in- 
formed, occasionally  held  at  this  particular 
place.  It  is  a  well-understood  rule,  and 
one  to  which  the  police  are  instructed  to 
conform,  that  strict  impartiality  is  to  be 
shown  in  dealing  with  meetings,  religious 
or  otherwise. 

THE  ROYAL  ARSENAL,  WOOLWICH. 

Mr.  KEIR'HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  is  aware  that  84  of  the  85  men  em- 
ployed in  the  fuze  department  of  the 
Laboratory  of  the  Royal  Arsenal, 
Woolwich,  refused  to  take  out  their  pay 
lines  last  week  on  the  score  that  the  rates 
were  unsatisfactory  ;  whether  the  men 
have  frequently  complained  to  the  fore- 
man about  their  pay  without  obtaining 
redress  ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made  into  the  circumstances 
with  a  view  to  removing  any  grounds 
for  dissatisfaction  with  the  rates  of  pay 
which  mav  exist  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr. 
Wood  ALL,  Hanley)  (who  replied)  said  : 
Seventy-six  men  out  of  150  employed 
on  fuze  work  refused  their  pay  tickets 
last  week,  but  made  no  complaints 
as  to  their  rates  of  pay  or  gave  any  ex- 

Mr,  KeiT'Hardie 


planation  of  their  action  either  to  their 
foreman  or  other  authorities.  The 
average  rate  of  pay  of  these  labourers 
since  the  introdnction  of  the  48  hour 
system  has  been  27b.  8d.  per  week.  On 
this  occasion,  owing  to  slackness  of  work, 
the  pay  fell  to  2os.  8d.  It  will  this 
week  again  rise  to  or  above  the  average. 
Slackness  of  work  must  either  be  met  by 
suspension  of  men  or  by  their  earning 
less  wages. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  wonld  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  is  not  the  fact 
that  these  men  went  over  a  month  ago 
to  the  foreman  to  complain  of  the  rate  of 
wages,  and  got  no  satisfactory  reply,  in 
consequence  of  which  they  determined  to 
have  attention  called  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  I  am  not  aware 
whether  that  is  the  fact.  I  am  inquiring 
into  the  whole  matter,  and,  of  course,  if 
there  is  any  reasonable  ground  to  lead  to 
the  belief  that  there  is  a  grievance,  it  will 
receive  attention.  The  figures  I  have 
quoted  show,  at  any  rate,  that  the  men 
in  the  department  in  question  have  no 
substantial  ground  of  complaint. 

TENDERS  FOR  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  C.  SHAW  (Stafford)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  recentiv,  and  for 
the  first  time,  the  usual  forms  of  tender 
for  certain  hardware  stores  for  the  use  of 
the  Navy  have  been  accompanied  by  an 
official  Circular  to  the  effect  that  all 
goods  tendered  for  must  be  wholly  pro- 
duced on  the  premises  of  the  contractor, 
and  that  the  wages  paid  to  the  workmen 
must  be  at  the  usual  average  rate  paid  in 
the  district  for  adult  labour  in  that  class 
of  work  ;  and  whether  he  will  under- 
take that  similar  notices  shall  accompany 
all  tender  forms  in  the  future  in  respect 
to  Navy  boots  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Ciitheroe)  :  In  the 
case  of  contracts  for  locks,  the  Admi- 
ralty have  found  it  necessary  to  guard 
against  evils  disclosed  by  inquiries  which 
they  made  last  year  by  requiring  all  the 
locks  to  be  wholly  manufactured  upon 
the  premises  of  the  firm  tendering.  It 
does  not  follow  that  a  similar  stipulation 
is  necessary  in  other  cases — for  example, 
the  case  of  boots.  The  greater  part  of 
the  work  on  Navy  boots  is  done  in  fac- 
tx)ries.      But   in   Northamptonshire   and 
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other  districts  it  has  loog  been  the 
castoin  to  employ  outworkers  to  do  a 
certain  portion  of  the  work.  Such  in- 
formation as  we  possess  points  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  is  done  are  not  unsatisfactory, 
and  are  totally  different  from  those  which 
proved  objectionable  in  the  lock  trade. 
j?be.4^dmii:alty  dp  not,  therefore,  propose 
to  issue  atiy  notice. 

THE  CONTRACT  FOR  METROPOLITAN 
POLICE  BOOTS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington, 
West)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
there  is  any  clause  in  the  present  con- 
tract for  Metropolitan  Police  boots  which 
•would  prevent  the  boots  from  being 
passed  in  the  same  way,  and  by  the  same 
Doard,  or  a  Board  similar  to  that  which 
passes  the  Army  boots,  instead  of  by  one 
examiner  at  a  salary  of  about  £150 
a  year  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  have  this  done  until  the  contract 
in  question  expires  ;  and  whether,  as  the 
conditions  of  the  contract  in  question  is  a 
public  document,  he  will  lay  it  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No  complaints  have 
been  received  as  regards  the  inefficiency 
of  the  present  system  of  examination.  It 
was  adopted  after  very  careful  considera- 
tion, and  there  are  no  sufficient  reasons 
for  making  any  change.  With  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph,  I  must  defer  the 
final  answer,  as  I  am  in  consultation 
with  other  Government  Departments  on 
the  subject. 

THE    LUNACY    COMMISSIONERS' 
REPORT. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON  (for  Dr. 
Kenny)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
reference  to  the  directions  he  gave  to  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  in  1885  to  issue 
their  annual  Report  earlier  in  the  year, 
when  the  Report  for  1893  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  The  Report  was 
sent  to  the  House  of  Lords  on  the  18th 
June  and  presented  to  Parliament  on  the 
19th  June.  I  am  informed  that  it  will  bo 
circulated  on  Saturday. 

THE  SCOTCH  LUNACY  BOARD. 
Mr.    HARRINGTON     (for     Dr. 
Kennt)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 


Scotland  when  the  annual  Report  of  the 
Scotch  Lunacy  Board  will  be  presented 
to  Parliament  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  in- 
formed  by  the  General  Board  of  Lunacy 
for  Scotland  that  their  Report  will  be 
ready  for  presentation  to  Parliament  by 
the  end  of  this  month. 

THE  REPOKT  ON  IRISH  LUNATICS. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (for  Dr. 
Kenny)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
when  the  annual  Report  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Lunatics  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Adylums 
are  using  every  effort  to  complete  their 
annual  Report  for  the  year  1893 — the 
greater  part  of  which  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers — and  that  they  expect  it  will 
be  ready  for  presentation  before  the  end 
of  the  present  month. 

THE  CONGO  STATE. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  been  kept  informed  by  the 
Government  of  the  Congo  State  with 
regard  to  the  nature  of  the  correspon- 
dence between  the  latter  Government  and 
that  of  the  French  Republic  as  to  the 
recent  Convention  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Sovereign  of  the 
Congo  State  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  apply  to  this  question  the 
answer  which  I  gave  to  another  question 
on  Monday — namely,  that  I  am  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  make  any  state- 
ment with  reference  to  communications 
with  the  French  Government  respecting 
the  Convention. 

A  JOURNAL  FOR  AGRICULTURE. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  heir  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  he  has  yet  com- 
pleted the  arrangements  for  the  issue  by 
his  department  of  a  periodical  journal 
for  asrriculture  on  the  same  lines  as  the 
Board  of  Trade  Journal  f 

Mr.  H.GARDNER:  As  my  hon.  Friend 
is  aware,  it  has  for  some  time  past  been 
my  desire  to  make  some  movement  in 
the  direction  indicated  in  his  question, 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  Treasury 
have  now  placed  at  my  disposal  fundia 
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for  thjB  purpose.  We  propo^  to  make 
the  journal  a  medium  for  conTeyin^  in- 
formatioD  as ,  to  matters  of  interest  in 
connection  with  agriculture  at  home  and 
abroad,  the  crop  prospects  in  foreign 
countries,  and  other  particulars  obtained 
from  sources  of  intelligence  to  which  we 
have  access.  We  shall  also  include  notes 
on  dairying,  fruit  farming,  poultry  rear- 
ing, and  the  smaller  rural  industries,  to- 
gether with  short  accounts  of  noxious 
insects  and  fungi.  Certain  statistics  as 
to  agricultural  production,  imports  and 
exports,  and  prices  will  also  be  given. 
The  Arst  part  will  be  issued  early  in 
September  at  the  price  of  6d. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thauet)  : 
Will  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  state  what 
is  the  amount  of  the  funds  for  this  pro- 
posal ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  I  am  not  in  a 

position  to  state. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Who  will  be  the  registered  pro- 
prietor of  this  journal  in  case  it  should 
be  necessary  to  bring  against  it  actions 
for  libel  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  suppose  it  will 
be  registered  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Board  of  Trade  Journal. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  How 
is  it  proposed  tq  circulate  this  journal  ? 
Is  it  to  be  circulated  among  the  farmers 
or  the  Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Exactly  in  the 
same  way  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
Journals 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  the  journal 
will  give  information  as  to  the  cost  of 
sending  agricultural  produce  to  the 
market  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  cannot  give 
any  information  upon  that  point.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  buy  the  first  number  he 
will  see  for  himself. 

ALLEGED  MISCONDUCT  OF  OFFICERS 
Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  conduct  of 
certain  officers  in  Birr  Barracks  upon  a 
recent  occasion,  and  the  reported  attack 
made  by  them  upon  the  female  servants 
of  another  officer  ;  and  what  steps  have 
been  taken  to  investigate  the\  charges 
made  ? 


Mr.  H.  Gardner 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received  a 
Report  of  the  alleged  occurrences  referred 
to.  Seven  summonses  have  been  issued  Id 
connection  with  this  matter,  and  the  case 
will  be  investigated  by  the  Magistrates  at 
Petty  Sessions  to-morrow. 

THE  TRANSVAAL  VOLKSRAAP. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Transvaal' Volksraad  have  passed  a  Bill 
gravely  restricting  the  right  of  public 
meeting,  forbidding  all  outdoor  meetings^ 
and  giving  the  police  power  to  attend 
and  disperse  by  force  of  arms,  on  their 
own  responsibility,  out-of-door  meetings^ 
and  any  other  meeting  of  more  than  five 
persons  ;  whether  the  severe  penalty  of 
two  years^  imprisonment  and  £500  fine  is 
fixed  for  a  breach  of  this  oppressive  law  ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
propose  to  protest  against  this  grave  in* 
fringemcnt  of  the  liberties  of  British 
subjects  resident  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  have  not  yet 
received  any  official  information  on  the 
subject. 

THE  RE-ADDRKSSING  OF  POST  CARDS. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General^ 
whether  post  cards  and  halfpenny 
letters  are  liable  to  a  second  charge 
iu  cases  in  which  the  persons  to  whom 
they  are  addressed  have  permanently- 
changed  their  address  and  have  given 
notice  of  the  change  to  the  local  post 
office  with  the  request  that  all  letters 
should  be  delivered  at  their  new  address  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  By  halfpenny 
letters  I  understand  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  mean  not  letters  proper,  but 
circulars  and  other  documents  trans- 
missible at  the  halfpenny  rate.  On  all 
such  postal  packets,  as  well  as  post-cards, 
a  second  charge  is  levied  in  every  case  of 
re-direction. 

A  TRADE  DISPUTE  IN  SOUTH 
WALES. 

Mr.  R  a  N  D  E  L  L  (Glamorgan, 
Gower)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  arising  out  of  a  tinplate 
trade  dispute,  the  workpeople  interested 
held  a  demonstration  at  Gorseinon,  near 
Swansea,   on   the  26th   June  last,  and. 
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though  orderljy  were  churged  and  batoned 
by  a  small  body  of  police ;  that  many 
perBons  who  took  no  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings were  chased  bcross  the  common 
and  severely  wounded  by  the  police ; 
that  in  the  early  mominff  of  the  follow- 
ing day  some  18  or  20  tmplate  workers 
M'ere  resting  in  a  timber  yard  by  permis- 
sion of  the  proprietor,  and  whilst  many 
of  them  were  asleep,  were  attacked  and 
bludgeoned  over  and  through  a  barbed 
wire  fencing  which  encloses  the  premises, 
and  seriously  injured  by  the  police ; 
can  he  state  at  whose  instance,  and  by 
what  authority,  this  attack  was  made  ; 
and  whether  a  full  inquiry,  at  which  the 
injured  persons  may  be  represented  and 
heard,  will  be  made  into  the  conduct  of 
the  police  on  the  occasions  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  received 
a  report  from  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Glamorganshire,  which  traverses  most 
of  the  statements  in  the  question.  I  am 
asking  for  further  information . 


CONCILIATION    BILLS. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
strong  representations  made  in  favour  of 
•the  Second  Reading  and  reference  to  a 
Grand  Committee  of  the  Conciliation 
Bills  of  the  Government  and  of  the  Lon- 
don Conciliation  Board,  it  is  intended  to 
press  them  forward,  and,  if  absolutely 
necessary,  to  give  some  time  for  a  Second 
Reading  discussion  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  My  hon.  Friend  is  well 
aware  that  the  Government  arc  anxious 
that  these  two  Bills  should  \ye  referred  to 
8  Grand  Committee ;  and  I  can  assure 
him  that  I  am  very  sensible  of  the  strong 
wish  that  exists  outside  this  House  that 
the  subject  should  be  dealt  with  in  the 
present  Session — ^as  I  understand  that 
there  is  no  serious  opposition  to  either 
Bill  in  any  part  of  this  House.  I  cannot 
but  hope  that  the  Second  Reading  of 
both  may  be  forthwith  taken  by  consent, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  no  objec- 
tion is  raised  to  the  principles  of  the 
Bills,  and  that  the  discussion  of  their  de- 
tails is  a  matter  eminently  fit  for  a  Grand 
Committee. 

THE  UNIFICATION  OF  LONDON. 
Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
President    of     the    Local     Government 
Board  whether  the  Report  of  the  Unifi- 


cation of  London  Government  Commis- 
sion is  likely  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
before  the  end  of  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFE VRE  :  The  answer 
is  "Yes." 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Report  is  in  print,  and  only 
awaits  signature  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  That  I  do 
not  know. 

THE  OTTAWA  INTER-COLONUL 
CONGRESS. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  any  authorised  Report  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Ottawa  Inter-Colon lal 
Congress  will  be  furnished  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  Members  of  this  Housc^ 
and  will  the  Earl  of  Jersey *s  Report  to 
the  Government  also  be  printed  and 
circulated  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Lord  Jersey  will  iu 
due  course  make  a  Report  on  the  subject 
of  his  Mission,  but  until  it  has  been 
received  and  considered  it  is  impossible 
to  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  it. 
It  is  understood  that  a  shorthand  report 
was  taken  of  the  proceedings  of  the  con- 
ference, but  thsre  has  not  yet  been  time 
for  any  Papers  on  the  subject  to  reach 
England. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Will  that  Re- 
port be  circulated  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON :  Until  we  get  Lord 
Jersey's  Report  we  cannot  say. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Colonial  Conference  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mr. S.BUXTON  :  When  we  know  the 
nature  of  that  conference,  and  how  far  it 
may  have  been  confidential,  I  shall  be  in 
a  better  position  to  answer  that  question. 

THE  SALARIES  OF  THE  SCOTTISH 
LAW  OFFICERS. 
Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  now  that  he  has 
finished  consideration  of  the  terms  of 
remuneration  of  the  English  Law  Officers^ 
he  is  iu  a  position  without  delay  to 
redeem  the  pledge  given  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  on  3 1st  Mav  last  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  to  proceed  to  the 
readjustment  of  the  present  inadequate 
salaries  of  the  Scottish  Law  Officers  ? 
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Thb  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  have  beeo  much  occupied  lately,  hut  I 
will  uow  consider  the  question  of  the 
salaries  of  the  Scottish  Law  Of^cers, 
with  a  view  to  placing  them  on  a  more 
adequate  footing. 

COMPOUNDING    FOR    STAMP    DUTY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  Inland  Revenue 
have,  without  asaiguiog  any  reason, 
declared  that  they  will  not  exercise  the 
discretion  vested  in  them  by  a  recent  Act 
to  allow  Limited  Liability  Companies  to 
compound  for  Stamp  Duty  on  transfers 
by  an  annual  payment,  and  therefore 
have  refused  in  every  case  recently  to 
allow  a  composition  ;  and  has  this  action 
been  taken  on  instructions  from  the 
Treasury  ;  and,  if  so,  by  what  authority 
do  the  Treasury  claim  the  power  to  direct 
a  Department  not  to  act  on  a  Statute  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  facts  are 
as  stated  in  the  iirst  part  of  the  question. 
The  Board  in  this  matter  have  exercised 
the  discretion  vested  absolutely  in  them 
by  Section  llo  of  the  Stamp  Act,  1891. 
The  fact  is  that  experience  has  shown 
the  Board  that  it  is  not  expedient  that 
the  composition  for  Stamp  Duty  autho- 
rised by  the  section  referred  to  should  be 
made  with  regard  to  Limited  Liability 
Companies.  The  Treasury  would,  if 
time  had  permitted,  have  introduced  a 
clause  in  an  Omnibus  Bill  to  repeal  the 
section  authorising  agreements  for  com- 
position in  the  case  of  such  companies. 
Pending  this,  the  Board,  by  virtue,  as  I 
have  said,  of  their  discretionary  power, 
do  practically  refuse  to  allow  companies 
to  compound. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question.  What  biisi- 
ness  have  the  Treasury  to  meddle  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  with  another  Depart- 
ment which  is  held  by  Statute  to  be  iu 
their  discretion  ? 

•Sir  VV.  HARCOURT:  The 
Department  naturally  consults  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject.  The  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  does  now  exercise 
this  discretion  with  regard  to  allowing 
composition  ;  but  it  has  been  decided  to 
propose,  when  an  opportunity  occurs, 
to  repeal  the  section  of  the  Act  autho- 
rising this  discretion  in  the  case  of  these 


Limited  Liability  Companies.  I  had 
intended  to  introduce  a  clause  into  the 
Bill  I  have  referred  to  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  it  the 
Treasury  which  repeals  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment or  Parliament  itself  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUJtT  :  The  Treasury 
does  not  repeal  Acts  of  Parliament  at  all. 
The  Act  of  Parliamfint  gives  discretion 
to  the  Inland  Revenue  to  grant  or  refuse 
compensation,  and  the  Inland  Revenue 
have  exercised  that  discretion  by  re- 
fusing, as  they  have  statutory  power 
to  do. 

THE  BELFAST  TELEGHAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  is  aware 
that  at  Belfast  lads  uuder  18  years  of 
age  are  employed  as  telegraphists  in  the 
Telegraph  Department  at  12s.  a  week  on 
duties  extending  to  1.30  a.m.,  contrary  to 
regulations  ;  and  will  steps  be  taken  to 
remedv  this  state  of  things  ? 

Mr',  a.  MORLEY  :  It  is  the  case 
that  five  or  six  of  the  junior  temporary 
telegraphists  uow  employed  iu  the  Belfast 
Office  are  engaged  on  duties  which  extend 
to  1.30  a.m.  This  is  not  contrary  to 
regulations,  but  the  Postmaster  is  en- 
deavouring so  to  re-adjust  the  duties  as  to 
exempt  all  youths  under  18  years  of  age 
from  attendance  after  midnight,  and  it  is 
liopeii  that  this  arrangement  may  be 
found  practicable  for  the  future. 

THE  BELFAST  SCHOOL  OF  TELEGRAPHY. 

Mr.  YOUNG:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  he  is  aware  that 
16  learners  attending  the  School  of 
Telegraphy  at  Belfast  were  recently  ad- 
vised to  seek  employment  elsewhere,  as 
there  was  little  or  no  hope  of  their 
obtaining  employment  iu  the  Telegraph 
Service ;  and  whether  these  youths  were 
admitted  to  the  school  on  the  under- 
standing that  if  they  passed  their  exami- 
nations successfully  they  would  receive 
appointments  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  It  appears  on 
inquiry  that  employment  for  four  hours  a 
day  (the  other  four  hours  to  be  spent  in 
learning  telegraphy)  was  offered  to  seven 
out  of  16  learners  at  Belfast,  but  was 
only  accepted  by  two.  It  has  not  been 
practicable  to  find  employment  for  the 
other  nine,  and  some  of  them  were  ad- 
vised to  seek  employment  elsewhere,  but 
they  were  informed  that  they  would  be 
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sent  for  in  torn  as  Taeanciea  oocarred. 
it  is  not  the  case  that  these  joaths  were 
permitted  to  learn  telegraphj  on  the 
nnderstanding  that  if  ther  passed  their 
examinations  saocessfnllj  thej  would  re- 
ceive appointments. 

AJiLSaED  SUPPRfiSBION  OF  AN  IRISH 

MEETING. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  question 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private  notice 
-^namely,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  paragraph  in  the  Dublin 
Daily  Independent  of  Monday  last  from 
a  Nenagh  correspondent,  stating  that  a 
public  meeting  which  was  to  have  been 
held  on  the  previous  Sunday  at  a  place 
six  miles  from  Nenagh  for  the  purpose  of 
denouncing  a  glaring  case  of  land-grab- 
bing had  been  suppressed  by  an  order 
-Issued  the  night  previous,  and  that  a 
large  body  of  police  prevented  the  meet- 
ing being  held  ;  and  whether  there  is  any 
fonndation  for  the  report  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  re- 
ceived my  hon.  Friend's  private  com- 
munication, but  to  the  best  of  my  belief 
there  is  do  foundation  for  the  report.  I 
am  not  quite  sure,  but  I  think  not. 

THE   LOCAL  VETO  BILL. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  :  I  desire  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when 
be  intends  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  establish  local  control  over  the 
liquor  tratlic  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sir,  I  made 
a  statement  on  the  subject  yesterday. 

I.  ^  ADJOURNMENT. 

(a^J^ublic  Business  (Ministerial 
y^  Statement). 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,  Member  for 
West  Bristol,  rose  in  his  place,  and  asked 
leave  to  move  the  Adjouniment  of  the 
Honse  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  import- 
ance— namely,  *'  the  statement  made 
yesterday  hy  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  Public  Business  during  the 
remainder  of  the  Session ; ''  but  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  not  having  been 
signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on  those 
Members  who  supported  the  Motion  to 
rise  in  their  places,  and  not  less  than  40 
Members  having  accordingly  risen  : — 


•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said :  Sir, 
I  certainly  do  not  intend  in  any  way  to 
apologise  for  occupying  for  a  short  time 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  this  matter 
in  the  only  way  it  is  possible  to  call 
attention  to  it,  because  I  think  there 
never  was  an  occasion  when  a  sub- 
ject more  urgently  demanded  discussion 
than  the  statement  made  by  the  Cban- 
oellor  of  the'  Exchequer  yesterday. 
What  was  that  statement  ?  1  think  it 
was  received  by  the  gn^eat  majority  of 
this  House  with  a  feeling  of  disappoint- 
ment and  surprise,  a  feeling  by  no  means 
confined  to  Members  of  the  ordinary 
Opposition.  I  do  not  mean  that 
many,  if  any,  Members  were  disap- 
pointed by  the  list  of  measures  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  it  was  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  withdraw,  and  which  have  now  dis- 
appeared froi|p  t)ie  Order  Book.  I  cannot 
suppose  that  i^e  least  experienced  Mem- 
l)er  of  this  House  cannot  have  realised, 
many  weeks  before  t^is  time,  that  these 
measures  were  nothing  more  than 
promises  never  expected  to  be  fulfilled. 
Her  Majesty's  Grovernment,  in  the  most 
solemn  way  known  to  Parliament,  in- 
serted in  the  gracious  speech  from  the 
Throne,  a  notice  of  their  intention  to  ask 
Parliament  to  reform  completely  our 
system  of  Parliamentary  registration, 
to  adopt  their  favourite  nostrum 
of  one  man  one  Vote,  to  dis- 
establish and  disendow  the  Churches  in 
Scotland  and  Wales,  to  give  to  the  people 
direct  control  over  the  liquor  traffic — well- 
known  items  from  the  celebrated  New- 
castle Programme — bubbles  blown  to 
delude  votes  for  other  objects,  which 
have  now  burst  and  disappeared  into 
space.  Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether  any 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  regrets  the 
disappearance  of  these  measures,  or  is 
disappointed  by  their  fate.  For  myself, 
at  auy  rate,  I  pretend  to  no  such  feeling. 
They  never  ought  to  have  been  proposed 
or  suggested  by  a  responsible  Govern- 
ment, and  I  am  glad  that  they  have  dis- 
appeared. The  disappointment  to  which 
I  allude  is  of  a  very  different  kind.  May 
I,  in  a  couple  of  sentences,  remind  the 
House  of  the  parliamentary  history,  so 
far  as  it  affects  the  House  of  Commons, 
of  the  last  two  years  }  This  Parliament 
was  called  together  in  the  summer  of 
1892.  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
not  in  a  hurry — were  wisely  and  properly 
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not  iu  a  hukiy--^tb  -subimt  tO'  Parlia- 
ment any  list  of  the  measures  irhieh  they 
intended  to  propose.  They  delayed  to 
call  Parliament  together  for  the  work  of 
legislation  until-  the  31st  of  Januarj, 
1893,  and  since  that  3l8t  of  January, 
with  the  exception,  I  think,  of  five 
we^s  last  autumn,  and  a  month 
last  winter,  this  House  has  been  in 
practically  permanent  Session  without 
those  ordinary  reliefs  from  our 
labours  which  have  been  known  in 
the  history  of  all  previous  Parliaments. 
Sir,  I  believe  we  are  all  tired  to  death  of 
this.  I  believe  that  is  a  feeling  which 
is  shared  by  all  of  us,  from  the  'Leader  of 
the  House  to  the  youngest  Member 
among  us,  and  I  think  I  might  even 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  who  are  spe* 
ciaily  anxious  for  shortening  the  hours  of 
labour  of  the  working  classes  throughout 
the  country  whether  among  them  there 
might  not  be  found  some  who  would 
most  readily  admit  that  the  far  more 
arduous  and  more  difficult  task  of 
administering  and  legislating  for  this 
great  country  ought  not  to  be  at- 
tempted by  jaded  and  wearied  men 
and  cannot  be  successfully  conducted 
except  by  Ministers  and  Members  of 
Parliament  who,  at  any  rate,  for  a  con- 
siderable time  during  the  course  of  every 
year,  are  free  from  the  harassing  and 
engrossing  work  of  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  I  think,  him- 
self readily  admitted  the  argument  which 
I  venture  to  put  before  the  House.  He 
has  said,  if  I  remember  aright,  that  con- 
tinuous and  continued  work  is  neither 
good  for  the  House  of  Commons  or  for 
the  country.  In  the  whole  course  of  the 
present  year  the  policy  of  bringing  the 
Session  to  a  conclusion  in  a  reasonable 
time  has  been  avowed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  on  April  the  9th, 
many  weeks  earlier  than  I  think  ever  fell 
to  the  lot  of  any  former  Leader  of  this 
Heuse— he  invited  the  House,  and 
successfully  invited  the  House,  to  give 
up  for  Government  business  Tuesdays 
and  Morning  Sittings  on  Fridays,  he 
then,  I  am  sure,  accepted  that  principle. 
When,  again,  on  the  3l8t  May  he  went 
further  and  took  up  the  whole  time  of 
the  House,  he  again,  I  think,  urged  that 
the  concession  should  be  made  to  him 
mainly  on  the  ground  of  his  desire  that 
the  Session  should  be  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion in  a  reasonable  time.     On  neither 
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occasion  did  the<  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ask  for  these  exceptional  facilities  to  be 
afibrded  him  -because  of  any  nnreaaonable 
delay  in  the  progress  of  business  which 
the  Government  had  brought  before  the 
House.  On  the  contrary,  he  oordially 
recognised  the  assistance  which  he  had 
received  from  us  in  carrying  through 
the  financial  business  which  had 
to  be  coibpleted  for  the  first 
quarter  of  the  year.  He  expressly 
stated  at  the  end  of  May  that  he  made 
no  complaint  against  any  sectioa  of  the 
House,  and  said  that  he  did  not  base  his 
request  for  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
on  any  anticipations  of  unfair  dealing 
with  public  business  in  the  future.  He 
admitted  that  the  financial  proposals  of 
the  Government  must  take  a  considerable 
time,  and  that  they  contained  large  and 
novel  principles  which  justified  and 
demanded  proper  examination  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  That  proper  ex- 
amination they  have  received.  Some 
hon.  Members  opposite  may  consider 
they  have  received  it  at  too  great  a 
length.  If  that  is  their  opinion,  I  would 
appeal  from  them  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  himself,  who  never, 
throughout  the  Budget  Bill,  for  a  moment 
suggested  that  he  could  ask  the  House 
to  give  him  any  greater  powers  to  facili- 
tate its  progress  than  the  Grovernment 
possessed,  and  on  only  one  occasion — an 
occasion  which  afterwards  he  practically 
had  to  admit  was  a  mistake— attempted 
to  closure  the  Debate  during  all  the 
discussions  on  that  Bill.  Therefore,  Sir, 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  denied  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  necessary 
that  this  Session  should  be  brought  to  an 
early  termination,  that  he  has  always  held 
out  that  as  his  opinion,  and  that  nothing 
has  occurred  during  the  progress  of  the 
Session  which  in  any  way  justifies  a 
departure  from  that  determination.  I 
think  it  was,  therefore,  with  both  dis- 
appointment and  surprise  that  the  House 
heard  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  yestenlay.  What  are  his 
premises  ?  The  Session  is  to  terminate 
by  the  end  of  August.  Very  well. 
What  is  to  be  done  in  the  interval  of 
five  and  a-half  weeks  between  now  and 
the  end  of  August  ?  We  are  to  deal 
with  Supply,  the  Evicted  Tenants* 
Bill,  which  has  not  yet  been  read  a 
second  time,  the  Equalisation  of  Rates 
Bill  which  is  in  a  similar  position,  the 
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Report  on  the  Scotch  Local  (Jovernment 
Bill,  and  an  indefinite  discussion  on  the 
Miners*  Eight  Hours  Bill,  in  addition  to 
an  nnoertain  number  of  measures  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  good 
enongh  to  think  were  unopposed,  but 
with  regard  to  some  of  which,  at  anj 
rate,  I  think  he  will  find  hjmself  mis- 
taken. That  is  the  programme.  In  the 
first  place.  Sir,  I  complain  that  that  is 
not  a  redemption  of  the  promise  made  to 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  regard  to  Supply.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  on  one  occasion,  when  he  ob- 
tained from  the  House  facilities  for  the 
conduct  of  Government  business,  promised 
us  that  Supply  should  be  fairly  dealt 
with.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  up  to  this  time 
has  not  fulfilled  that  promise.  But 
what  is  his  present  intention  ?  Why, 
he  has  borrowed  it  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  below  the  Gangway  who,  in 
the  terms  of  a  Motion  which  curiously 
enongh  appears  ou  the  Paper  to*day  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry,  desire  to  ask  the  House 
to  resolve  that  further  proceedings  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  except  in  case  of 
urgent  need  of  a  further  Vote  on  Account, 
shall  be  postponed  until  four  Bills  have 
been  disposed  of  by  the  House.  Now, 
what  is  the  condition  of  Supply  ?  Fifty- 
six  Votes  have  been  passed;  114  still 
remain  to  be  discussed.  I  do  not  wish 
to  attach  undue  importance  to  the  num- 
ber ;  but  the  Votes  not  yet  disposed  of 
include  the  whole  of  Class  II.  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  which  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  were  exceedingly 
anxious  to  discuss  when  we  were  in 
Office.  They  include  also  the  Education 
Votes  and  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  Votes  for  the  Navy.  Let  the 
House  consider  what  is  the  nature  of 
discussion  on  Supply  in  our  present 
system.  It  is  not  merely  a  criticism 
of  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  it  has  got  far  beyond  that. 
The  effect  of  the  action  of  one  Govern- 
ment after  another  in  making  more  and 
more  claims  upon  the  time  of  the  House 
has  been  to  deprive  Members  of  the 
House  of  opportunities  which  the  ordi- 
nary rules  provided  for  calling  attention 
to  various  matters  and  for  criticising  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  the  country. 
The  result  has  been,  that  on  every  Vote 


which  relates  to  the  Department  of  a  re- 
sponsible Member  of  the  Government  we 
must  necessarily  and  properly  have  <not 
merely  financial  criticism,  but  criticism 
of  most  of  the  administrative  action  of 
the  Government.  This  is  a  privilege  to 
which  the  House  is  entitled,  which  it  is 
right  to  exercise,  and  which  it  Is  bound 
to  exercise ;  and  any  action  ou  the  part 
ef  the  Government  which  deprives  us  of 
the  full  extent  of  that  privilege  is  action 
against  the  true  interests  of  the  country. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  hear. 
•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cheers  that  sentiment ; 
but  what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
do  ?  He  postpones  until  the  four  Bills 
have  passed  through  this  House  any 
opportunity  of  carrying  his  own. principles 
into  effect.  What  are  those  Bills  ? 
Take  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.  What- 
ever the  merits  of  that  Bill  may  he,  I 
think  it  will  be  universally  admitted  it  is 
a  Bill  on  which  there  is  a  very  wide 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  two 
great  forces  that  are  always  contending 
in  Ireland  ;  it  is  a  Bill  which,  however 
well  inteutioned  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  as  far  as  we 
can  judge  from  the  Debate  on  its  intro- 
duction, does  not  absolutely  satisfy  any 
party  among  the  Irish  Representatives. 
It  may  be  none  the  worse  Bill  for  that, 
but  the  inevitable  result  will  be  that 
it  will  require  lengthened  discussion. 
Can  one  who  remembers  our  Debates  on 
Irish  questions  suppose  that  this  Bill  is 
likely  to  be  passed  through  the  Second 
Reading,  the  Committee,  the  Report 
stage,  and  the  Third  Reading  in  three  or 
four  days  of  the  time  of  the  House  ? 
Why,  Sir,  the  idea  is  absurd.  I  now 
come  to  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill. 
It  is  a  Bill  earnestly  desired  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  and  those 
who  follow  his  lead  in  dealing  with  the 
municipal  affairs  of  London.  But  it  is 
also  strongly  opposed  by  some  power- 
ful forces  in  the  Metropolis  ;  and  it  con- 
tains principles  which  may  be  applicable 
to  all  the  rest  of  the  country,  and  will, 
therefore,  demand  very  careful  examina- 
tion on  the  part  of  all  interested  in  such 
matters,  whether  their  interests  are  in 
London  or  in  the  countrj .  This,  there- 
fore, is  not  a  Bill  to  be  passed  in  a  couple  of 
days.  With  regard  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment for  Scotland  Bill,  the  Govern- 
ment wasted  days  and  days  of  the  time 
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wonderful  Scotch  Committee*  So  far 
as  I  have  seen,  the  result  has  been  to 
place  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  perpe* 
tually  in  hot  water.  He  has  had  to  give  up, 
I  am  told,  a  very  large  portion  of  that 
Bill,  and  it  will  oome  down  to  the  House 
maimed  and  shorn  of  proposals  which  the 
Government  thought  necessary  ;  but  it 
will  also  come  down  in  the  form  to  which 
it  has  been  reduced  by  a  Committee  the 
majority  of  whom  hold  views  on  public 
affairs  at  variance  with  those  held  by  the 
Opposition  in  this  House,  and  it  will 
therefore  demand,  even  although  it  relates 
to  Scotland  only,  fair  and  reasonable  dis- 
cussion on  the  Report  stage,  which,  in- 
deed, we  were  promiseil  when  the  Com- 
mittee was  appointed.  I  come  now  to 
the  Miners'  Eight  Hours  Bill.  I  do  not 
think  anyone  knows  what  is  the  position 
of  that  Bill ;  it  is  between  heaven  and 
earth,  if  not  between  heaven  and  a  worse 
place.  I  gather  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  his  desire  is  to  give 
the  House  in  Committee  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  its  judgment  upon  the  Bill. 
What  that  meant  he  was  asked  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  luce  and  Durham,  who 
take  opposite  views  on  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  gave  them,  I  venture  to  say, 
no  satisfactory  answer  at  all.  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
do  no  more  than  give  the  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  what  it  has  done  already 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  what 
is  the  good  of  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  in  the  month  of  August,  as  it  has 
been  wasted  in  previous  months  by  De- 
bates on  the  Welsh  Church  Bill  and  the 
Registration  Bill,  which  everybody  knew 
would  never  be  proceeded  with,  on  further 
Debates  on  a  Bill  introduced  by  a  private 
Member  ?  I  do  not  know  why  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  granting  this 
exceptional  favour  to  the  Miners'  Eight 
Hours  Bill,  for  it  is  not  a  Bill  as  to 
which  they  were  pledged  as  a  Govern- 
ment ;  it  is  no  part  of  the  Newcastle 
Programme  ;  it  has  supporters  and  oppo- 
nents on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
among  its  strongest  opponents  are  some 
of  the  best  of  our  labouring  population. 
It  has  not  arrived  at  as  forward  a  stage 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  House  as 
another  Bill,  the  Church  Patronage  Bill, 
to  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  much  more  usefully  devote  any 
spare  time.    I  contend  there  is  no  justi- 
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Eight  Hours  Bill  out  of  the  ruck  d 
private    Bills    and    asking    the    House 
to  consider  it  in  the  month  of   August, 
with  no  real  intention  of  passing  it.     So 
much  for  the  four  Bills.     I  now  come  to 
Supply.      How    long    does    the   House 
consider  the  discussion  of  the  remaining 
1 H  Votes  might  be  expected  tu  occupy, 
many  of  them    being    important    Voted 
which    the    Government    canuot    deny 
the      House      ought      to  '   have      the 
fullest    opportunity    of   tliscussing  ?      I 
have  here  a  statement  which  shows  the 
time  that  has  been  taken  up  by  Supply 
during  the  last  seven  years.     I  will  not 
suggest  that  we  are  entitled  to  expect 
that  the  same  amount  of  time  should  be 
devoted  to  Supply  this  year  which  was 
given  to  it,  mainly  through  the  eloquence 
of  the  friends  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  when  we  were  in  Office  in  1889. 
In  that  year  4o  days  were  occupied  by 
Supply,  and  if  you  deduct  the  18  days 
that  have  been  given  to  it  this  Session, 
there  is  a  margin  of  27  days  which  at 
this   rate   would    still    be   required   for 
Supply.     I   will    take   the   average   of 
the  last  seven  years,  and  will  include  in 
it  the  year   1892,  in  which  Supply  was 
accelerated     by    the    approach    of    the 
General    Election  and    lasted  20  days  ; 
and  I  find  the  average  for  the  seven  years 
to   be   35  days.      On    that  average  we 
ought  to  give  17  more  days  to  Supply 
this  Session.     If  we  were  to  commence 
on  Monday   next  and   take  all    Parlia- 
mentary time.  Supply  would  take  us  up 
to  the  19th  of  August.     The  suggestion 
is  that   we  should  rise  by   the   end   of 
August ;  and  that  means  that  the  four 
Bills   must    be    passed   in   a   fortnight. 
Why,    Sir,   the   proposition    is    absurd. 
Such  a  suggestion  with   regard  to  the 
conduct  of  our  business  I  venture  to  say 
was  never  made  by  a  responsible  Minister. 
Coupling  the  date  at  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   suggests  our  labours  are  to 
terminate  with  the  work  he  has  suggested 
to  be  done,  he  cannot  believe  in  his  own 
proposal.     I  would  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  take  warning  from 
the  laughter  with  which  his  suggestion 
was  received,  and  which  was  by  no  means 
confined  to  the  Opposition  Benches.     I 
hope  the  night's  refiection  has  convinced 
him  that  he  is  attempting  to  put  on  the 
House  work  which  cannot   properly  be 
performed    in    the    time    he  desires    to 
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devote  to  it.  I  bopo  he  will  i^alise  that 
in  what  he  {s  proposing  to  do  he  is  not 
fulfilling  his  promise  to  give  a  fair 
amount  of  time  to  Supply.  He  is 
anxious,  no  doubt,  to  save  something 
from  the  wreck  of  promises  in  the  Queen's 
Speech ;  but  he  will  defeat  his  own 
object  if  he  attempts,  towards  the  end  of 
July,  to  force  the  House  of  Commons  to 
do  work  which  it  cannot  possibly  perform. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,) 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  began  by  speaking  of 
disappointment  and  surprise,  and  then 
proceeded  to  say,  in  the  most  solemn 
manner,  that  measures  had  been  put  into 
the  Queen's  Speech  which  it  was  found 
at  the  end  of  the  Session  could  not  be 
gone  on  with.  That  is  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  did  not 
Bay  that. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  those 
measures,  and  said  they  ought  never  to 
have  been  put  into  the  Queen's  Speech. 
That  is  the  opinion  of  every  Opposition 
in  regard  to  the  measures  proposed  by 
the  responsible  Government  of  the  day. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  excuse 
us  for  holding  a  different  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  our  measures  from  that  which 
he  entertains.  For  how  many  years  was 
the  promise  unfulfilled  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment to  follow  up  by  a  Parish 
Councils  Bill  their  County  Councils  Bill  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.)  :  Who  stopped  it  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Year  after 
year  that  promised  was  renewed,  and  it 
never  was  fulfilled.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  I  had 
held  out  the  expectation  that  the 
Session  should  be  concluded  within 
a  reasonable  period.  I  did  hold  out 
that  expectation,  and  the  proposals 
I  made  are  perfectly  conformable  with 
that  statement.  I  will  now  proceed, 
if  the  House  will  allow  me,  to  make 
good  that  assertion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  question  of 
Supply.  He  has  put  forth  figures  which, 
in  my  opinion,  are  absolutely  unfounded, 
'  and  which  I  will  nOw  proceed  to  refute. 
I  agree  with  the  right  bOn.  Gentleman, 
ana  I  have  always  maintained  that  Supply 


affords  a  proper  opportunitv  for  chal* 
lenging  the  action  of  the  (rovernment. 
We  have  now  given  to  regular  Supply 
this  Session  16  days.  In  1891,  when  we 
were  in  opposition,  the  days  given  to 
Supply  were  26.  Therefore,  if  10  days 
more  are  given  by  us  to  regular  Supply, 
that  will  be  equal  to  the  time  given  in 
1891  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Colleagues.  That  is  the  first  refuta- 
tiouof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  figures. 
In  1892  there  were,  owing  to  exceptional 
circumstances,  15  days  only  given  to 
Supply.  In  1893  there  were  29  days 
given  to  Supply,  the  average  of  those 
three  years  being  24  days.  {^Opposition 
laughter,"]  What  is  there  inaccurate  in 
that  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  took  the 
fat  as  well  as  the  lean  years. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  the  year  1892, 
I  will  take  the  years  1891  and  1893,  and 
then  you  will  have  26  days  in  one  year  and 
29  in  the  other,  which  will  give  an  aver- 
age of  27^  days  for  each  year — and  that 
is  against  the  16  days  that  have  already 
been  given  this  Session  to  Supply. 
There  have  already  been  given  to  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  a  larger 
number  of  days  in  Supply  than  have  ever 
been  given  to  them  before.  Therefore,  I 
say  that  if  10  or  11  days — which  may 
be  considered  as  a  Parliamentary  fort- 
night— be  further  given  to  Supply  we 
would  be  giving  as  much  time  as  was 
given  on  the  average  during  the  last  ycAr 
of  the  late  Government  and  the  first  year 
of  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Bir- 
mingham, Bordesley)  :  What  nonsense 
this  is  ! 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  "  What  nonsense 
this  is."  I  hope  he  will  be  courteous.  It 
does  not,  however,  depend  !ipon  the 
opinion  or  upon  the  good  manners  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  what 
the  facts  are  which  I  have  given  upon 
the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  India.  You  say 
that  the  time  given  to  the  Estimates  is 
not  sufficient ;  but,  if  that  be  the  case, 
take  more  time.  That  is  a  matter  for 
the  House  of  Commons  itself  to  deter- 
mine. The  House  can  take  what  time 
it  likes  in  reference  to  that  subject.  I 
admit  that  there  remain  Votes  in  Supply 
which  ought  to  be  fully  discussed.     B'nt^ 
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take  for  Supply  as  tnauy  days  as  you 
have  taken  before,  and  you  will  find  that 
you  will  ujt  exceed  the  time  which  I 
have  allotted  toi  it.  The  right  ..hon. 
Geutieinau  objects  to  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill.  He  is  going  to  oppose  it,  as  is 
natural ;  and  I  do  not  complain  of  that. 
But  for  how  many  days  are  you  going  to 
oppose  it  ? 

Mu.  CARSON  (Dublin  University): 
For  a  mouth. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  A  month  !  I 
thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  that  word. 
He  has  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag.  I  will 
thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  an  answer 
to  another  question.  How  long  are  you 
goiug  to  take  over  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill — another  month  ?  [^Cries  of 
**  Two  months  I  "3  This  appears  like 
putting  up  to  auction  the  public  time  of 
this  country.  As  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (Scotland)  Bill  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  comes  from  Bristol  to  tell  us 
what  the  views  of  the  Scotch  Members 
are  with  reference  to  that  Bill,  but  I 
would  rather  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  on  the  subject, 
who  told  us  yesterday  that  it  would  take 
a  day  or  two.  I  venture  to  say  that  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  as  much 
about  the  matter  as  tlie  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol.  Therefore,  if  you  take 
a  fortnight  for  Supply  aiid  give  a  day  or 
two  for  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill  the  ouly  question  is  how  long  you 
are  goiug  to  take  over  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  and  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill.  That  is  really  the  whole 
question.  It  has  been  suggested  in  the 
newspapers  that  I  said — if  I  said  so  I 
must  have  expressed  myself  very  in- 
accurately— that  it  was  not  until  we  got 
through  the  non-controversial  Bills  that 
we  should  get  to  Supply.  I  never  in- 
tended to  say  anything  of  the  sort.  If 
those  Bills  in  the  third  category  are  non- 
controversial  measures  you  may  carry 
them  jyari  passu  with  Supply.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  we  ought 
not  to  have  given  time  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Eight  Hours  Bill,  because  that  is  a 
Bill  which  the  Government  have  not 
taken  up  as  their  own,  and  which  they 
have  not  undertaken  to  pass.  I  would 
call  his  attention  to  a  remarkable  similar 
circumstance  which  took  place  in  1873. 
In  1873  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield,  who  was  not  at  that 
time  a  Member  of  the  Government,  had 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


ou  the  Paper  a  Bill  fpr  th^  restriction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  in  factories^  It 
was  a  Nine  Hours  BilL.  It  was  put 
down  .on  July  30tb  by  the  then  Go- 
vernmenty  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian  gave  it  precedence- 
Mr.  Collings  asked  whether  it  was  a 
proper  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the.  Go- 
vernment to  take  a  Bill  of  that  kind  out 
of  its  order,  and  put  it  down  for  dis- 
cussion ;  and  whether  that  proceeding 
was  in  accordance  with  the  Resolution 
which  had  just  been  passed  giving  pre- 
cedence to  Government  business.  The 
Speaker  replied  that  the  proper  construc- 
tion of  the  Standing  Order  was  that  the 
Government  had  power  to  place,  not  only 
their  own  Orders,  but  the  Orders  of 
private  Members  according  to  their  own 
pleasure.  Mr.  Hunt  then  asked  whether 
the  Bill  referred  to  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Government,  and  Mr.  Gladstone  said 
it  did  not  follow  that  because  the  Bill 
had  been  placed.  No.  4  on  the  Paper  that 
therefore  the  Government  were  going  to 
support  it  or  make  it  a  Government 
measure. — 

''Id  the  case  of  a  Motion  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence in  the  Government " — 

continued  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian — 

"to  which  the  Government  gave  precedence, 
could  it  be  said  that  by  that  proceeding  on  their 
l>art  they  bad  ailopted  the  Motion.  That  was 
simply  a}>surd  ;  and,  accordingly,  the  Bill  was 
put  down  by  the  Government  in  order  that  it 
might  be  discusse*!." 

Therefore,  in  taking  the  course  we  are 
taking  in  regard  to  the  Miners*  Eight 
Hours  Bill,  we  are  taking  no  unusual,  no 
unprecedented,  and  no  improper  course 
at  all,  but  one  that  has  been  thoroughly 
sanctioned  by  Parliamentary  procedure. 
Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entitled  to  his  opinion ;  but  so  am  I 
entitled  to  mine,  and  I  maintain  that  in 
the  five  or  six  weeks  available  before 
the  end  of  August  it  is  perfectly  possible 
to  give  the  average  amount  of  time  to 
Supply  and  to  deal  fairly  with  the 
measures  to  which  I  have  referred.  It 
is  perfectly  possible  to  give  an  average 
amount  of  time  to  Supply,  and  if  the 
House  of  Commons  intends  to  deal  fairly 
with  these  measures  there  is  plenty 
of  time  to  deal  with  them  consis- 
tently with  giving  that  period  to  Supply. 
There  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  very  impor- 
tant .question   involved  in   this.     What 
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GeDtlemen  opposite  want  is  that  this 
Session  shall  close  without  our  doiug 
anything  more  than  has  already  been 
done,  and  I  think  the  sooner  the  House 
of  Commons  oomes  to  an  understanding 
upon  this  point  the  better.  The  point  is 
whether  it  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  legiti- 
mate weapon  of  opposition  to  injure  the 
GoTernment  bj  paralysing  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  is  the  real  question  we 
have  to  deal  with,  and  I  would  venture 
to  say  that  gentlemen  opposite  are  as 
much  interested  in  that  question  as  gen- 
tlemen on  this  Bench.  I  suppose  that 
in  some  dim  and  distant  future  gentle- 
men opposite  cherish  the  hope  that  they 
may  one  day  occupy  these  Benches. 
When  they  do  they  will  be  sorry  if  they 
give  their  sanction  to  the  policy  upon 
which  the  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened  is  founded.  The  object  of  that 
speech,  and  the  object  of  that  policy 
obviously  is  to  injure  the  Government 
by  endeavouring  to  introduce  such  delays 
that  the  House  of  Commons  shall  do  as 
little  as  possible,  not  in  regard  to  measures 
of  a  highly  contentious  political  cha- 
racter, but  even  with  regard  to  questions 
whieh  are  wholly  or  partly  controversial 
— theur  whole  object  being  that  it  shall 
be  possible  when  the  Session  is  closed  for 
the  Opposition  to  go  to  the  country  and 
say  that  the  House  of  Commons  has  done 
nothing.  That  is  a  question  which  is 
outside  Parties,  and  which,  in  my  opinion, 
oaght  to  be  above  Parties.  I  think  that 
the  object  of  bon.  Gentlemen  should 
be  exactly  the  opposite — that  while  we 
fight  here  as  hard  as  we  can  on  the  great 
political  issues  which  divide  us,  and 
always  must  divide  both  sides  of  the 
House — consistently  with  that,  we  should 
endeavour  in  this  great  Assembly  to 
transact  as  much  useful  business  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country  as  we  can 
possibly  do.  Therefore,  I  say,  if  con- 
aiatently  with  those  interests  it  is  still 
possible  for  us  to  pass  a  number  of  really 
•abatantially  non-controversial  Bills  we 
ought  to  do  so  for  the  advantage  of  the 
country  and  for  the  credit  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Now,  as  regards  those 
Bills  which  we  have  really  left  to  the 
determination  of  the  Opposition  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  1  said  the  other 
day  that  I  believe  those  Bills  to  be  useful 
Bills*  I  believe  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  country  that  these  Bills 
flhould  be  paaeed.    I  understand  that  it  is 
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argued  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
these  Bills  are  of  so  controversial  a 
character  that  we  cannot  pass  them 
without  a  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
cussion. Then,  as  I  said  yesterday,  these 
Bills  will  not  be  proceeded  with.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  say  that  if  the  House  of 
Commons  is  prepared  to  deal  honestly 
and  fairly  with  these  Bills  they  can  pass, 
leaving  10  days  for  Supply,  making  up 
the  amount  of  time  given  in  former 
years  to  Supply.  I  shall  be  surprised  if 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  gets  up  and 
says  that  the  character  of  the  opposition 
is  such  that  it  will  take  many  days  to 
pass  these  Bills — the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill  and  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill. 
I  do  not  believe  it  will  take  many  days. 
I  believe  a  great  many  gentlemen  who 
represent  the  Metropolis,  and  who  sit 
behind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  are 
supporters  of  the  Eqimlisation  of  Kates 
Bill ;  therefore,  it  is  only  natural  to 
suppose  that  two  or  three  days  will 
suffice  for  it.  I  am  certain  that  unless 
there  is  some  intention  unduly  to  prolong 
the  Debate  the  Local  Government  for 
Scotland  Bill  will  also  take  a  very  short 
time — a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  misuuilerhtood  my 
statement  with  regard  to  that  Bill,  lie 
has  led  the  House  to  suppose  that  I 
suggested  that  all  the  subsequent  stages 
of  the  Bill  could  be  disposed  of  in  a  day 
or  two.  I  said  that  not  more  than  a  day 
or  two  would  be  required  on  the  Report 
stage. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  as  a 
Scotch  Member,  but  as  a  Scotchman, 
whether,  if  it  had  been  two  or  three  days 
under  discussion  on  Report,  there  is  a 
single  Scotch  Member  who  would  reject 
the  Bill  on  the  Third  Reading?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  changed 
his  opinion  since  yesterday,  but  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  whole  of  the  Scotch 
Members  desire  for  the  sake  of  their 
country  that  this  Bill  should  pass,  and 
pass  without  delay.  All  depends  upon 
whether  you  intend  and  whether  you  will 
succeed  in  spending  a  month — which  is 
the  period  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  claimed — on  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill.  In  my  opinion  it  would 
be  a  most  improper  and  unjustifiable 
proceeding  to  spend  a  whole  month  of 
Parliamentary  time  in  that  way.     That 
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]  liill  should  be  fiillv  iMitl  tuleij imtely 
JiKciiese<l  I  lulniit ;  but  lu  speuil  a.  mouth 
it  would  be  indefenaible,  biuI  I  believe 
the  majority  of  tbe  House  of  Commous 
and  the  great  majorily  of  the  country 
luld  Jisapprove  of  any  euch  proceeding. 
TliAl.  of  (bourse,  remaine  to  bu  seeu.  So 
n.9  the  Government  are  concerned,  we 
think  we  h&ve  mtule  on  unreasonable 
demands  upon  tbe  Hoii-su  of  Commons, 
utid  it  will  be  for  the  House  of  Commons 
to  say  hereafter  wbel-her  they  will 
support  the  Government  in  these 
demomls.  1  will  only  repeat  that,  from 
what  coiiBJderation  I  have  been  able  to 
give  lo  the  matl«-,  I  thiulc  that  with  u 
fairsud  reaaouable  nllowancc  of  iSme  for 
ewsh  of  these  measures  and  lo  Snpply  we 
may  fairly  hope  and  espect  that  the  Fro- 
rogiLtion  will  t4ike  place  in  the  mouth  of 
I  August. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEHLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  1   do  not  know   how  many 
more  speeches  the  Chancellor  of  the  Kx- 
cbequer  menus  to  make,  but  I  observe 
they  proceed  on  the  crescendo  scale,  und 
that  each  succenniveono  \s  more  than  the 
iu  the  uiiMirc  of  iin  appeal  to  the 
I  electorate.       The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
began  to-day  in  an  extremely  moderate 
fashion.     It  is  true  he  protested  against 
I  jbe  tanitts  addressed  to  him  and  the  Go- 
vernnient  that  lliey  have  introduced  more 
Bills  iu  the  Queen's  Speech   llinn  they 
have  been  able  to  carry,  and  be  said  that 
I  had  been  tbe  case  with  previous  Govern- 
I  menta  ;  but  that  is  not  the  gist  of  the 
aceu  nation    which    has     been     brought 
Hgainst  the  Govenjment.     What  wc  cora- 
plaiu  of  is  not  they  thai  lisv 

e   Bills  ■ 

likely  to  lie  able  to  carry,  but  tbut  they 

introditced  eiicb  Bills  that  they  eould  not 

have   Ijclievcd   there    was  tbe  Rlightesi 

I   chance  that  they  oould  carry.  TheChsn- 

fcllor  of  ihe  Exchequer  sBtd  rhiit  it  is 

extraordinary  doctrine  tbnt    anyone 

should  endeavour  to  injure  the  Govern- 

mem  by  preveutiug  them  doing  auytbiug 

be  House  of  Comm.oos.       No   such 

I   doctrine  has  been  advaiiced.      I  entirely 

'   repndiate  any    such  doctriue.       It     has 

I  never  been  advauced  by  any   Member  of 

I  the  Upposiliou,     It  is  an  e(]UMlly  repi*- 

lible    doctrine  that  the  Government 

'  should  go  ou  piling  Bill  after  Bill  into  u 

'  programme    merely    for   the  purpose  of 

diverting  and  deceiving  public  opinion. 

Let  us  take  the  matter  from  the  rensoir- 
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able  Btkndpoint  of  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
ExGheijuer.  He  adherea  to  hia  previous 
statement  that  there  is  plenty  of  time 
between  now  and  tbe  end  of  August  for 
the  House  of  Commous  to  ac<!ora|ilish 
the  work  he  has  laid  before  it,  How 
much  time  have  we  ?  We  have  32  days 
of  Government  time  np  lo  the  31st  of 
August,  indading  to-^lav,  and  iu  those 
32  days  we  have  to  accomplish  the  list  of 
work  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bas  put. 
before  us.  Tbe  Cbaucellor  of  tbe  Ex- 
chequer refuses  lo  allow  that  Supply 
should  take  more  time  than  in  avera)f;e 
years.  Let  me  point  out  that  there  ia 
good  reason  why  Supply  should  take 
longer  lime  tbis  year  than  in  other  yesrii. 
The  reason  is  that  the  Government  took 
the  whole  time  of  the  House  earlier  this 
year  than  they  ever  did  before,  and  tJie 
only  opportunity  left  to  na  to  question 
ihe  administration  and  jwlicy  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  a  heap  of  miscellaneous 
qnestions  is  on  Supply.  That  is  the  only 
opportunity  private  Members  liave.  This 
year  private  Members  have  Iweii  deprivetl 
of  almost  every  otheropportunity  of  raising 
quebliona  of  importance.  Acoordlugly  it 
would  be  perfectly  rcabouably  for  us  to 
contend  that  the  time  to  be  taken  for 
discussions  in  .Supply  shonld  he  morcr 
liberally  allotted  to  us  than  it  has  ever 
been  before.  But  I  am  going  to  t^ke  tbe 
Cbaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  where  I 
can,  on  his  own  argument.  He  is  gra- 
cious enough  to  sny  ibat  we  may  have 
1 1  days,  which  is  tbe  average  of  tbe  lasC 
three  years,  including  the  year  of  ibS 
General  Election.  "" 

SiK  W.  HARCOUKT  :  Ko,  if  . 
included  thut^  there  wotdd  only  be  eij 
days. 

Mb.  J.CHAMBEKLAIN  :Iami 
obliged.  Then  I  suppose  we  may 
it  that  (bore  are  IS  days  for  8upp|i 
Well,  12  days  from  32  leaves  20  day* 
Then  there  is  the  Indian  Budget.  Will 
the  Ciiancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  tell  us 
what  time  should  be  given  this  year  to 
the  discussion  of  the  finances  of  India  'i 
Will  he  give  us  le^s  than  two  days  ? 
Very  well,  then,  there  are  two  daya 
Dflcessary  for  the  Indian  Budget,  and 
two  more  days  for  the  Vote  on  Account 
and  the  Beport.  That  makes  four  dayg, 
leaving  16.  Now,  there  are  no  less  tJian 
nine  Bills  whieh  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
£x<!hcquer  has  called  non -controversial 
measures.     I  admit  that  they  are  uod- 
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althuiigh 
m{>ortaiit  >|Uestittii8  as  ttie 
elomeutary  schools,  Imild- 
niUwRv  ami  uhiiuI  traffic, 
>uiii  lft)>our  disputes.  Will 
the  CfaHiicellor  of  the  Kxclieqner  lell  Uf 
tkfttitis  the  till ly  oF  tlie  House  to  pax s 
Bills  nf  this  kind  without  eoiiic  rcHson- 
«ble  cbnoce  of  discussion  ?  All  ihese 
Bills  are  \a  tbeir  infaucy  nud  will  linve  to 
be  passed  through  their  throe  nr  four 
stages.  I  will  Undertake  to  nny  that  with 
tb«0e  tiiDe  Bills  there  are  uo  less  than  30 
stages  to  be  gone  through. 

8iR    W.   HARCOUBT  ;    Are    yon 
going  to  oppose  them  all  ? 

Mk.  J.  CH  AMBEKLAIN:  Thru  if  not 
tbe  potut.  So  fur  ns  I  ntn  concerned,  i 
HID  certainly  not  going  tu  oppose  oiiy  one 
of  these  BilU,  becanflc,  so  far  as  the  prin- 
dpleof  these  Bills  is  concerned,  I  approve 
of  them.  I  think  the  Chanoellor  of  the 
ixcheqiier  was  justified  iu  saying  thai 
^  nre  ordianrily  culled  non- 
mtrorersial  Kills  ;  but  does  he  mean  to 
M  the  Lalionr  Party  in  this  House,  for 
ktnnce,  tbnt,  because  these  are  Don-cou~ 
[bversini  Bills,  a  Bill  so  important  as 
e  to  establish  Boards  of  Conciliation  is 

y  puss    through    the    House    after    10 

Binntes*  discussion,  because,  forsooih,  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  l)ouud  by 
aoontnictwith  the  Irish  Momlwrs  to  give 
s  indefjnite  time  to  the  Erictetl  Tenants 
nil  ?     No,  Sir !  this  question  is  not  dis- 
of    by    iiB    interruption    of    the 
Uioellor  of  the  Bxobequer  asking  me 
Aether  I  am   going  to   oppose  these 
Bills.   I  ftin  not  going  to  oppose  them,  but 
I  otftira  that  when  wo  have  to  deal   with 
trine  Bills  having  iO  stages  we  cannot 
Msibly  get  through  them  without  allow- 
i; — what  wilt  the  most  moderate  man  in 
B  House  say  is  the  least  time  that  can 
b  properiT  given  to  these  nine  Bills  ? — 
I  take  it'five  days  for  the  whole  nine 
Bills,  four  or  fi^re  of  which  are  of  the  very 
.        atoioet   importance,    although    they  are 
^^^wn-coulYuversial.  Taking,  therefore,  Hve 
^^Bifs  from  the  15,  that  gives  me  II  days, 
^^^nen  there  i^  the  Local  Government  for 
^^Pbotlahd  Bill,  for  which  the  Chancellor  of 
^^we  Excheqner  gives  me  three  days. 
Sir  W.  HABCOUKT  :  No,  no. 
Mb.J.  CHAMBERLAIN:The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  it  was  no) 
reasonable  to  ask  for  more  than  otte  or  two 
upon  a  Bill  which   boa  lieen  liotly  eoU' 
tested   in   the   Grand    Committee,    and 


which  hns  occupied  14  sittingf  of  th6 
Committee.  Ts  it  reasonable  to  say  that 
a  Bill  of  t1iis  kind  is  likely  (o  pass  th^ 
Report  and  Thinl  Reading  stag* 
than  three  days  ? 

8m  W.  HARCOURT:  Oh. 

Mn.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN?  Well,  I 
want  to  carry  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  mo.  I  will  say  two  days  it 
he  likes,  ami  that  will  leave  jne  wltti 
only  a  balance  of  nine  days.  Then  holt 
much  i*  to  he  given  to  the  Equallsati 
of  Rates  Bill,  which  has  not  even  pussci 
its  Second  Reading?  It  hns  four  stage* 
to   go   through,  and,  although   '     ' 

divides  us  according  to  Party  lines,  it  is 
a  Bill  for  all  that  which  proposes  to  a.h^ 
the  whole    finance   of    London    and   t^ 
transfer  property  in  the  shape  of  ratetJ 
from  2S  districln  to  42  districts.       Is  it' 
possible  that  the  2B  districts  whose  pro- 
perty   is  going  to    be  taken  away  anit 
given   to  the  42  districts  will  not  hi 
something   to    say   on  the    subject? 
think  I  should  be  very  moderate  indeed 
if  I  put  the  whole  four  stages  down  Bt/J 
likely   to  occupy  six  days.     [f?We*  eifi. 
"Oh!"]      Then    how    much    will    tht 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  give  me  ?j 
Will  he  my  four  days  ?  '11 

Sin  W.  HARCOURT  ;  That  depend! 
upon  how  innch  support  is  given  by  tll( 
Opposition. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  What 
perfectly  irrelevant  interruption  from  a!'! 
usually  relevant  man.  I  am  not  going" 
to  take  any  part  in  the  discussion  myselft* 
It  does  not  especially  interest  me.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  fonrdays 
too  much — I  wish  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment with  him — I  will  reduce  it  to  three 
days.  The  result  of  thai  will  be  that  we 
shall  have  only  six  dnys  left  in  which  we 
shall  hiive  to  deal  with  the  Evictetl 
Tenants  Bill  and  the  Eight  Hours  Bill, 
So  far  as  the  Eight  Hours  Bill  is  con- 
cerned —  I  am  sorry  I  do  not 
Member  for  Durham  in  his  plj 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
tirely  misapprehended  our  position,  t, 
for  one,  do  not  complain  of  the  Govern- 
ment adopting  or  not  adopting  this' 
measure.  All  we  ask  is  to  what  extent' 
are  they  going  to  give  it  their  patronage,]' 
and  to  what  extent  have  they  agreed  W'' 
give  facilities  for  the  Bill  ?■  We  want' 
to  know  whether  these  facilities  are  to'' 
extend  to  the  whole  of  the  Committee" 
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stage,  and  we  have  been  totally  unable 
to    extract   a    definite  answer  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Supposing 
it  is  not  to  extend  to  the  whole  of  the 
Committee   stage,    then    this    House   is 
going  to  be  asked  to  stultify  itself   by 
wasting    precious    time   at    the   end  of 
Angust  in  discussing  a  Bill  which  the 
Government  themselves  do  not  mean  to 
proceed  with.     We  are  expected,  for  the 
pleasure  of  enabling  the  Government  to 
satisfy     some     mysterious     and    secret 
pledges  which  they  have  given  to  certain 
Members  of  the  Labour  Party,  to  discuss 
a  Bill  which,  under  the  circumstances,  is 
a  mere  make-believe.     If,  on  the  other 
hand,    the    Government    mean    to   give 
facilities  for  the  full  discussion  of  this 
Bill,  then  I  say.  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  absurd 
to  suppose  that  a  Bill  of  that  kind,  affecting 
as  it  does  one  of  the  largest  industries  in 
the  country,  and  deeply  affecting  it,  and 
upon  which  there  is  a  division  of  opinion 
extending  to  both  sides  of   the  House, 
can  fully  and  fairly  be  discussed  in  less 
than   the  whole  of  the  remaining  time  of 
the  Session,  and  that  will   leave  abso- 
lutely no  time  at   all   for   the   Evicted 
Tenants  Bill.      The  Chancellor  of   the 
Exchequer  said  it  would  be  monstrous 
if    we   took   a   month   for  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill.     But  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill    is   a   new  Land   Bill   for   Ireland, 
introducing    into    that   much   distressed 
country — for  I    cannot    say  how  many 
number  of  times — another  and  new  system 
of  legislation,  and  with  it  new  principles 
of  legislation,  interfering  witb,  and  neces- 
sarily upsetting  existing  legislation,  and 
destroying  the  principle  upon  which  the 
preseut  Laud  Purchase  Acts  are  based. 
Do  not  let  us  diminish  the  importance  of 
the  measure.    I  do  not  know  whether  20 
days  is  a  fair  time  to  take  for  it,  or  whe- 
ther it  could  be  discussed  in  less  time  ; 
but,  at  all  events,  it  is  perfectly  evident 
that  a  matter  raising  such  very  important 
questions  will  require  a  very  large  amount 
of  time.     What  I  ask  the  House  to  see 
is  that  the  Government  have  not  left  it 
any  time  at  all  ;  or,   to  put  it  another 
way,  if  they  give  the  time  to  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  that  it  will  require,  then 
undoubtedly   those  other  Bills  must  be 
crushed  out  of  existence.      Unless,  in- 
deed, we  are  to    adopt  another  theory 
which  seems  to  find  favour,  I  do  not  say 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
but  with  the  organs  of  the  Government, 

J/r,  t/.  Chamberlain 


aod   that  is  that  this   House  is   to   be 
penalised,  and  that,  like  an  able-bodied 
prisoner  who,  with  a  certain  task  set  him, 
is  not  allowed  to  go  to  rest  until  he  has 
accomplished  his  stint  of  work,  we  are 
'  to  be  kept  at  work  until  we  have  aceom- 
plished  the  task  set  the  House  by  the  Go- 
vernment.    I    believe    there    are    some 
Members  who  would  support  that  view. 
It  is  a  view  which  is  certainly  extremely 
convenient  for  the  present  Govermment 
and  for  all  who  expect  to  be  in  future 
Governments.     This  is  to  make  a  Go- 
vernment,  which   may   be   only    repre- 
sentative of  a  very  small  majority  in  this 
House — a  majority  of  one  is  as  good  as 
a  majority  of  20  for  all  practicable  pur- 
poses— absolutely   masters   not  only   of 
the  time  of  the  House,  but  of  the  busi* 
ness  of  the  House.     And  a  Government, 
however  unreasonable  it  may  be,  may  fix 
the  labours  of  the  House  of  Commons  at 
the  beginning  of  a  Session  and  keep  it 
sitting  until  it  has  finished  all  its  work. 
If  hon.  Members  support  that  view,  then 
under  the  circumstances  the  only  com- 
plaint  I    have   to   make   of  the  Chan- 
cellor  of   the   Exchequer   is   as   to   his 
extreme    moderation.      Why,  under  the 
circumstances,    does    he   withdraw   the 
Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill  ?     There  is 
plenty  of  time  if  you  are  to  sit  through 
August,  and  if  you  think  you  can  bully 
the  Opposition  into  passing  these  mea- 
sures before  you  prorogue  why  not  in- 
clude the  Local  Veto  Bill  ?     I  see  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  in  his  place, 
and  I  should  like  to  call  his  attention  to 
this  fact — that  the  Local  Veto  Bill  is 
everywhere  popular.     It  is  not  merely 
the    hon.    Baronet    and    his   friends    ou 
this    side    of    the   House  who    wish  to 
see    it   passed,  but    tlie  Opposition  and 
the    Liberal    Unionists    are    burning   to 
see  it  passed.     If  my  hon.  Friend  will 
get  up  a  Petition  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  introduce  it  I  believe 
nine-tenths  of    the  House  will  sign   it. 
What  are  the  grounds  upon   which   we 
are  asked  to  sit  until  we  have  accom- 
plished the  work  provided  for  us  ?   Have 
we  injured  the  Government  by  undue  or 
deliberate  obstruction  ?     If  so,  why  does 
not    the  Chancellor  of   the    Exchequer 
say  so  ?     As  Loader  of  the  House,  as 
promoter  of   the    Budget    Bill,  he   was 
more  interested  than  anyone  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Bill.     Why  does  he  not  call 
attention  to  illegitimate  obstruction  ?     I 
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will  state  the  reason  for  the  information 
of  the  gentlemen  who  cheered  just  now, 
not  one  of  whom,  I  venture  to  saj,  at- 
tended the  Budget  Debates.  The  reason 
is  that,  unless  the  Government  had  them- 
selves accepted  or  proposed  something 
like  200  Amendments  to  this  Bill — ^for 
they  recognise  that  the  discussion  was 
useful  and  advantageous,  and  has  led  to 
the  improvement  of  the  Bill — it  would 
have  been  a  worse  Bill  even  than  it  is 
now, -and  the  country  would  have  suf- 
fered but  for  this  legitimate  discussioil. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  is  absurd 
to  accuse  us  of  obstruction.  There  is  a 
general  answer  to  that  which  I  would 
quote  from  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian.  Since  I  have 
been  in  the  House  of  Commons,  I  admit 
that  every  €roverument  in  turn  has  ac- 
cused the  Opposition  of  obstruction.  Op- 
position to  the  Government  always  appears 
like  obstruction,  and  I  think  great  credit  is 
due  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  not  having  adopted  that  hackneyed 
cry.  What  did  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  say  in  1890  when  a  similar 
accusation  was  made  against  the  then 
Opposition  which  he  was  leading.  He 
said — 

"  Of  course,  it  is  just  as  easy  for  us  to  go 
about  the  country  and  say  this  charge  of  ob- 
struction is  an  impudent  imposture ; " 

— this  is  for  the  gentlemen  who  cheered 
just  now — 

''there  is  no  foundation  for  it  at  all.  It  is  the 
miseiable  device  of  men  who  resort  to  it  be- 
CBose  every  ra^  of  every  other  pretext  has  been 
stripped  from  their  backs,  ancOiQ  the  absence 
of  any  decent  clothing  in  which  to  present 
themselves  to  the  world,  they  have  concocted 
and  weaved  together  this  miserable  cloak  of 
obttmctioii." 

I  venture  to  say  that  a  misapprehension 
exists  in  the  country  to  some  extent  as 
to  what  the  Government  is  entitled  to 
expect  from  the  House  of  Commons 
during  a  single  Session.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  says  that  it  is  the 
object  of  ^he  Opposition  to  go  to  the 
country  and  to  say  that  the  Government 
have  only  carried  one  Bill.  If  that  were 
the  only  accusation  we  had  to  make 
against  the  Government,  it  would  be  a 
poor  thing  upon  which  to  rest  our  claim 
to  the  support  of  the  country.  In  the 
first  place,  let  us  consider  what  Bill  it  is 
that  the  Government  will  have  carried. 
The  Bill  of  the  Government  was  really 
three  distinct  Bills.     It  was  an  ordinary 


Budget  Bill  in  the  first  place  ;   it  was  a 
Bill  for  the  equalisation  of  the  duties 
upon  personal  and  real  property  in  the 
second  place ;    and  it  was  a  Bill,  intro* 
ducing  for  the  first  time  the  great  prin- 
ciple of  graduation  in  our  national  and 
Imperial  finance.  To  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, therefore,  there  were  three  equally 
independent    and   important    principles, 
every  one  of  which  required  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  discussion,  and  they 
might  very  well  have  formed  the  basis 
of  three  great  Bills.      The  Goverumont, 
in  carrying  them  under  cover  of  one  Bill, 
which  they  called  a  Finance  Bill,  have 
practically  carried    three    Bills   through 
the  House   of    Commons.     My    second 
point  is   this  :    that  the  actual    Session 
only  began  on    March    12,   and    it    has 
been  a  short  Session ;  but    if  you  take 
the  real  Session    vou   will    find  that  it 
has  included    the   Employers*    Liability 
Bill  and  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  which 
were  passed  at  all    events   through  the 
House  of  Commons.      Is   that   a   good 
record  for   the   House   of   Commons  to 
make  in  a  single  Session  to  carry  three 
such    Bills   as    the     Budget    Bill,    the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  and  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  ?     I  do  not   think  in    the 
history  of    our    legislation    for   the  last 
20  years  you  can    find    any  Parliament 
in  which  more  has  been   done — that  is, 
us  to  the  importance  of  the  Bills  which 
have  been  passed.     It  is  a  matter  of  fact. 
Let  us  take  the  time  when  there  was  no 
obstruction  at  all — at  least  when  obstruc* 
tion  was  not  heard  of,  at  all  events,  in 
its  present  developed  form.     Of  course, 
obstruction,  as  we  know  it,  was  developed 
and  perfected   by    Mr.  Parnell   and  the 
group   of   Members    who    followed    his 
leadership.     Until    the    advent    of   Mr. 
Parnell  as  a    great  political    force    ob- 
struction was,    comparatively    speaking, 
unknown.      I  take,  therefore,  the  time 
before  Mr.  Parnell  introduced  this  novel 
weapon  of  political  warfare.     In   1869  I 
find  two  great  Bills  were  passed  in  the 
Session — the  Irish  Church  Bill  and  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill.     Next  year  there 
were  the  Land  Act  and   the   Education 
Act ;  next    year    Army    Purchase    and 
University  Tests  ;  next  year  the   Ballot 
Act  and  tlie  Licensing  Act ;  and  in  1873 
there  was   only  one   Bill,  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Act.     Now,  I  say 
again,  in  these  circumstances,  this  Session 
of  Parliament  has  done  more  legislative 
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work  BS  far  118  I  know,  or  at  lea#t  tiH 
done  as  much  lej^inlfttive  work,  sa  aaj 
Pttrliamout  which  has  wt  for  20  je«s. 
Hon.  Members  cheer  that  stetemeut.  I 
hope  th»t  tbey  wUl  not  go  twck  from  thai 
oheer.  If  that  is  ao,  thoa  with  what  faoe 
do  70U  accuee  as  of  obstruotioa  ?  With 
what  face  do  yoa  pretend  to  baveA  rif^ht 
W>  keep  U9  here  until  October,  when  you 
admit  that  you  have  done  as  important 
work  KB  may  fairly  be  expected  frorn  any 
PaFliameDOiry  Seesioo  ?  You  may  say  that 
thie  Parliament  has  doue  as  ranch  as  was 
accomplished  through  ail  the  ev«ncfnl 
years  of  1869  to  1874.  It  is  perfectly 
monstrous  lo  contend  in  sui-b  cireum- 
itancee  that  we  should  be  forced  to  sit 
longer  in  order  to  do  more  work.  The 
last  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion is  this.  Jf  it  be  agreed  that  we  are 
lo  do  more  work,  at  least  I  think  the 
House  has  a  right  to  expresa  an  O] 
as  to  the  work  it  shonlil  he  esJled 
to  do.     Allowing  that  we  have  32  days 


and  I  fancy  tb^y.are  easily  satisfied.  I 
think  I  know  which  of  that  team  will  do 
the  most  of  tbe  work.  Then  we  come 
to  the  Londou  Uembf  rs  who  support  tbe 
Government.  .  They,  uuinber  about  20, 
and  they  are  entitled  to  a  smaller  Bill 
than  eitiier  the  ffelsli  or  the  Irish,  Ac- 
cordingly, tbey  are  let  off  with  the 
Equalisation  of. Hates  Bill,  which 
is  put  iu  the  third  place.  Then 
there  are  the  Labour  Members,  who  have 
the  dubious  promise  of  doubtful,  not 
well  .explained  aud  defined,  facilities  for 
the  Eight  Uoura  Bill  of  which  a  majority 
of  them  are  ii;  favour.  Then  I  come  to 
anptber  class,  iu  which  I  take  a.  con- 
siderable amount  of  interest,  tbougb  they 
represent  a  small  section  in  thja  Honse-Tr 
tlie  croff-er.  interest.  [oBBmuch  as  they 
liave  only  tiro  Members,  tbey  are  told 
that  they  may  have  their  Bill  if  it  is 
[  entirely  unopposed.  Xiow  I  come  back 
I  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth.     What  is  tbe  position  of 


disposal,  surely  it  is  worth  while  ' '^''^  8''^' '^'^"'P^'*'"=« ''^""■'•■y  ?  I  do  not 
to  consider  whether  the  best  use  is  going  >  *'^'^  '<*  Ki^c  any  guess  as  to  the  number 
to  be  made  of  that  time.  I  want  lo  ask  ;  °^  '''^**  Party.  I  liave  said  tliat  those 
the  House  what  principle  has  presided  '"'"'  ^^^our  the  introduction  of  the  Bill 
over  the  selection  of  the  measures  which  '"'"  '" 
we  are  oow  called  upon  to  consider  r  I 
think  we  shall  find  a  clear  and  definite 
principle  mnning  through  this  selection. 
It  is  entirely  devised  to  satisfy,  in  the 
tirst  place,  the  largest  nnmber  of  votes, 
and.  In  the  second  place,  the  greatest 
amount  of  importunity.  I  think  I  shall 
show  that.  Everyone  knows  that  tbe 
Lilieral  Party  is  divided  into  sections. 
Tiie  most  important  section  is  the  Irish 
aectiou,  with  70  votes,  and  I  am  sure  I 
shall  not  be  considered  offensive  If  I  say 
that  tbey  are  also  the  most  importunate 
seclion.  Acconiiugly,  they  come  off 
best.  Tbey  are  to  have  all  tbe  time  re- 
quired to  pass  all  tbe  stages  of  an  irapor- 
Wnt  Bill  like  the  Evicted  TeuHnis  Bill, 
But,  not  only  that,  we  have  heanl 
througi,  the  nsual  cliannelt-  of  informa- 
tion that  they  are  alr<n  to  have  the  first 
place  next  Session  for  anolher  Irish  Biil 
pari  pasgu  with  the  Welsh  Memlwre. 
That  is  the  position  of  the  Irinh  Members. 
Then  come  the  Welsh  Members  witJi  30 
votes  ;  andl  judge  that  Bdtlieyhaveonlv 
half  as  many  votes  as  the  Irish,  they  are 
only  Imtf  as  importunal«.  Accordingly, 
all  they  can  get  is  the  promise  for  first 
place  next  Session,  when  they  are  to  run 
in  double  harness  with  the  Irish  Members; 
Ji/r.  J.  Chamlierlain 


will  l>e  found  to  constitute  a  large  portion 
of  the  House,  but  the  uumi>er  of  tbe 
actual  followers  of  my  hon.  Friend  I 
would  not  venture  to  indicate.  [Mr.  T. 
M.  Heai.y  :  Bussell.]  I  have  no 
doubt  there  are  many  equally  influential 
Members  who  follow  my  hon.  Friend; 
but  I  ask  thcin  to  consider  what  tbey 
have  goi,  and  I  couple  that  with  the 
question,  "  What  did  they  expect  to 
get!'"  Nothing?  Oh,  no.  My  hon. 
Friend  does  himself  an  injustice.  Here 
is  what  my  hou.  Friend  said  ou  July  8, 
1893,  now  more  than  12  months  ago. 
No  doubt  he  was  in  presence  of  a  certain 
uneasiness  in  a  section  of  tbe  Party,  and 
in  order  to  raise  their  spirits  and  encourage 
tiiem  iu  ihegoud  work,  he  wrote  a  letter 
to  "Dear  Mr,  White,"  tbo  Secretary,  I 
believe,  of  the  United  Kiugdom  Alliance— 
"  I  do  noi  woDilor,"  wrote  my  hon.  Friend, 
"  Ht  your  Ijeing  a  little  anniciuji  wlien  you  eee  so 
ramiy  iiolltical  i)ri)phet»  forecasting  the  course 
of  Pnblicj  Bu!iinefls  and  slnilinusl;  avoldini;  any 
lueotiun  of  the  Qovemmcnt's  Liquor  Traffic 
[Control)  Bill ;  but  1  dg  not  think  you  need  be 
much  troubkil  on  that  nucouiil.  ft  i»  evi.ieni 
now  that  after  the  IHuh  Bill  haHbccn  jrot  outof 
the  House  of  Commons  we  shsll  have  an 
Autumn 


>.  .u  tbe  Queen's  Speech.      Surcl;  you  neol 
be  under  the  upurehensi.  '      ' 
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I 


3U«t 


TheD  my  hoii.  Frientl  weut  un  r.o  give 
•ha  reaBoiu  to  tbei^e  tloubtiog  friends. 
He  aaiil — 

"KsuHMnlier  tlJ"o  how  irallnntiy  Wr  WilUmn 
Haranurt,  who  Ukes  olinrge  of  the  Bi[l,  Ijsa 
klKild  hn  colonn  to  Cli&  taaal.  Tb(>re  is  not  tile 
Htiglitest  eTideDOG  riial.  tbe  Ooveramenb  bare 
any  ili»|HMttion  to  iilay  (nst  and  loose  with  the 
Bill,  battlieycoulcl  notdoaaeTOn  if  they  hmt 
Mich  ti  di^pMilion.  Lord  Hosebiirj'  linii  rlecUrel 
th«t  the  temperenue  men  aro  the  backbone  of 
tlie  'Jtbcral  Party,     Is  it  |K>»iWe   to  suppose 

'4lMt  the  Uavemraenl,  baring  liaally  esiraDHsl 
the  great  drink  raouopoiy  by  iiiinylucing  thi: 
Bill,  will  straightway  proceal  to  ftlieaale  ihe 

'Teinp«r>iace'Farty  by  withilrawin^  it) 
difficult,  <i[iou£h  Xur  a  GuTurami^tit  to  „ 
nawAclnyit  when  supuorteii  by  ont'  Party,  but 

■  when  ft  is  snppnitod  by  nuitber  I'arty  it  is  easi 

.lo  see  wb*t  will  became  of  it.  .'  .  .  Ou'i 
friends  necil  hnve  no  fear.  Our  [loairioD  is  grmv. 

Inn  sWi'iiger  every  day." 

-The  Autumn  Session  uame  and  passed, 
«od    tlie  Liquor   Traffic   (Coutrol)    Bill 

did  trot  oome  wiih  it ;  and  now,  12  montli: 

After  that  letter  was  written,  thiH  Bill  I. 

BOtually  withdrawn.  My  liou.  Frieni 
propljetfieil  on  grounds,  no  doubt,  wliici 

jtHtified    preilicliou   at    the   time.      H. 

leolared  tint  the  Bill  would  not  >«  witli 

idieated  if  it  wore  that  tht 

'emt>er(Hii!e  Pariy,  wlianre  the  (jack  bono 


>i  tile  Liberal  Party 
iiipport  from  th 
h»«e  no  doubt  my  I 
what  be  liaid  at  the  ti 
limr  nhat  he  tneaos  i 
I  h«ve  no  doubt  the 
the  ChKnuello 
•fghlly  gftURe. 


wonld 


itiidrn 


<n.  Friend  meant 
le,  and  I  wait  to 
)W.  Ill  any  case 
LTOvernmeut  and 
of  the  Exubfiquer  have 
throats,  and  ibey  liave 


^■heoti 


,eoiielnded  that,  on   the  ivholo,  of 

itroiiB    of   the    House   to   whom    they 
obliged    to    look,    the    lemperurie'e 
OB    is    the    one     which     they    cnu 
igl^C  witli   (lie  most  absolute   safety. 
I'oan  only  eongratulate  the  G-overnmetit 
on  the  Hneceas  of  lUeir  strategy  and  on 
the  docility  of  their  fdllowers.     I  believH 
""ir  ttobert  Wslpule  said  that  every  muu 
d   his  prioe,   and    that    the  height  oF 
it«HniHnphip  was  to  l<now  how  to  Iniy 
oheap.     If  Sir  Koliort  Waipolo  were 
■dive  now  he  wonlrl.   1   think,  be  lost  in 
admimttoo  of  the  Chancellnr  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  buys  his  Party  so  cheaply 
tliey  take  his  promissory  notes  as  if 
ley  had  some  real  and  suhslautial  value. 
Mu.  GERALD  BALFOUR    (Leeds, 
■uqtriaec 


B  hwl  risen 
■,  rfttlier,  he 


'fir  the  Inst  speofh — 
surprised,  for  the 


simple  reason  llial  the  speeuh  was  uu- 
answerable.  It  proved  that  the  Session 
would  be  extiudod  far  beyond  the  eud  of 
Aogast,  or  else  that  it  would  lie  neew- 
sary  to  hnve  a  fresh  slnughtar  of  the 
innooontH.  As  to  the  Eigbi  Hours 
(Miners)  Bill,  the  right  hou.  <.ient)eiiuiu 
said  that  in  gtvio^  facilities  to  this 
measure  he  was  taking  uo  unusual  or 
unprecedeDted  oonrae.  It  was  possible 
that  the  course  was  not  entirely  unpre- 
cedented, though  tiie  right  hon.  Gientle- 
inan  had  to  go  back  20  years  for  a  pre- 
cedent, but  it  was  very  Uousnal.  He 
was  not  aware  of  the 
which  ac  com  pan  led  the 
which  the  right  huu.  (jentlemau  alluded. 
SiK  W.  HAUCOUBT  :  There  are  a 
good  many  other  precedents. 

Mk.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  the 
right  hoti.  Oontleinan  only  <juoted  one, 
and  he  must  repeat  that  even  if  the  Go- 
venimeiit's  action  was  uotnnprecedented, 
it  was  very  unusual.  The  Bill  was  not 
a  Uovernmeut  measure,  nor  was  it  sup- 
ported by  all  the  Uemhers  of  the  Go- 
vetnnietit.  It  was  of  a  highly  ooniro- 
versial  character,  and  had  a  cou- 
siderahb  number  of  oppoueuts  on 
both  sides  of  tlie  House.  Yet  it  was 
selected  for  disnusxiou  at  the  expente 
of  other  Bills  which  were  originally 
included  iu  the  Govenunout  Programme. 
The  Ooverumeut  would  not  state  what 
were  the  facilities  which  they  promised 
and  it  might  l>e  assumed,  therefore,  tUitt 
a  certain  nniulier  of  dnyi 
given  to  the  Gommitlee  stage,  and  that 
the  Bill  were  ikot  through  then  it  woi ' 
l>e  dropped  and  no  further  fai'ilin 
be  ul  lo  wed  for  it.  W  hat  w 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchoqner's  reaaanB 
nr  this  exiraordinary  a>:tion  r  Hi 
lufortDuately  unable  to  be  present 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  made  his  state- 
day,  but  he  had 
since  carefully  read  the  speech  and  had 
ered  two  reasons  for  the  attitude 
takeu  up  by  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
He  first  said  that  the  Bill  was  of  great 
iiupcrtAnce,  and  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mous  ought  tn  have  au  opportunity  of 
prououuciog  an  opinion  upon  it ;  and, 
loudly,  that    the  Government  having 


ed; 

KinB  ^H 
was  ^1 


taken  the  whole 


3  of  the  House,  and 


the    Bill    having  a  favourable  position,  i 
ihe    Government  were    hound   to   givt 
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facilities  for  the  House  to  {M*ononDoe  an 
opiDiOD  on  it.  These  reasons  were  verv 
unsatisfactory.  It  might  he  said  that 
the  Government  had  given  a  pledge  to 
the  Kepresentatives  of  the  miners  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  But  why 
was  that  pledge  given  ?  He  had  sought 
for  the  reason,  and  in  the  course  of  his 
investigation  he  remembered  that  the 
Prime  Minister  in  platform  speeches  had 
made  references  to  the  Bill  which  must 
have  influenced  the  Government.  At 
Edinburgh,  on  March  17,  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  the  Bill  would  have 
the  great  mass  of  the  Government  sup- 
port, and  would  be  given  a  day  and  every 
facility  consistent  with  the  work  of  the 
Session.  They  would  spare  no  efforts, 
as  individual  Ministers,  to  pass  it  into 
law.  But  the  noble  Lord  went  further, 
and  later,  at  St.  Jameses  Hall,  said  that 
the  Government  had  promised  Govern- 
ment support  of  the  Bill,  and  that  was  a 
recognition  of  the  Government's  viewing 
this  new  force  as  one  on  which  it  must 
rest  for  support.  He  would  point  out 
the  difference  of  tone  between  these 
utterances  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Lord  Rosebery  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  themeasure  their  cor- 
dial support  and  would  try  to  pass  it  through 
Parliament.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer simply  stated  that  the  subject 
was  important,  and  that  the  promoters 
had  been  successful  in  the  ballot.  Some- 
thing must  have  happened  in  the  interval  ; 
and  he  would  suggest  that  he  was  not 
far  from  the  mark  when  he  said  that  the 
Government  had  found  that  there  was 
much  more  opposition  to  the  measure  on 
their  own  side  of  the  House  than  they 
had  supposed.  l*erhaps  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  had  reminded  the 
Government  that  his  views  were  not  the 
same  as  the  Prime  Minister's.  He  him- 
self protested  against  the  course  which 
had  been  adopted  ;  and  he  hoped  that  if 
this  Motion  were  pressed  to  a  Division 
those  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who 
were  opposed  to  the  Bill  would  join  in 
protesting  against  exhausting  the  time 
and  energies  of  the  House  for  these 
exceptional  facilities,  which  ought  never 
to  have  been  given. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  practically  the  hon.  Member 
complained  of  the  Government's  taking 

Mr,  Gerald  Balfour 


the  liberty  to  arrange  their  business  as 
they  thought  best,  and  without  consulting 
him.  The  real  answer  to  the  speeches  of 
the  light  hon.  Members  for  Bristol  and 
Birmingham  was  this :  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  submitted  a 
modest  programme  for  the  end  of  the 
Session.  The  complaint  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  wrong  in  supposing  that  the 
programme  could  be  carried  out  by  the 
end  of  August.  If  it  could  not,  what 
would  happen  ?  What  ought  to  happen  ? 
That  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to  sit  on 
into  September  until  the  programme  was 
carried  through.  He  was  really  an  un- 
partial  ''bottle-holder**   in   the  matter; 

for,  while  he  greatly  admired  the 
stalwart  spirit  of  Ministers  and  of  the 
Members  round  them,  the  state  of  his 
health  would  deprive  him  of  the 
pleasure  of  taking  part  in  their 
heroic  determination  to  carry  this 
programme.  He  was  not,  therefore, 
concerned,  unless,  as  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  suggested,  the  House 
went  on  sitting  till  November,  when  be 
had  no  doubt  that  the  state  of  his  health 
would  permit  him  to  come  back.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  attention.  His  complaint  was  that 
the  programme  was  not  larger.  There 
was  one  subject  on  which  he  had  hoped 
to  hear  some  statement  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  They  had 
heard  a  good  deal  about  the  Newcastle 
Programme.  The  House  was  aware  that 
the  Government  Party  had  the  advantage 
of  what  might  be  called  a  Liberal  Parlia- 
ment. Delegates  from  all  the  Liberal 
Associations  throughout  the  country  met 
occasionally  and  laid  down  what  they 
thought  ought  to  be  the  programme  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  That  they  did  at 
Newcastle  before  the  last  Election,  ami 
their  programme  had  been  accepted  by 
the  leaders  of  the  Party.  Since  then 
there  had  been  another  meeting  of  this 
Liberal  Parliament  at  Leeds,  and  it 
passed  a  resolution  declaring  that  it  was 
desirable  and  necessary  that  any  Bill 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
should  become  law  during  the  same 
Session.  The  meeting  called  upon  the 
Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  give 
effect  to  that  view  in  the  present  Parlia- 
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ment.  Of  oourae^  ooe  could  qaite  under* 
stand  that  after  the  fatignee  and  labours 
of  the  Session  Ministers  were  not  pre- 
pared to  go  into  the  questiou  exhaustive! j 
during  the  present  Session  ;  still  they 
ought  to  have  some  understanding  with 
Ministers  that  they  on  their  part  accepted 
in  its  entirety  the  resolution  of  the  Leeds 
Conference,  and  that  they  would  table  a 
Bill  which  they  should  propose  to  carry, 
if  not  in  this,  at  all  events  in  the  ensuing. 
Session.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe* 
oner  had  already  projected  his  mind  into 
Che  next  Session.  He  had  told  them 
what  Bills  were  to  be  brought  in ;  would 
he  add  the  information  whether  the  60^ 
vemmei^t  Bills  would  include  one  altering 
the  present  methods  of  Parliamentary 
procedure  ?  Speaking  not  only  for  him- 
self, but  for  a  large  number  of  Radicals 
in  the  country,  there  would  be  very 
great  dissatisfaction  if  something  was 
not  done  in  this  matter  very  soon. 
If  there  was  not  an  announcement 
at  the  commencement  of  next  Session 
that  the  Government  accepted  the 
resolution  of  the  Leeds  Conference 
as  the  irreducible  minimum,  he  was 
afraid  it  would  be  necessary  for  those 
who  agreed  with  him  to  take  active 
measures,  either  by  Resolution  or  by 
Amendments,  in  order  to  ask  the  Go- 
▼emment  to  express  their  views  and 
submit  the  question  to  the  House  upon 
these  matters. 

Sib  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire)  said,  he  should  like  to  say  a  word 
with  regard  to  the  neglect  of  the  House 
of  Indian  affairs.  The  people  of  India 
were  almost  in  despair  at  the  habitual 
disregard  of  their  grievances.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  bold  the 
balance  as  between  competing  claims  and 
interests,  and  to  see  that  fair  play  was 
giyen  to  those  who  had  no  Representa- 
tives in  this  House  and  no  votes  to  give 
to  the  Government. 

•Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  was  very  much  surprised 
at  the  selection  which  the  Government 
had  made  of  Bills  which  they  had  deter- 
mitied  to  press  forward.  The  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  referred  to  but  a  compara- 
tively small  number  of  persons.  The 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill,  again,  dealt 


with  a  very  complicated  and  difficult 
questiou.  The  Chaucellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  that  it  would  be  supported  by 
the  majority  of  Loudon  Members.  .  That 
might  be  so,  for  it  transferred  large  sums 
from  some  28  districts  to  40  others.  It 
was  reasonable  to  suppose  that  it  would 
be  supported  by  the  representatives  of 
most  of  .  the  40,  though  it  had  by  no 
means  their  unanimous  support,  because 
some  .  of  theni  felt  that,  though 
they  might  gain  for  the  moment,  still 
it  would  offer  such  inducement  to  ex- 
travagance that  they  would  su^r  in  the 
long  run.  Moreover,  if  the  principle 
was  adopted  for  London  it  must  be  ex- 
tended to  the  rest  of  the  country.  Then 
the  Government  were  going  to  give 
facilities  to  the  Eight  Hours  Bill,  and  he 
should  like  to  make  an  appeal  on  behalf 
of  the  Shops  Early  Closing  Bill.  The 
Shops  Bill  relieved  not  men  only,  but 
would  be  a  precious  boon  to  agreatnumber 
of  women  and  young  persons  who  had  no 
votes,  and  were  on  that  very  account  espe- 
cially entitled  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  Secondly,  it  dealt  not  with  eight 
hours,  but  with  persons  working  12  and 
even  14  hours;  and,  thirdly,  it  rested  on 
a  unanimous  Resolution  of  the  House,  sup- 
ported by  Her  Majesty *s  Government. 
He  greatly  regretted  that  they  had  taken 
no  steps  to  promote  a  measure  which 
was  not  controversial,  and  the  import- 
ance, he  might  say  the  necessity,  of 
which  they  had  themselves  recognised. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
the  Government  was  already  responsible 
for  a  large  expenditure  of  the  time  of 
the  House,  and  had  in  fact  practically 
taken  the  whole  time  of  the  Session  at  a 
period  early  beyond  all  precedent.  That 
being  so,  they  ought  to  have  been  a  little 
modest  in  their  demands  for  the  remainder 
of  the  Session,  and  the  Bills  they  pro- 
posed to  press  forward.  As  a  London 
Member  he  took  a  deep  interest  in  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill,  and  he  and 
those  who  thought  with  him  on  this  ques- 
tion, although  they  were  in  favour  of  a 

re-arrangement  of  local  taxation  under 
which  the  poor  should  pay  less  and  the 
rich  pay  more,  must  necessarily  occupy 
some  of  the  time  of  the  House  in  pointing 
out  that  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
in  some  cases  the  poor  would  have  to 
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ich  wotiliJ   obtain 


pay  more 
benefit  wli 

iDferred  upon  rhem.  It  must  be  ro- 
membered  that  titis  meftiiure  would  be  the 
foundation  iijmu  which  future  pro]>ofalef<>r 
effecting  euormotM  uhanges  in  relatinit  to 
localtaxntioQ  wonld  lie  based,  aoit  therefore 
it  WHS  only  right  that  it  ntioiild  receive 
ndeqiiate  difCtiMion  before  it  beciiine  taw. 
He  had  done  nil  in  his  power  to  secnre 
the  passing  of  the  Building  Societies 
Bill,  the  progress  of  which  wns  stopped 
by  one  of  ihe  »ii[>|M>rt«rs  of  tho  Govern- 
That  wonid  Ije  a  mom  useful 
''e,  IjecauKo  it  wab  hoped  tliat  ii 
vronld  put  an  end  to  any  cases  of  fniu<I 
and  (rrc^Uritiea  that  might  exist  in  some 
of  these  societies.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  Goremment  liad  acted  very  fairly  by 
the  House  in  picking  ont  from  among  the 
I  [H-irnte  Members'  Bills  the 
Eight  HMiini  Bill  for  advancement  simply 
because  it  was  promoted  by  one  of  their 
own  supporters.  The  Evicte<I  Tenants 
BiJI  was  of  n  most  revolutionary  clia- 
racier.  and  if  it  were  not  for  political 
Considerntions  no  human  being  on  either 
side  of  the  House  would  support  it. 
That  Bill  would  have  to  be  resislsd  to 
the  utmost,  and  the  time  that  would  be 
occupied  in  disetissing  it  niimt  necessarily 
be  considerable.  In  addition  to  the  time 
timt  wonid  be  re()uired  for  the  discussion 
of  ihe  measure  to  which  he  had  referred, 
«  considerable  further  portion  of  tiie  time 
of  the  House  would  have  to  be  occupied 
io  hrin^iug  forward  qaestions  arisiog  on 
Supply,  The  programme  of  tlie  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  was  a  sham  one,  and  had 
merely  been  brought  forward  by  the 
Government  with  the  hope  of  keeping 
the  various  sections  of  their  suppttrlers  in 
good  iiiimour.  In  his  opinion,  all  that 
the  Goverumeui  should  demand  of  the 
Honse  was  that  they  should  pass  the 
uecesaary  Votes  in  Supply,  and  perhaps 
one  or  (wo  non-content  ions  Rills,  and 
«ben  allow  them  to  sepamte  for  their 
well-«arned  holiday, 

Mr.  a.  ,1.  BALFOfR  (Manehesler, 
E.)  :  There  ajipears  to  be  a  general 
agreement  1)etween  tlui  two  sides  of  the 
House  that  the  end  of  August  probably 
represents  the  limit  of  Parliamentary 
endurance  ;  and  not  a  single  word,  I  was 
glad  to  notice,  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chnuoellor  of  the  Exuhc> 

er  to  cootmdict  the  opinion,  of  which 


he  himself  was  tlie  exponent  earlier  in 
the  year,  that  if  this  Houne  is  Io  «ontiane 
adetfuately  to  dlaotiitrge  its  functions,  if 
the  health  of  its  Members  is  to  be  pre- 
served, if  tlie  whole  machinery  of  legis- 
lation is  not  to  break  down  by  beiug 
overstrained,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  holidays  this  year  should  not  be 
deferred  to  some  extravagantly  late  period. 
We  do  not  differ  on  that  point.  But  we 
do  differ  with  regard  to  the  poasihility  of 
carrying  ont  that  programme  which,  with 
conscious  or  tinoonsriouH  Imioonr.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excbeqner  presented 
to  us  yesterday,  for  the  purpose,  as  he 
loU  ns,  of  bringing  the  ties^ion  rapidly 
to  a  close.  1  do  not  think,  8ir,  such  n 
sttttemeot  ever  was  so  prefaced  in  the 
nnuals  of  Parli«ment.  When  I  heard  the 
welcome  word*  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, i,  for  my  part,  thouglit  that  some 
modest  pmposals  of  iegislaiiou  were 
going  to  drop  from  his  lips,  and  that  be 
was  going  u>  tell  ns  that,  after  oue  Bill, 
or  at  most  two  Bills,  of  no  very  cuuten- 
liotts  chamvter  had  been  disposed  of,  the 
House  might  thmi  deal  with  the  great 
<)uestions  raised  by  Supply,  and  might 
then  amicably  prorogue  in  tbeliiird  week 
in  Au;;ust,  or  perhaps  ns  late  as  the 
fourth  week  iu  that  month.  But  when 
ibe  Chtini^ellor  of  the  Kxcheijuer  began 
to  develop  his  programme  there  was  not 
a  man  on  either  side  of  the  House  wbu 
did  not  know  in  his  heart  that  the  culcu- 
lutions  as  reganis  time  with  which  that 
plan  was  accompanied  were  absolutely 
ludicrous  and  absolutely  impossible,  and 
therefore  were  likely  to  raise  fallacious 
hopes  iu  the  minds  of  his  hoaiers,  if  they 
raised  any  emotions  at  all  except  those 
of  ridicule.  We  are  accustomed  to  sunh 
calenlations  at  the  beginning  of  a  Session. 
Every  Government  that  I  have  ever 
heard  of  always  begins  the  Messiou  by 
promising  their  followers  and  the  country 
a  programme  In  the  (Queen's  Speech 
which  persons  of  a  less  sanguine  tem- 
perament than  Governments  are  at  that 
period  of  the  year  would  know  could 
never  be  really  carried  ont.  But "  we 
forgive  that.  We  have  all  done  it.  But 
what  we  do  complain  of  is  that  the  youth- 
ful folly  which  is  excusable  in  February 
should  make  iis  appearance  on  the  18th  of 
July.  By  that  time  the  spirit  of  sober 
serloUsiiesB  should  come  over  a  Goverii- 
ment ;  they  should  have  sown  their  wild 
oata;  they    shouhl  know  what  it  ia  tbas 
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e  juiil  wliut  life  canDot  give; 
■Dil  reivUy,  at  a  period  wben  tlie  Sessiou 
ift  opprmehin^  tbe  rikturaj  term  of  its 
exJKteuoe,  to  indulgu  in  tliese  illasory 
ipea  kD(l  vain  dreama  of  fiitnre  glory  la 
fooliib  as  it  is  for  a  aeptuagenariau 
iudulge  ID  vininiiB  wliitib  we  all 
^  aire  in  joiitbs  of  18  or  men  of 
SS.  I  do  not  know  tbat  tliera  is 
aunliiug  i4«it  1  oau  add  that  will  iu- 
eteuse  the  force  of  ibiit  pregu^ut  alrenoac 
or  forecast  of  our  time  wiitcii  was  given 
ea  the  House  by  my  right  hon.  l-'rieud 
the  Uember  for  West  Birmingham.  He 
Went  through    the  promiiies   of  the  Go- 
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of  tidie 

which  would  be  lokeit  by  eauh  of  those 

keme  iu  turn  :  ami  he  showed,  I  tbink, 

demons trntioo — nt  all  evcuts,  no  refii- 

ion  hue  been  attempted — that  \i  all  the 

things    promised  bj  die   Govern- 

lut  were  performed  it    wae  absolnlely 

ipossible  to  leave  a  single  hour  to  be 

"  ■  ittd    Tenants  Bill,  the 

iDBiflcmrioii  of    wjjieb  we  arc   about  to 

immenoe.     Uow  i^  it  that  the  Govem- 

[it  have  been  led  to  such  a  very  dif- 

i-.oa<.'lusion  ?     I  tliink   I  nan  point 

11  how  it  is  that  the  right  hi>n.  Gentle- 

hns    made    his    false    calcniation. 

right    bon.    Gentleman    made     a 

extraordinary  cskulatiori  whieh  will 

itaud   a  moment's  examination.     In 

'^he  ftrgt  place,  it  cut  out  all  disonwioii  of 

guppJementary  EalimnteE.  Why  'i  What 

M'it  that  takes  time  iu  the  discusaioua  of 

lUpply  ?     It    is    the  di^wiiSHiuu  of   iJie 

'  tion  of  the  Government,  and  qnentious 

be  raised  jitst  as  well  upon  the  Snp- 

intary  Esriniates  as   upon  the  main 

timates.     The  right  lion.  Gentiemau. 

[Hade   a   more   important  and  a 

re  citrioiie  error  when,  like  other  etati^- 

iian«,  he  iojiisted  on  takin;;  ax  the  baeis 

oalculatinn     the     tigiircs     that 

kppeued  ta  suit  him,  luiil  leitving  abso- 

ily  out  of  acf^ouiit  all  the  figures  thai 

not  happen  to  suit  him.     He  look  the 

fMn   IH9I  and  1893.     Why  did  he  not 

take   IK9(),  m  \Hm,  OT  \mH,  ot   188T  ? 

When  yon  arra  dealing  with  averagea  it  it 

[waya  wdl  not  Id  take  loo  ttmall  a  hasis 

li   which  to   build  your  snperstrnctnre. 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken 

average  of  all  the  yenrs  during  which 

led    the  Uppositioii  he    would    have 

nd  the  figuroc  as  to  the  time  given  to 

ipply  very  dillerent  from  those  which 


he  produi-ed.  The  figure  whi 
right  lion.  Gentleman  gave  wo*  27^  days, 
and  the  average  number  of  dayaoooupied 
with  Supply  in  the  years  to  whiuh  I  hart 
referrei!  was  'AH.  The  right  hon.  Ganilu- 
man  should  have  ioelndeit  the  snppla- 
menlAry  li^tiraates  in  hii^  ealculattons, 
but  I  ob«erred  that  in  the  yeara  he  gave 
the  difference  between  Sapplementary  and 
other  Kstimates  was  four  or  live  daye, 
The  total  number  of  days  iu  1893,  which 
wa!4  an  exceptional  year,  wan,  ini 
the  Supplementary  Eiitiraates,  34. 
•biR  W.  HARCOUUT  :  No,  3 
inolnded  nine  supplemeutary  days, 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALKOUR  ;  My  figure* 
are  carefully  made,  and,  though  I  bavi 
not  the  ligures  excliidiug  the  Hupplenien- 
tary  Entitnates,  I  make  the  average 
number  of  days  occupied,  excluding 
l»92,  to  be  38.  If  that  average  m  going 
to  be  adopted  by  tile  Houae.  then  the 
calculations  of  the  Chancellor  of  tba 
Exchequer  are  ludicronsly'  off  the  mark. 
The  seeoud  mistake  made  by  the  Chan* 
cetlor  of  the  Hxcheqner  is  with  regard., 
to  nuu-uouteuliouB  business.  He  assumed 
not  only  throughout  his  speouli,  but 
throughout  the  supplementary  interrup- 
tions with  which  ho  greeteii  the  right 
hon.  Memlier  fur  West  Itirmigham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  that  a  nuu-coutentioUR 
Bill  was  a  Bill  that  was  not  doliated. 
That  is  not  tlie  definition  of  a  noti-eou- 
lentious  Bill.  A  Don-oont«DtiouB  Bill  is 
a  Bill  on  whicli  Parties  are  not  keenly 
divided,  upon  wbieh  there  m  no  desire  to 
run  oouuter  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  measure ;  but  it  does  not 
mean,  and  never  lias  meant  iu  our 
Parliamentary  vocabulary,  a  measurB 
which  do  not  require  amendment  and 
discuMiion  and  full  consideratiou  by  the 
House  in  Jta  various  stages.  And  if  yoB 
refuse  to  give  to  so-called  non-iM>ntentiout 
Bills  the  amount  of  discussion  thcf 
require,  the  result  will  be  that  your  legist 
latiou  will  be  full  of  blunders  which  will 
have  lo  Iw  corrected,  and  you  will  throw 
upon  the  House  of  Lords  work  which 
you  ought  to  have  mideriakeu,  but  which, 
uo  doubt,  they  arc  quite  as  capable  of 
performing  as  you  are,  if  you  choose 
deiihemtely  to  divest  yourselves  of  the 
duties  with  whieh  your  oonstituents bavft.] 
entrusted  you.  The  third  bhinder  of  tha| 
Chiiuuellor  of  the  Exchequei 
affects  the  •(■osuits  of  his  calculation, 
relates  to ''^«  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.  It 
V    •       \< 
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would  be  entirely  out  of  plaoe  here  to 
discnsfi  that  measure  even  in  the  most 
cursory  maimer  ;  but  to  suppose  that  the 
House  is  not  going  to  debate  &  measure 
like  that,  which,  though  it  is  not  a  long 
measure,  bristles  in  every  clause  with  new 
principles  and  the  new  application  of  old 
principles,  and  with  new  machinery  is 
surely  absolutely  ludicrous.  What  con* 
stitutes  fair  discussion  ?  I  will  ^ive  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  measure  of  fairdieh 
cussion  ;  I  will  give  him  a  standard  by 
which  fair  discussion  may  be  approxi*^ 
mately  estimated.  The  Gdveriltnent'  of 
which  he  is  a  Member,  in  their  wisdom, 
decided  to  establish  a  Scotch  Ghind 
Committee.  That  Committee  was  de* 
liberately  created  by  them  as  an  instru- 
ment for  the  rapid  discussion  6f  the 
measures  entrusted  to  it.  One  measure, 
and  only  one  measure,  was  entrusted  to 
that  Committee.  It  was  a  measure  non** 
controversial  in  its  general  character,  and 
a  measure  upon  which  no  Division  had 
been  taken  on  the  Second  Reading.  It 
was  a  measure  constructed  upon  similar 
lines  to  the  English  Bill,  which  had  been 
most  thoroughly  threshed  out  in  the 
House  within  the  last  six  or  eight  months. 
It  was  entrusted  to  a  Committee  composed 
of  the  most  business-like  section  =of  the 
House,  countrymen  of  my  own,  who 
notoriously  measure  their  words,  and 
press  into  the  briefest  possible  compass 
what  they  feel  it  incumbent  upon  them  to 
say.  It  will  be  admitted,  I  think,  that 
if  ever  there  was  an  instrument  calculated 
rapidly  to  go  through  the  details  of  a 
Bill  the  Scotch  Grand  Committee  was 
that  instrument.  And  what  has  been 
the  result?  It  has  been  occupied  14 
days  over  the  Bill,  and  the  Government 
who  are  in  charge  of  the  measure  find  at 
the  end  that  they  could  not  carry  the  Bill 
in  its  entirety  without  unduly  prolonging 
the  labours  of  the  Committee.  They 
have  therefore  thrown  over  one  part  of 
their  scheme,  the  discussion  upon  which 
is  not  finished  yet.  If  that  is  what  is 
done  iu  a  Committee,  not  of  the  whole 
House,  but  of  60  or  70  Members— about 
a  tenth  part  of  the  size  of  the  whole 
House — on  a  measure  which  is  uncontro- 
versial  and  is  strictly  upon  the  lines  of 
legislation  already  passed  in  thp  House, 
what  are  we  to  expect  "^^  ^^Nn  which 
has  to  be  discussed  in  a  fi^^se  (^^f  570 
gentlemen,  which  is  entirelj^o^el\>jji  all 
its  proposals  and  in  all  its'p(|Py>  whi^ph 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour         \ 


is  so  far  from  being  uncbntroversial  that 
it  probably  will  raise  more  bitter  con- 
troversies thaa  any  legblatioa  introduced 
into  this  House  since  the  Crimes  Act 
was  discussedi  and  passed,  and  the  dis- 
oufsioD  of  which  is  not  to  be  carried  ou 
by  Scotchmen,  but  is  to  be  carried  on  by 
Irishmen  r  If^tbis  nucoatroversial  Sootch 
Bill  took  14  davs  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee  lor  one  of  its  stages,  how  long  is 
the  same  sta^e  going  to  take  in  this 
House,  when  the  Bill  is  discussed  by  670 
gentleknen,  or,  rather,  by  all  who  are  left 
alive,  during  the  next  thft^  or  four  weeks  ? 
It  is  really  absurd  for  any  Government 
to  be  •  so  wilftilly,  or,  at  all  events,  so 
fatuously  blind  as  to  suppose  that  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  though  it  only  con- 
sists of  eight  clauses,  is  going  to  get 
through  this  House  without  an  expendi- 
ture of  Parliamentary  time.  Parliamentary 
labour,  and  Parliamentary  discussion, 
whieh  of  itself  would  be  sufficient  abso- 
lutely to  upset  the  calculations  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  ExcUequer.  There 
is  another  Bill,  any  mention  of  which 
was  conspicuously  absent  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
did  allude  in  a  passing  phrase  or  two  to 
the  Mines  Eight  Hours  Bill,  but  he  did 
not  give  us  any  estimate  of  the  amount 
of  time  he  was  prepared  to  give  to  the 
discussion  of  that  measure  or  the  number 
of  stages  that  measure  was  to  be  allowed 
to  pass  through  under  the  protection  of 
the  Government.  I  quite  agree  that  the 
Eight  Hours  Bill  is  a  most  important 
question,  and  it  may  or  may  not  be  right 
to  give  time  for  that  Bill ;  but  what  is 
not  right  is  that  the  Government  should 
ask  this  weary  and  jaded  House,  after  IB 
months  of  almost  continuous  work,  to  sit 
down  and  deal  in  Committee  with  this 
Bill  for  an  iudefintte  period  and  without 
any  pledge  from  the  Government  or  any 
decided  hope  being  held  out  either  to  us 
or  to  the  miners,  or  to  any  section  of  the 
community,  that  the  labour  so  bestowed 
will  not  be  absolutely  thrown  away.  The 
phrase  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  talking  of  the  Eight  Hours  Bill  was 
that  he  desired  to  have  the  judgment  of 
the  House  upon  it.  What  kind  of  judg- 
ment is  this  House  capable  of  giving  to 
any  Bill  at  the  end  of  August,  when 
August  will  be  the  19th  month  in  suc- 
cession smce  we  began  our  labours  ? 
Everybody  knows  what  a  state  the  House 
I  will  be  in  at  that  time.     There  will  lie 
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200  pairs  or  more.  The  House  will  be 
reduced — ^I  will  not  say  to  the  dregs. 

Sir  W.  HABCOUKT  :  To  the  two 
Front  Benches. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  wiU 
be  a  surviTal  of  the  most  vigorous  con- 
stitutions. It  will  be  left  to  those  who 
are  physically  strongest — to  the  smallest 
fraction  of  the  House.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
sometimes  argue  as  if  the  House,  when 
there  are  200  pairs,  was  as  well  qualified 
to  represent  tiie  country  as  when  all  the 
Members  are  present.  That  is  not  the 
case.  No  doubt  tl^e  House  equally  well 
reflects  the  balance  of  Parties,  but  it  does 
not  and  cannot  represent  public  opinion 
in  the  same  way  as  if  there  were  a  full 
attendance.  Thatargument  has  lens  weight 
when  you  are  dealing  with  business  of  so 
Party  a  character  that  practically  all  the 
Members  of  one  Party  are  found  in  one 
Lobby  and  all  the  Members  of  the  other 
Party  in  the  other  Lobby.  But  when 
yon  are  dealing  with  a  Bill  like  the£ight 
Hoars  Bill,  where  Party  discipline  is  not 
exercised  and  where  the  Divisions  do  not 
oorrespond  to  the  division  of  Parties,  I 
ask  what  kind  of  reflection  of  the  opinion 
of  the  country  will  be  got  out  of  the  House 
At  the  end  of  August  ?  Whatever  else  it 
may  do,  it  will  not  give  the  country  the 
judgment  of  this  House  ou  tlie  Eight 
Hours  Bill.  I  do  not  know  what  has 
fmssed  in  private  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  miners*  representa- 
tives ;  but  of  this  I  am  quite  certain  :  that 
if  these  miners*  representatives  either 
have  deluded  themselves  or  have  deluded 
their  constituents  into  the  belief  that  the 
Government  mean  business  over  this  Bill, 
and  really  means  to  get  it  through  the 
House,  they  are  the  most  deluded  even 
among  the  many  deluded  mortals  of  which 
this  Assembly  consists.  All  the  Govern- 
ment want  to  do — a  most  legitimate  object 
— is  to  secure  their  attendance  and  their 
votes  while  they  are  legislating  for  Ire- 
land. When  they  have  legislated  for 
Ireland  I  think  these  gentlemen  will 
flod  that,  though  a  day  or  two  may  be 
tossed  away  in  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  airing  this  or  that  clause  or  this  or  that 
provision  of  the  Miners*  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has 
no  more,  idea  of  sacrificing  his  holiday  or 
his  health  for  the  purpose  of  passing  this 
Bill  than  has  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  told  us 
that  he  was  all  in  favour  of  sitting  on 


nntil  October,  though,  for  his  part,  busi- 
ness would  take  him  into  foreign  parts. 
Sir,  we  all  appreciate  the  difficulties  in 
which  the  Go  vemment  find  themselves,  but 
I  would  put  it  to  all  sections  of  the  House, 
irrespective  of  Party,  whether  we  do  not 
as  a  legislative  machine  exist  for  some 
better  purpose  than  merely  to  reconcile 
the  different  fractions  of  the  Liberal 
Party  ?  That  is  an  honourable  and 
estimable  task  to  pursue,  and  anything  I 
can  do  towards  that  end  I  should  be  glad 
to  do.  But  we  may  make  too  great 
sacrifices  even  for  an  object  like  that,  and 
I  think  that  to  ask  us  to  go  through  the 
parade  of  legislation,  when  neither  by 
our  numbers  nor  by  our  individual  vigour 
we  are  capable  of  really  doing  the  work 
entrusted  to  us,  is  to  destroy  this  House, 
to  injure  its  reputation  in  the  country, 
and  to  greatly  impair  its  power  of  <loing 
good  work.  I  say  nothing  of  the  officers 
of  the  House,  because  it  is  easy  to  trot 
out  their  interests  for  the  purposes  of 
debate,  but  I  ask  the  House  to  remember 
that  we  have  arrived  at  the  end  of  a 
period  of  labour  to  which  Parliamentary 
history  offers  no  parallel  at  all.  I  my- 
self, and  of  course  there  are  many  others, 
have  been  engaged  in  the  active  work  of 
discussing  legislation  continuously  since 
the  1st  of  February  of  last  year.  I  do 
not  l>elieve  that  it  is  physically  possible 
for  Ministers  to  do  the  work  of  this 
House  and  the  work  of  their  offices  if 
they  are  called  upon  to  do  the  work  of 
this  House  for  so  long  a  period.  It  may 
be  that  we  are  blessed  with  Ministers 
who  are  so  richly  endowed  with  physical 
vigour  that  they  are  not  the  slaves  of 
the  weaknesses  which  attach  to  other 
men,  but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
unless  they  are  these  happily-gifted  and 
exceptional  mortals,  it  is  quite  impossible 
that  they  should  l>e  able  to  give  the 
freshness  of  their  minds  to  their  depart- 
mental work,  and,  at  the  same  time,  carry 
on  the  continuous,  the  wearisome,  and 
the  exhausting  labours  imposed  upon  us 
by  the  programme  of  the  Government. 
Sir,  I  will  say  no  more  exceptagain  most 
earnestly  to  urge  the  Government  to 
remember  the  pledge  they  have  given  us 
with  regard  to  the  early  termination  of 
the  Session.  Their  calculation  as  to  the 
time  that  may  be  taken  may  be  right,  or 
our  calculation  may  be  right ;  but  who- 
ever is  right,  I  am  convinced  that  para- 
mount above  the  petty  interests  of  this 


.  \' 


section  or  that  lacliou,  and  »ll  tbe  email 
coneiderationa  that  the  Chaucellur  of  the 
Exchequer  bas  laid  before  us  to-day> 
rises  up  tliat  extreme  neoeisiL;  of  pt«- 
venttag  the  House  of  Commoat,  by  sheer 
exhauBtioD,  from  losiug  all  its  eKietM;;  for 
public  purposes  and  work  which  can 
001;  hare  the  result  of  degrading  us  iu 
tbe  public  mind  and  of  throwiug  on  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  work  whicU 
it  is  our  busineas  primarily  to  perform. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : — Ayes     305  ; 
Noe:t  256.— (Division  List,  No.  187.) 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAV. 


EVICTED  TENANTS  (IBBLAND)  ARBI- 
TRATION  BILL.— (No.  176.) 


8EC0N1>   READIXU. 


423  Evicted  TematUt  {COUMON&}   (Ireland)  AriiMttion  BUI.  ^t 

oogbt  to  be  witbdipwn,  and  another  in<- 
troduoed  in  its  place. 
*Ur.  8PEAEERi  A- Bill  h^  altfaye 
two  titles,  a  long  title,  as  it  is  called,  and 
a  short  title.  Tbe  long  title  is  the  go- 
verning title  of  the  Bill,  and  leave  is  given 
to  bring  in  the  measure  acuording  to  the 
long  title,  which  remains  the  same  in 
this  case  as  it'  waa  whbn  tbe  Bill  vae 
briHight  in.  That  title  is  "  A  Bill  1o 
Facilitate  and  make  Provision  for  tb« 
Bestoratiou  of  Evicted  Tenants  to  their 
Holdings  in  Ireland."  The  noble 
Lord  says  that  ■  on  tbe  Order 
Paper  to-day  It  is  oalled  "  The 
Evicted  TeiiantK  (Ireland)  Arbitration 
Bill."  The  fact  is,  that  the  short  title  of 
a  Bill  which  appears  on  the  Order  Book 
is  to  be  regarded  as  a  mere  marginal  note 
at  the  end  of  the  Bill,  and  tbe  title  of  this 
Hill  has  been  used  for  tbe  purpose  of 
convenient  reference  should  tbe  Bill  paes 
into  law.  If  tbe  noble  Lord  will  look  at 
the  8tb  clause  of  the  Bill  be  will  see 
these  words  :  "  This  Act  may  be  cited 
as  the  Evicted  Tenants  Arbitration  Act, 
1894."  It  is  in  liamiouy  with  this  clause, 
which  declares  what  is  to  be  the  statntory 
short  title  of  the  measure,  that  the  title 
appearing  on  the  Paper  has  been  given 
to  it.  There  baa  been  no  change  in  the 
Bill  since  leave  was  given  to  introduce  it. 
Tbia  title  wsa  only  given  to  tbe  Bill  for 
oonveoieuce  of  reference,  and  iu  order 
that  the  title  on  the  Paper  and  the 
short  title  in  the  Bill  itself  should 
harmonise. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  rising  to  move 
the  Second  Beading  of  tbia  Bill  I  Rud 
myself  confronted  by  a  rather  curious 
change  of  position  on  the  part  of  those 
who  resist  the  measure.  An  extraordinary 
and  most  unfortunate  change  seems  at 
ibe  eleventh  hour  to  have  corae  over  tbe 
temper  and  intentions  of  the  Opposition 
respecting  this  Bill.  I  am  sure  that 
when  the  nature  of  this  cliauge  is  under- 
stoo<l  it  will  make  a  deep  impression  oa 
the  mind  of  the  House.  On  the  First 
Reading  of  tbe  Bill  no  attempt  was  made 
to  deny  tbe  existence  of  a  difficulty  in 
Ireland  which  it  was  tbe  duty  of  any 
Government  to  make  every  effort  to  meet. 
Not  every  apeaker,  it  is  true,  went  as  fat- 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin, 
who  said — 


Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  rose  to  move  the' 
Second  Reading,  when 

The  Marquees  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  he  desired  to 
submit  to  tbe  Speaker  a  point  of  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  wbeth^  this  Bill 
could  be  proceeded  with  ?  On  April  19 
the  right  hon.  (ireutleman  (Mr.  J.  Morlcy) 
asked  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  entitled 
"The  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  BUI," 
and  it  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  second 
time  ou  April  23,  when  it  again  ap- 
peared upon  the  Paper  as  "  The  Evicted 
Tenants  (Irehind)  Bill."  Ou  April  30, 
however,  without  notice  or  the  sanction 
of  tbe  House,  it  appeared  upon  tbe  Paper 
as  "  The  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbi- 
tration Bill."  That,  he  submitted,  was 
not  a  permissible  change  of  title.  Iu  Sir 
Erskine  May's  Parliamentary  Practice  he 
found  the  following  passages  ; — 

"  It  may  become  neceasaiy,  before  the  Second 
Heading  of  a  Bill,  to  make  conaiilerable  changes 
in  its  provieiocB,  which  can  only  be  accom- 
pliibed  at  this  stage  bv  discharging  the  Onier 
for  the  Second  Reaciing  and  withdrawing  the 
Bill.  If  a  change  of  title  be  nece«wirj,  the  prac- 
tice is  to  onler  the  Bill  to  be  wicbdrawn,  nod  to 
move  eabaequently  for  leave  to  bring  in  another 
Bill.  [Oieern.]  But  where  the  Bill  Ib  with- 
drawn,  for  the  purpose  of  making  numerous 
Amendments,  withoat  any  change  of  title,  a 
simpler  form  of  proceeding  in  adopted." 
He  submitted  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  practice  here  explaiued,  this  BUI 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


"  If  thej  wished  to  effect  a 
peaceful  settlement  they  must 
abate  the  feeling  of  '"  '- 


do  their  beet  to 
the  past. 
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w  Such,  ft  cDurw  would  be 

L  paitiei  ;  ami  it  wae  ,(«rtaliilj 


I   the  i: 


s  of  all 


of  th<»e  trtin  thought  thMt  there  might  lie  a 
riwDgeof  AilminM ration  in  tbc  near  future 
'^  -'  the  qaetitian  should  ha  seCtletl,  for  ia  vhat- 
(lifficulliei  th^s  IhidiI  of  diapoaaesaal  tenants 
;ht  JuTolve  the  [H'CBent  Hovernment,  any 
Its  Oovefainonl,  «-ith  a  differcul:  politicnl 
ipIesUn,  wDuldlie  placcil  in  uiQnitelj'  worac 
icaltlee." 

ttS  tlio  lanjriiiige  of  the  right  bau. 
Member  for  Bodmiu,  ami  ftltkougli  every 
olfaer  speaker  did  uot  go  as  fnr  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  oven  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (lid  not  dcDy  tlie  existence 
of  H  social  auil  administrative  difficulty. 
TheD  tii^  lion.  au(l  loanied  Member  for 
~  .bliu  University  (Mr,  Carsoa)  said — 

i*He  should  be  cijrtainly  aorry   tn  ad^ijit  a 

{WMMHtiM  nttitudc  Qu   this   ([ueation.     Hu 

r  enoue^t  of  Irelnnd  to  say  that  he  believed 

■dmitteil  that  the  question  of  the  evictcil 

'     whether  they  were  rightly  or  wrongly 

and   whether   they    were   cTietcl   for 

S   piirpo«e   of  fulrancing  a   particular  class 

p<mtk«  or  not— that  as  long  as  it  rcmaineif 

— 'tied  the  qui»ti(in  of   the  evicfanl  tenants 

!eiil  with  reference  to  the  peaoe 


prftci 


_'dl,..the  aext  step  was  the  placing, 
iWUiy  weeks,  if  not  mouths  ago,  of  ii 
BOtiee  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Buaaell). 
Nothing  ever  ilauots  him.  He  put  an 
down  with  a  mo<leriiting 
'(VeAmble.     It  began  in  tiiis  way — 

Ihb  HoDse,  while  wiUIng  to  accept 
and  [iraclicnljle  pmpusala  for  the  retn- 
int  of  the  eviotei!  teuunta." 
le  next  atep,  liowever,  was  to  tuke  out 
words,  "jiwt  and  practicable  pro- 
X"  Aitd  it  was  clenr  from  thiB  change 
the  task  of  resisting  our  plans  bud 
Ukea  ont  of  the  boo.  Member's 
Lnds  and  entrusted  to  those  of  an  irre- 
ooncilahle  section,  which  would  listen  to 
no  propoaal,  no  matter  how  just  and 
practicable,  no  proposal  for  dealing  with 
lAoeial  mischief  whose  gravity  bad  been 
litted  ill  all  parts  of  the  House.  But 
we  find  that  a  further  step  has  been 
I.  This  eectiou  to  whom  I  would 
■pply  no  language  worse  thtin  "  icrecoa- 
eilible"— these  gentleman  would  not  be 
content  unless  the  Ameudment  which  was 
to  express  their  determination  to  resist 
the  Bill  wfts  in  a  form  involving  a 
deliberate  retreat  from  tiie  polioj  of  the 
Idth  seotiou  of  the  Act  of  I»9I  and 
A  deliberate  declaration  that  gentlemen 
tBfiposilC  are  at  last  going  to  take  up  tbe 
'  'sh    tbe    hon.   and    learned 


.Member  opposite  (Mr.  Carson)  said  hfi- 
would  not  take  up — tbo  position  of  non 
pouumut.  If  the  Amen(lmeut  that  is  to 
be  moved  to-night  has  any  meaning, 
that  must  be  the  meauiug  attached  to  it. 
I  have  never  denied  that  there  are  en- 
lightened and  humane  Irish  landlords, 
but  some  of  them  are  humane  without 
being  enligbteneil,  and  there  a  few  who 
are  neither  enlightened  nor  humaue. 
Tbe  bou.  and  gallant  Mi  ' 
move  tbis  Ameudment  belongs,  I  think, 
to  the  second  category.  He  has  uevo- 
Hhowu  an  enlightened  appreuiation  of  ths 
difficulties  which  surround  tbis  and  other 
portions  of  the  Irish  question.  I  cannot 
help  saying  that  it  is  u  misfortune  thai 
the  Amendment  has  been  taken  out  of  tha 
baudii  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone, 
and  has  been  transformed  itnd  altered, 
and,  taking  the  form  of  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  root  and  hrancli,  lias  fallen  into 
the  hands  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  who 
belongs  to  that  irreconcilable  eeation 
whose  lamentable  blindness  has  so  ofted 
before  now  bitgbtetl  tbe  cause  of  peacj 
and  order  in  Ireland,  Now,  my  rigUC 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham ia  reported  to  have  said,  and  liA 
has  not  denied  the  accuracy  of  the 
report — 

■'  I  may  remiirk  that  I  am  quit«  prejiaml  to 
admit  that  it  in  most  de^iirable  thnt  aotnc  eqult*   I 
able  measure  should  be  iiasaot  in  tho  interests 
of  evictfd  tenants.    Tliit  can  only  bo  accont- 
[ilfshed  by  an  agreement  between  the  UnfoniEM   I 
MQil  GiadatoniBOB." 

Now,  of  course,  it  may  be  said  that  tbA 
fiettlement  proposed  in  this  Bill  is  not  an 
equitable  aettlarr-ent.     Yea  :   but  if  you 
deny    that,     in    denying 
the  hon.  Memlwr  for  Tyrone  asks  you  J 
to    do — namely,   say  that    this    Bill 
brought  in  to  meet  a  difficulty  which  ie  I 
of  the  utmost  gravity,  and  that  i 
tbe  utmost  importance  that  it  should  h^  1 
dealt    with  and  removed.     It  was  said   [ 
unly  half    an  hour   ago    that    this    Bilt  J 
bristles  with  new  principles.     I  shall  b^  1 
surprised  if  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  ( 
any    of   those  who  ait  beside   him  caa  ] 
show  mo  that  there  is  one  principle 
this  Bill  for  which  a  precedent  cannot  be  ] 
found  ill  the  Irish  legislation  of  the  last 
2o  years.     The  first  principle  is  the  use 
of  public  money  to  recoup  private  loss.    , 
Arrears  £ 


I 


1886.     Then  it  is  said 


righ^ 


resort  to  the  Irish  Church  surplus.  J 
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There,  again,  I  turn  to  the  Arrears  Act. 
Precisely  the  same  objectious  could  be 
takeu — that  it  was  improper  devotion  of 
the  Irish  Church  surplus  to  use  it  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Arrears  Act.  I  want  to 
know,  iu  the  language  employed  in  1882 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  to  what  better  use  can 
you  put  the  Church  surplus  or  any 
other  available  fund  iu  Ireland  than  to 
the  restoration  of  peace  and  harmonious 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant  ? 
Then  we  are  told  that  the  principle 
of  compulsion  in  this  Bill  is  in- 
tolerable. There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
principle  of  thrusting  upon  the  landlord 
a  tenant  to  whom  he  objects  is  found  in 
more  than  one  part  of  the  Irish  land 
code.  The  whole  code  is  saturated  with 
the  principle  of  compulsion  to  which  you 
are  going  to  give  such  vigorous  resistance. 
I  should  like  to  point  out,  after  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  a  short  time 
ago,  that  we  are  adopting  no  new  prin- 
ciple when  we  are  asking  the  House  to 
enable  the  arbitrating  tribunal  to  put  upon 
the  landlord  a  tenant  to  whom  he  may 
have  objectious.  Do  those  who  use  this 
kind  of  argument  forget  the  free  sale 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1881  ?  Under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1881  the 
tenant  is  empowered  to  sell  his  interest, 
but  he  is  obliged  to  serve  a  notice  on 
the  laiullord  naming  the  purchaser  and 
the  price  agreed  on,  and,  thereupon,  the 
landlord  has  power  within  the  prescribed 
period,  but  upon  reasonable  grounds,  to 
decline  to  accept  the  purchaser  of  the 
tenant^s  interest.  Who  is  to  decide,  ac- 
cording to  the  Act  of  1881,  what  are  or 
are  not  reasonable  grounds  ?  The  Court — 
that  is,  the  Land  Commission.  The  Bill 
of  1881  set  out  four  grounds  which  were 
to  be  held  to  be  reasonable  grounds,  and 
which  might  justify  the  landlord  in  re- 
fusing to  have  this  obnoxious  tenant 
thrust  upon  him.  I  have  not  had  time 
to  look  up  the  cause  of  the  omission  of 
those  grounds,  but  for  good  reasons,  no 
doubt,  these  grounds  were  omitted,  and 
it  is  enacted  in  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
that  in  the  case  of  dispute,  the  grounds 
of  the  landlord's  refusal  shall  be  decided 
hy  the  Land  Commission.  That  is  ex- 
actly  what  we  say  here.  We  say  that 
the  tribunal  of  the  three  arbitrators  are 
to  decide  whether  the  landlord's  refusal 
to  accept  the  tenant  they  have  ordered 
to  be  reinstated  is  or  Is  not  unreasonable. 

Jfr,  J.  Morley 


It  is  left  to  them  just  as  in  the  free-sale 
clause,  it  is  left  to  the  Land  Commission. 
Id  1891,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Balfour)  held  the 
office  I  now  hold,  the  Redemption  of 
Rent  Act  was  passed.  By  that  Act  cer- 
tain classes  of  tenants  could  apply  to 
have  their  rent  redeemed,  and,  if  the  land- 
lord did  not  consent,  then  the  tenant  was 
entitled  to  go  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
get  a  fair  rent  lixed  whether  the  land- 
lord liked  it  or  not.  It  is,  therefore,  too 
late  in  the  day  to  take  up  the  position 
that  it  is  an  intolerable  injustice  and  an 
intolerable  invasion  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty that  the  landlord  shall  have  a 
tenant  put  on  him  whom  he  does  not  ap- 
prove of.  The  point  was  greatly  pressed, 
I  think,  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
and  certainly  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Dublin 
University,  that  we  defined  no  principles 
upon  which  the  tribunal  was  to  go  to 
work.  Well,  to  that  I  have  to  say  that 
the  enormously  important  Act  of  1870, 
in  the  section  dealing  with  the  equities 
of  landlords  and  tenants,  lays  down  do 
principle  whatever  upon  which  the  Court 
is  to  decide,  and  in  the  Act  of  1881  there 
are  no  directions.  We  had  before  us 
upstairs  two  or  three  days  ago  the  very 
learned  Judge  who  is  the  Chief  Judicial 
Land  Commissioner,  and  in  answer  to 
questions  he  informed  us  that  the  Legis- 
lature has  abstained  from  embodying  anj 
definition  whatever,  or  giving  any  indica- 
tion whatever,  of  what  constitutes  a  fair 
rent  under  the  Act  of  1881.  Here  is  a 
vital  point  in  the  administration  of  the 
Act,  and  yet  we  are  told  by  the  learned 
Judge,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Carson)  knows  that  it  is 
so,  that  the  Act  of  1881  contains  none  of 
those  directions  and  definitions  of  prin- 
ciple which  you  are  so  indignant  with 
us  for  not  having  included  in  this  Bill. 
There  is  one  objection  which  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  took  on  which  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two.  It  is 
a  detail,  but  not  an  unimportant  de- 
tail. He  said  the  evicted  tenant  may 
have  had  a  rent  fixed  in  1885,  and  if  he 
had  not  been  evicted  he  could  not  have 
applied  to  have  his  fair  rent  revised  until 
1901.  Is  he,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  as  a  restored  evicted  tenant  to 
have  the  right  to  get  his  rent  revised  in 
1894  ?  No,  Sir,  that  is  not  our  Bill.  It 
is  not   our   intention    that   the  evicted 
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tonant,  generally  speaking,  when  restored 
to  his  holdings  should  have  rights  he 
would  not  have  possessed  had  he  not  been 
evicted.  If  the  first  clause  as  drawn 
can  be  shown  not  to  deal  effectively  with 
this  particular  matter  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  examine  words  for  making  it  clearer. 
I  may  say  that  tlie  learned  Judge  who 
presides  over  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
has  restored  hundreds  of  evicted  tenants 
to  their  holdings  on  estates  in  his  Court, 
and  has  in  many  instances — so  I  am  told 
— not  only  reinstated  the  tenants,  but  he 
has  reinstated  them  at  rents  substantially 
lower  than  the  rents  they  originally  paid 
when  they  were  evicted.  Sir,  there  is 
another  more  serious  objection,  I  thiuk, 
on  which  I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words,  and  it  is  one  upon  which  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tyroue  has  dwelt 
in  his  speech  here  and  elsewhere.  I 
mean  the  danger  which  our  proposals  are 
said  to  involve  to  a  new  tenant  wbo 
should  decline  to  consent  to  tbe  order 
depriving  him  of  the  holding  and  restor- 
ing the  old  tenant.  According  to  the 
Bill  his  conseut  is  necessary,  and  tbe 
argament  of  the  lion.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  and  of  other  gentlemen  is  that 
this  requiring  the  assent  of  the  new 
tenant — who  I  may  perhaps  remind  those 
Members  of  tbe  House  wbo  are  not 
familiar  with  these  matters — is  known  as 
a  planter — will  create  a  temptation  to  put 
violent  compulsion  by  outrage  and  other- 
wise on  him  to  secure  the  assent  of  the 
new  tenant.  Can  anybody  suppose  that 
if  there  is  this  resolute  determination  in 
the  minds  of  the  evicted  tenants  or  land 
jobbers  to  drive  out  the  new  tenant — can 
anybody  suppose  that  the  peril  or  hazard 
of  that  determination  taking  an  active 
and  violent  form  would  not  be  just  as 
great,  yes  and  much  greater,  if  tbe 
evicted  tenants,  as  a  body,  were  informed, 
once  and  for  all,  that  the  door  of  hope 
of  facilitating  their  restoration  to  their 
holdings  was  closed  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
quoted  me,  but  that  is  not  my  position. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  may  have  done 
the  hon.  Gentleman  an  injustice,  but  it 
is  certainly  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
organs  in  the  Press  which  support  the 
views  of  these  hon.  Members,  and  of 
which  we  hear  a  good  deal.  There  may 
be  possible  mischiefs  in  the  proposals 
that  we  make.  It  is  for  you  to  point 
out  the  mischiefs.     I  will  undertake  to 
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say  that,  whatever  mischiefs  you  point 
out  in  our  plans,  there  is  this  difiEerence 
between  our  pl|ius  and  your  absence  of 
plans  :  The  mischiefs  in  our  plans  are 
contingent  and  remote  ;  the  mischiefs  in 
your  absence  of  plans  are  certain,  in- 
evitable and  flagrant.  One  more  word 
on  a  point  as  to  the  reinstatement  of 
tbe  evicted  tenants  which  was  made  on 
the  occasion  of  the  First  Reading  of  tbe 
Bill,  and  which  has  been  made  in  public 
controversy  since.  It  is  argued  that  the 
restored  tenant  would  not  have  tbe  means, 
if  reinstated,  to  meet  his  liabilities. 
Here,  again,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
that  is  an  uncommonly  difficult  question.  I 
am  the  last  man  to  deny  it,  and  I  want 
to  meet  all  tbe  difficulties  as  well  as  I 
can.  My  belief  is  that  those  whom  the 
arbitrators  thiuk  proper  persons  to  re- 
instate, with  tbe  aid  of  their  friends,  or 
of  contributions  from  some  organisations, 
or  other  efforts,  and  particularly  with  tbe 
aid  of  this  Bill,  will  pull  through  this 
particular  difficulty.  Anybody  acquainted 
with  Ireland  knows  that  nothing  is  more 
surprising  than  the  manner  in  which 
tenants  with  all  tbe  outward  appearance 
of  poverty  somehow  or  other  obtain  the 
money  to  purchase  farms  whenever  farms 
come  into  the  market.  That  shows  that 
there  may  be  resources  in  tbe  possession 
of  these  tenants  themselves,  which,  if 
there  is  a  hope  of  their  legal  reinstate- 
ment, with  tbe  assistance  of  tbe  funds 
we  are  proposing  to  place  at  tbe 
disposal  of  the  arbitrators,  will  ensure  that 
the  restored  tenants  on  their  reinstate- 
ment will  have  means  to  carry  on,  so 
that  that  is  an  objection  without  any 
great  force.  Another  point  that  has  been 
made  is  that  the  public  bearing  of  appli- 
cations by  tenants  will  lead  to  protracted 
recriminations  between  landlords  and 
tenants,  and  that  tbe  publication  of  these 
proceedings  by  the  newspapers  in  Ire- 
land will  lead  to  a  daily  dose  of  exaspe- 
ration which  undoubtedly  would  be  in  tbe 
highest  degree  mischievous.  Personally, 
I  have  a  strong  opinion  that  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  arbitrators  should  be 
private,  and  I  am  advised  that  tbe  words 
of  the  Bill  do  not  preclude  that  mode  of 
procedure.  I  shall,  however,  be  prepared 
to  strengthen  the  words  of  the  Bill,  if 
thought  desirable  ;  but  I  believe  these 
words  are  adequate.  There  is  just  one 
other  suggestion  to  which  I  should  like 
to  allude,  which  was  made  by  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Uuiver- 


431 


Evicted  Tenants  {COMMONS}    (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill.  4Z2 


sity.  He  made  the  suggestion,  which  he 
said  he  would  not  claim  novelty  or 
originality  for,  that  the  sum  proposed  to 
be  advanced  shonld  be  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  some  of  those  large  tracts  of 
land  which,  he  assumed,  are  in  the  mar- 
ket, and  which  could  be  purchased  in  the 
present  state  of  the  Irish  land  market  at 
a  very  low  figure.  That  was  a  sugges- 
tion which  was  contained  in  the  Report 
of  the  Mathew  Commission.  It  would 
be  the  suggestion,  no  doubt,  of  anybody 
who  has  considered  the  condition  of  this 
problem,  tliat  those  pieces  of  land  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  should  be  purchased  and  provision 
made  on  those  newly-acquired  lands  for 
tenants  who  have  left  the  holdings  to 
which  they  had  gone,  or  for  old  evicted 
tenants  who  have  not  been  restored  to 
their  holdings.  Upon  that  suggestion  I 
can  only  say  we  have  a  little  experience. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  knows  that  when  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  was  called  into 
existence  it  made  attempts  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  acquisition  of  tracts  of  land, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  experience  of  that 
Board  so  far  would  make  us  tr^at  this 
as  a  particularly  hopeful  suggestion. 
Nevertheless,  if  from  any  quarter  of  the 
House  that  suggestion  is  put  forward  in 
the  shape  of  a  practical  Amendment,  I 
will  do  my  bent  to  give  it  fair  considera- 
tion, though,  personally,  I  repeat  I  am 
not  sanguine  of  its  helping  us  out  of  our 
difficulty.  There  is  no  more  vital  point 
in  the  Bill  than  the  composition  of  the 
proposed  tribunal.  On  the  First  Reading 
of  the  Bill  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin  saw  that  that 
would  be  a  point  upon  which  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  might  turn,  and 
upon  which,  in  effect,  the  successful 
working  of  the  Bill  would  depend.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  asked  me  whe- 
ther the  names  of  the  arbitrators  would 
be  in  the  Bill,  and  I  told  him  that  they 
would.  I  am  now  able  to  announce  the 
names  of  three  gentlemen  who,  I  believe, 
will  fulfil  all  conditions  which  are  desir- 
able for  the  efficacious  working  of  the 
Bill.  They  are  all  men  of  competence 
and  impartiality,  whatever  their  political 
leanings  may  be  ;  and  here  I  may  men- 
tion that  two  out  of  the  three  are  not  in 
sympathy  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  Irish  Government  questions. 
But  whatever  their  political  views  may 
be^  I  think  it  will  he  recognised  that 
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these  are  the  names  of  gentlemen  from 
whom  both  Irish  landlord  and  tenant 
may  expect  to  receive  fair  and  equitable 
and  bnsiness-h'ke  treatment.  The  first 
gentleman  is  Mr.  Piers  White,  who  I 
think  I  am  not  wrong  in  describing  as 
the  undisputed  leader  of  the  Equity  Bar 
.in  Ireland.  His  distinguished  career 
and  high  character  no  one  is  better  able 
to  bear  testimony  to  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin.  The  second  name  is  that  of  Mr. 
George  Fottrell,  who  has  vast  experience 
of  business  connected  with  Irish  land. 
He  has  carried  out  great  transactions  of 
sale  and  purchase  and  has  acted  both  for 
landlord  and  tenant  on  a  very  large  scale, 
both  in  rent  fixing  and  in  transactions  of 
purchase.  Mr.  Fottrell  was,  at  all  events, 
thought  well  enough  of  by  gentlemen 
opposite  to  be  invited  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Bristol  to  take 
a  place  on  the  Cowper  Commission,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  thinking  his  presence 
would  give  weight  to  its  deliberations, 
whilst  he  would  be  an  impartial  as  well 
as  competent  inquirer.  The  third 
person  is  Mr.  Greer,  a  legal  Sub-Com- 
missioner from  the  very  beginning, 
who  was  also  chosen  as  a  perma- 
nent Assistant  Commissioner  under 
the  Land  Act  of  1891,  passed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  These  are  the 
three  arbitrators,  than  whom  I  do  not 
think  we  could  find  three  more  impartial 
or  competent  in  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
Since  the  First  Reading  I  am  glad  to  find 
myself  able  to  make  an  announcement 
which  will  be  satisfactory  and  gratifying 
to  all  friends  of  this  Bill.  The  figure 
mentioned  in  the  Bill  is  £100,000.  I 
thought  at  the  time  that  it  was  a  com- 
paratively narrow  sum,  though  small 
sums  have  some  advantages  and  recom- 
mendations. My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  said  when  he 
brought  in  the  Arrears  Bill  that  there 
was  something  exceedingly  fascinating  in  ^ 
receiving  public  money  ;  and  that  fascina- 
tion is  not  less  congenially  and  sympa- 
thetically felt  in  Ireland  than  in  other 
parts  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  There- 
fore, I  should  have  felt  that  there  were  ad- 
vantages for  the  purpose  of  thrift  in  the 
minds  of  the  arbitrators  by  having  a 
comparatively  small  sum.  A  Circular  has 
been  issued  from  the  Treasury  explain- 
ing the  state  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund, 
and  in  Committee  I  shall  be  glad  to  sap- 
plement  that  Paper  by  such  observations 
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iad  explaufttiuuii  its  may  see 
Tbe  Leatier  of  tbe  Oppoi 
BOmetbiu);  ot  au  envious  and  gnidgi 


iraUe.  r  roundly  speakiDg,  eometliiog  under  4,000 

witL  I  tioidings,  Ofl  tbe  probable  mux i mum  wliiuh 

migbt  poasiblj  come  under  ibe  opcralio 


Diiud,  said  tbat  be  bad,  in   1890,  |  of  tbe  Bill.     In  the  cases  of  tbe  estates 
endenvoured    to    get    all    tbe  money    be  i  iuveatigateil  by  tbe  Mathew  Commission, 


ire 

i 


oould  for  tbe  piiq>ose  of  endowing  tbe    tbe    average 

Cougeateil  Di^trictK  Doard,  bat  he  found  I  between     £15 

that  it  was  mortgaged  up  to  tbe  bill,  »nd 

could  not  undfTstand  bow  there  came  to 

be  £100,000  to  spsired  for  the  purposes  of 

this  Bill.     The  explaofttiou  liow  even  a 

larger  sum  tbau  tbat — as  1  shall  presently 

meoti'tu — is    now    available  is,  as  1  am 

told  by  tbe  confidential  advisers  to  whom 

I  referred,  th&t  the  endowment  propoaed 

1890  may   be  taken  as  based  on  tbe 

litiou  of  ibe  Fund  on  Marub   31st  iu 

it  year.     Any  advance  ia,  of    course, 

forestalmeut    of     tbe 

iture;    but    we    have   now    uome    four 

years  nearer  to  tbe  date  when  n  great 


drop  iu  tbe  ubargf 

Fand  takes  place,  and  tbis  renders 
tbe  operation  of  forestalling  the 
future  less  risky  uud  hazardous  to  tbat 
axtent.     We  shall,  however,  bave  nbiin- 

Hnt  opportunity  for  discussing  these  and 
ler  details  when  we  get  into  Com- 
ttee.  In  four  years  outstanding 
'Sftn  have  beun  rediice:l  by  £100,000 
R  source  of  receipt  which  could  not  be 
OBUtulated  upon  in  1^90.  Thirdly,  and 
lutty,  sales  and  redemptions  have 
aaxiuuted  to  something  like  £117,000  a 
wr,  making  a  total  of  £465,000.  Thus 
immediate  linanuJal  position  is  far 
e  easy  than  it  was  in  1890.  In  the 
Ittntime,  I  am  iu  a  poaitiou  to  say  I  am 
Dfined,  by  those  who  cannot  possibly 
bre  bad  wlvice,  tbat  a  sum,  not  only  of 
P00,O00,  but  of  £250,000,  vm  he  made 
reliable  for  the  pnrjwses  of  ibis  Bill, 
le  gentleman  who  gave  tbe 
iderof  cliEt  Opposition  a  million  and 
[bttlf  for  tbe  Congeaf^d  Districts  Board 
le  that,  I  can  have  it  if  it  is  re- 
I^Rired.  1  am  f|uite  confident,  therefore, 
time  comes  1  shall  b»  able  to 
ntain  all  that  will  be  needed.  There  is 
»  further  point  that  refers  to  tbe  mag- 
btude  ol  tbe  scale  of  operations  we  are 
■king  10  be  allowed  to  undertake.  So 
r  aa  I  can  make  out,  the  total  number 
1  holdings  from  which  tenants  ' 
bicted  between  May,  1879,  to  the  li 

1894,  wits   something   like  o,900. 

trough  tbe  operation  of  various  causes 

about  2,000  holdings  in  respect 

[  which  no  aution  will  be  required,  and 

left  h   balance    of  3,893,   or, 


£16  a  holding. 
I  think  we  may, 
that  tbe  same  scale  would  cover  the 
whole  tield  of  the  evicted  tenancies,  then 
the  4,(X)0  eases  would  give  au  aggregate 
rental  of  £60,000.  As  the  arbitrators 
are  not  entitled  to  award  under  the  head 
of  rent  more  than  otie  year's  rent,  to  take 
it  at  tbe  bigbest,  this  loaves  a  very  large 
margiu  out  of  the  sum  I  hare  just  Eoeu.- 
tioned  for  Ibe  two  other  possible  pay^ 
uents  to  the  new  tenants,  on  the  < 
band,  and  on  ibo  other  the  piiyment,  i 
exceeding  £50,  if  tbe  arbitrator  ibink^ 
fit,  to  tbe  tenant  making  a  new  start.    It  | 


lb  Cbnrcb  I  may  be  thought  tbat  these  operational 
will  cover  a  long  period  of  time  ;  but  U 
need  not  be  so,  and  I  cannot  believe  it 
will  be  so.  A  couple  of  years  ago  there 
was  aH  arbitration  on  the  Drapers'  Com- 
pany estate,  in  wbioh  the  bou.  Member 
for  Korth  Louth  and  Mr.  Thomas  Dloki. 
SOD,  formerly  a  Member  of  this  Hoase^. 
were  concerned.  The  object  of  the  arbi- 
tration was  tn  fix  tbe  amount  of  purcfaase- 
money  and  to  deal  with  f  1  (,000  of 
arrears  of  rent.  The  arbitrators  dealt  with 
560  cases  ;  these  were  ail  settled  within 
three  months,  all  the  evicted  leuauts  re* 
stored,  and  satisfactory  terms  arrived  afjaj 
[Mr,  Carson  :  Was  tbat  a.  voluularyv' 
settlement  ?]  Yes,  of  course,  I  nv^i 
only  on  the  point  of  tbe  time  tbat  it  wilf] 
take  to  dispose  of  a  large  number  of' 
cases.  Otber  figures  were  gvvea  on  tha' 
Committee  upstairs  bv  Mr.  Justice  " 
ley.  He  said  tbat  in  1892  he  deli 
judgment  in  ],6oO  appeal  cases, sll  beard 
through  ;  in  1B9I,  in  1,485  cuaos  ;  and 
in  tbe  three  aud  a  bulf  years  duriug 
which  he  had  been  Judicial Coiiimijisiom 
he  delivered  judgment  in  4,540 
fully  bearJ.  I  do  not  know  why  tbe  arbl* 
trators  under  tbe  powers  of  this  Bill 
should  not  get  through  their  business, 
wbicb  iH  less  complex  in  many  ways  than 
these  appeals,  with  corresponding  rapidity 
if  they  deal  with  tenants  and  cases  in 
groups,  as  they  will  be  able  to  do.  I 
will  only  add  tbat  Ireland  is  now  quiet, 
and  tranquillity  seems  profound.  But 
I  for  my  part  I  bave  been  careful  never 
'  to  say,  and  I  bave  never  pretended 
I  to     think,    tbat    this    quietude    is    tbs 
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slumber  of  a  sound  and  perfectly- 
established  health.  These  are  the 
moments  the  neglect  of  which  has  been 
followed  bj  such  disastrous  consequences 
in  the  history  of  Ireland.  It  is  the 
inveterate  neglect  of  opportunity  and 
occasion  that  might  have  been  used  for 
purposes  of  good,  both  for  England  and 
Ireland,  that  has  left  us  face  to  face, 
time  after  time,  with  an  aggravated 
malady.  In  view  of  the  fatal  lesson  the 
negligence  of  this  Parliament  has  taught 
to  Ireland,  I  will  be  careful  not  to  indulge 
in  any  prediction  of  the  consequences  that 
may  follow  the  rejection  of  this  measure, 
because  predictions  of  possible  disorder 
may  be  misinterpreted  as  an  indication  or 
a  menace.  Nothing  is  further  from  my 
intention.  The  House  will  not  forget  on 
how  many  occasions — several  within  the 
last  14  or  15  years — we  have  allowed 
favourable  moments  to  pass  by.  I  am 
confident  that  on  this  occasion  for  once 
Parliament,  in  this  branch  certainly,  and 
I  should  be  glad  to  think  in  minor 
branches,  will  not  prove  incorrigible,  but 
will  accept  this  favourable  moment  for 
satisfying  an  indispensable  condition  of 
social  healing  in  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  J,  Morley,) 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  "  that  the  Bill  be  read  this  day 
three  months," and  in  doing  so  he  was  well 
aware  that  he  laid  himself  open  to  an 
attack  of  a  kind  similar  to  the  attack 
made  upon  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
him  an  '*  irreconcilable."  On  some  points 
he  was  irreconcilable.  As  far  as  the 
Home  Rule  question  was  concerned,  he 
acknowledged  he  was  irreconcilable,  but 
so  far  as  dealing  with  the  land  was  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  Member  of  the  House 
had  any  right  to  call  him  irreconcilable, 
for  he  could  appeal  to  his  past  Parlia- 
mentary history  to  show  that  such  a  term 
was  misapplied.  He  supported  the  Land 
Bill  of  1870  both  by  voice  anj  vote, 
when  such  action  was  extremely 
rare  amongst  the  class  to  which  he 
belonged.  He  was  perfectly  well 
aware  that  the  action  he  and  his  col- 
leagues were  takiug  on  this  occasion 
would  lay  them  open  to  be  pointed  at  by 
their  /political   opponents    as   meh  who  j 


were    opposed  to    any  solution  of  thi» 
question  of  the  evicted  tenants.    They 
would  be  described  as  men  who  gloated 
over  the  sufferings  of  their  tenants,  and 
who  desired  nothing  more  than  to  tarn 
them  out  of  the  holdings,  deriving  in* 
finite  pleasure  and  satisfaction  from  it. 
But  to  gloat  over  the  suflbrings  of  the 
evicted  tenants  in  Ireland  was  an  expen- 
sive pleasure,  and  a  landlord,  liowever 
depraved,  would  think  of  the  expense. 
He  cared  not  much  what  his  opponents 
thought  of  him,  and  he  did  not  think  his 
colleagues  cared  much.  But  they  opposed 
this  Bill  because  they  looked  upon  it  as 
fatal  to  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
They  looked  upon  the  Bill  as  without 
exception  the  most  extraordinary  legisla- 
tive monstrosity  ever  introduced  either  in 
this    or  any    other    Parliament  on   the 
whole  face  of  the  earth.     Very  naturally 
holding  that  view,  rightly   or  wrongly, 
the  only  course  they  could  pursue  would 
be   to    meet  it  with  a   direct  negative* 
They  looked  upon  the  Bill  from  three 
standpoints:    There    was    the    position 
taken  by  the  Government,  the  view  the 
landlords  took  of  the  Bill,  and  the  view 
the  tenants  took  of  it.     With  regard  to 
the  Government,  he  did  not  know  whether 
they  were  very  anxious  to  proceed  with 
this  Bill.  He  observed  that  they  required 
a  certain  amount  of  nudging  during  the 
course    of    this   Session.     They  all  re- 
membered how,  every  now  and  then,  the 
hon.    Member  for   Kerry,  in    his    most 
Olympian    tone,  asked    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  intended  to  proceed 
with  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.     Some- 
how or  other  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill 
lingered   on     towards    the   end    of    the 
Session,      and      at      last     driven,      he 
expected,  with  their  sails  filled   to  the 
Irish  wind  from  below  the  Gangway,  they 
had  brought   in   this   Bill.      How  they 
viewed  the  Bill  he  thought  they  had  dis- 
covered  from   the   speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     The  Chief  Secretary 
wondered  why  they   did   not  accept  it. 
Evidently    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
thought  there  was  some  weakness  in  the 
financial  condition  of  the  Bill,  because, 
after  the  grant  of  this  money,  he   still 
thought  their  tenants  would  be  in  want 
of  assistance.     He  said — and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
were  satisfied  with  it — that  they  were  to 
get  money  somewhere  to  enable  them  in 
some  way  to  pnll  through.     This  was  w 
hopefiil  position  for  the  Irish  tenant.  To 
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get  moD^y  in  Ireland  somewhere  was  not 
always  an  easy  way  to  pull  through,  and 
would  involve  an    addltiooal    difHculty 
from   which    both   landlord    and  tenant 
would  shrink  in   affright.      He  did  not 
blame  the  Government  for  bringing  in  this 
Bill,  for  the  simple  reason  that  they  could 
not  help  it.     He  would  say  this  of  the 
Government — and  it  would  be  the  most 
complimentary  thing    he  would  say    of 
them  in  the  course  of  his  remarks — that 
when  they  started  on  their  career  they 
were  the    most   promising   Government 
that  ever  sat  on  the  Treasury  Beuch. 
They  promised  everything  to  everybody. 
They  did  that  dangerous  thing  —  they 
backed  a  great  many  Bills,  and  the  diffi- 
culty they  had  experienced  was  in  getting 
their  Bills  renewed.     Dear  little  Wales 
was  promised  the  plunder  of  the  Church, 
and  similar  promises  were  given  to  Scot- 
land ;  but  while  the  Welsh  and  Scotch 
renewed  the  Bills,  the  Irish  knew  better 
than    to    do    that.      They  pinned    the 
.  Government     to    a     Bill    with    regard 
to      which       they      themselves  ,  were 
pledged    up    to    the  eyes.      Therefore, 
lie    did    not    blame     the     Governmeut 
for  introducing  the  Bill — they  introduced 
it  because  they  could  not  help  it.     Now, 
iiow  did  the  Irish  landlord  look  upon  the 
Bill  ?     Why  was  it  that  the  Irish  land- 
lord  looked   upon   this   Bill   as   utterly 
on  just  to  him  ?     Let  them  consider  what 
would  his  position  be  if  the  Bill  became 
law.     Suppose  he  had  evicted  a  tenant. 
He  ventured  to  say  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  no    landlord   in    Ireland    evicted  a 
tenant  unless  five  or  six  years^  rent  was 
owing.     [  Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !  "]     He  did 
not  say  there  were  no  exceptions  ;  but 
certainly,  as  a  general  rule,  no  tenant  was 
evicted  unless  he  owed  nearly  five  years' 
rent.     He  believed  that  statement  could 
be  shown   to   be  absolutely  true.      Let 
them  imagine,  then,  that   10  or  12  years 
ago  a  landlord  got  rid  of  a  tenant  who 
owed  him  five  years'  rent.     The  tenant 
disappeared    from     view,    and    another 
tenant    occupied   that  farm.      A   great 
many  of   those  who   came  into  evicted 
farms    had    done    very   well,   and    had 
farmed  the  lands  with  success  ;   but  if 
this   Bill   passed   into  law  what  would 
happen  ?     The  old  tenant  might  come 
back  from  America,  or,  if  he  had  died, 
bia  representative  might  appear  on  the 
flceney  and  insist  on  being  reinstated  in 
the  holding.     What  would  happen  then  ? 
The  new  tenant  would  be  evicted.    This 


Bill,  therefore,  was  not  only  a  rein- 
stating Bill ;  it  was  an  evicting  Bill. 
They  proposed  to  evict  at  least  1,800 
tenants  and  to  replace  them  by  men  who 
had  proved  their  incapacity  either  by 
becoming  bankrupts  or  by  joining  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  That  was  the  hopeful 
look-out  for  the  Irish  landlords.  He 
thought,  therefore,  the  House  would 
understand  why  it  was  that  the  Irish 
landlords  did  not  look  with  satisfaction 
on  this  Bill,  under  which  the  tenants  who 
had  worked  the  lands  since  1879  would 
be  evicted,  in  order  to  reinstate  men  who 
had  proved  themselves  absolutely  in- 
capable of  paying  their  way.  He  was 
glad  that  it  had  been  elicited  that  only 
1  per  cent,  of  the  Irish  tenants  had  failed 
to  effect  a  satisfactory  settlement  with 
their  landlords.  After  all  the  land 
agitation  that  had  occurred  in  Ireland, 
and  after  all  that  had  been  said  about  the 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  tenants  who 
had  perished  by  the  roadside,  it  was 
satisfactory  to  hear  that  less  than  1  per 
cent,  of  the  evicted  tenants  had  failed  to 
get  back  under  the  satisfactory  terms 
offered  them  by  the  landlords.  He  should 
not  go  into  details  now.  They  should 
have  ample  time  in  the  next  three  weeks, 
which  the  Bill  would  occupy.  If  this 
Bill    ever  became  law,   which   it  never 

would [Several     Members  :      Why 

not  ?]     Because  it  would  be  thrown  out 
in  the  other  House.     It  would  be  thrown 
out  by  the  other  House,  whose  principal 
duty  it  was  to  rectify  the  mistakes  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons.      But  if  the 
Bill  passed,  a  quiver  of  horror  would  run 
through  every  tenant  who  had  occupied  a 
farm  since    1889.      For   what    was   the 
meaning;  of  the  Bill  to  those  men  ?     It 
meant    that    a    farmer    occupying    and 
working  a  fann  for   the   last    14  years 
might  suddenly,  and  without  the  power 
of  redress,  be  evicted  from  the  farm  in 
order  that  the  former  tenant  might  go 
into   occupation.     In    other   words,    the 
Bill  meant  ruin  to  those   men.     Those 
men  were  called  "land-grabbers"  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  and  how 
were  "  the  land-grabbers  "  to  be  treated 
if  they  did  not  comply  with  the  orders 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  ? 
He   would  read  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member   for  East  Mayo,   the  principal 
leader  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  uttered 
on  the  20th  of  May  last,  which  showed 
that     the    tenants    who    had    been    in 
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possession  sioce  1879  would  not  have  a 
happy  time — 

"  What  is  the  course  that  we  recommend  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  which  we  have 
always  recommeDded  in  the  past  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  to  deal  with  the  landgrabbers  ? 
[A  voice  :  Bhoot  them.]  I  dare  say  you  have 
all  heanl  of  the  nursery  rhyme  in  the  days  of 
your  youth  about  *  Little  Bo- Peep/  I  would 
apply  that  rhyme  to  the  landgrabher— 

*  Let  him  alone, 

And  he'll  come  home, 

And  leave  the  grabbed  land  behind  him.*  " 

But  it  was  dangerous  to  quote  poetry 
unless  one  went  to  the  end  of  the  rhyme. 
"  Little  Bo-Peep "  found  her  sheep, 
but  shp  found  them  in  a  condition  that 
made  her  heart  bleed  because  they  left 
their  tails  behind  them,  and  that  was 
exactly  what  would  happen  to  the  sheep 
of  the  landgrabher.  He  knew  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  tell  them  that  the  law  was 
sufficient,  if  a  Liberal  Government  was 
in  power,  to  protect  the  new  tenants 
against  the  attacks  of  the  old  tenants. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down 
a  rule  that  no  violent  intimidation  in  the 
way  of  speeches  was  to  be  used  within  a 
mile  of  the  landgrabber^s  house  ;  and  it 
was  said  that  the  mile  was  measured  by 
a  policeman  treading  out  1,760  yards. 
He  did  not  know  what  put  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  up  to  that  principle  of  pro- 
tection. Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man learned  something  about  explosives 
at  sea.  He  went  once  on  board  a  torpedo- 
boat  to  witness  the  explosion  of  a  pole- 
torpe<lo,  and  was  told  by  the  officer  in 
charge  that  the  -boat  would  be  blown 
into  the  middle  of  next  week  by  the  tor- 
pedo if  the  pole  was  not  a  certain  length. 
In  like  manner  the  pole  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary's new  political  torpedo  was  a  mile 
long.  But  the  length  of  the  mile  would 
depend  on  the  policeman  who  walked  it 
out,  and  if  it  were  a  short-legged  police- 
man, and  if  the  wind  were  in  a  fair  way, 
and  there  was  a  loud-voiced  Nationalist  at 
the  other  end  of  the  mile,  the  landgrab- 
her would  certainlv  hear  his  own  con- 
demnation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
charged  them,  because  they  opposed  this 
Bill,  with  being  the  enemies  of  Ireland, 
and  of  being  the  irreconcilable  opponents 
of  everything  that  made  for  peace  and 
happiness  in  Ireland.  But  a  very  fair 
opportunity  was  undoubtedly  given  by 
them  to  these  evicted  tenants  to  re-enter 
their  farms  when  they  passed  the\13th 
clause  of  the  Act  of   1879.     Then  yhy 

Colonel  Saunderson 


did  not  more  tenants  avatl  themselves  of 
it  ?  Because  their  own  leaders  forebade 
them.  Those  leaders  were  determined 
that  the  evicted  tenants  should  not 
go  hack  to  their  farms  except  under 
triumphal  arches  erected  by  themselves. 
How  did  the  leader  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign treat  that  clause  ?  He  asked  the 
particular  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
matter,  because  it  showed  that  it  was  not 
the  fault  of  the  landlords  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  evicted  tenants  were  not 
now  back  in  their  farms.  He  should 
first  remind  the  House  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  gave  advice  to 
the  people  of  Tipperary,  which  was  not 
supposed  to  he  absolutely  legal,  he 
refused  to  stand  his  trial,  and  went  on  & 
yachting  excursion  with  a  friend  instead 
of  attending  at  the  Court-house.  He  was 
glad  to  find  that  gratitude  had  not  alto- 
gether tied  from  Ireland,  because  he  saw 
that  the  son  of  the  gentleman  who  took 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  on  that 
yachting  expedition  got,  the  other  day, 
an  office  worth  £800  a  year  from  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin.  But  in  the  end 
the  hou.  Member  for  Mayo  did  sur- 
render, and  he  happened  to  he  in  prison 
when  this  13th  clause  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1891  was  passed  by  the  House, 
or,  at  any  rate,  he  was  in  prison  during 
part  of  the  time  in  which  evicted  tenants 
could  get  back  into  their  farms  under 
that  clause.  When  the  hon.  Member 
came  out  of  prison  the  first  thing  he 
did  was  to  make  a  speech  at  Dungarvan^ 
in  which  he  warned  the  tenants  against 
availing  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
which  the  13th  clause  gave  them  of  re- 
entering their  farms.  He  told  the  meet- 
ing that  he  was  ashamed  and  sorry  to 
hear  that  bids  were  reaching  the  land- 
agents  from  all  quarters  for  those  empty 
farms — 

*•  My  advice  to  the  tenants,"  he  said,  "  is 
this  :  Be  very  kIow  to  purchase  your  farms,  or 
to  have  anything  to  do  with  this  Land  Act 
until  after  the  General  Election.  Trust  to  your 
own  exertions  in  your  own  localities.  Abstain 
from  taking  those  farms,  and  do  not  porcbase 
at  present." 

Here  was  an  opportunity  given  to  the 
tenants  to  re-enter  their  holdings  ;  and 
the  deliberate  advice  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo — who  had  learnetl  nothing  by  his 
incarnation — was  that  those  unfortunate 
people  should  remain  as  they  were  in  Land 
League  huts  on  the  hillsides  looking  at 
their  old  farms,  and  not  go  back  to  them 
as  owners  under  the  Land  Act  of   1891« 
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Therefore,  he  thoaght  he  was  right  Id  .  allured  in  front.  The  hou.  Member  for 
saying  that  the  blame  for  the  present  Mayo  supplied  the  propelling  power,  and 
condition  of  the  evicted  tenants  should    the  allurement  was  the  syren  voice  of  the 


fall    on    the  heads  of   hon.    Gentlemen 

below  the  Gangway,  and  especially  on 

the  heads  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Mayo 

and  Cork,  who  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign 

became  the  greatest  eviotors  that  Ireland 

had  ever  seen,  and  only  for  whom  there 

woald  never  have  been  any  necessity  for 

this  Bill.     The  Government  would  never 

have    thought  of  bringing  in  this   Bill 

were  it   not    for  one  class    of    evicted 

tenants,  and  one  class  alone — the  tenants 

known  as  the  '^  Campaign  tenauts.^^      It 

was  to  help  those  tenants  that  the  Bill 

was  introduced.      Hon.  Members  below 

the  Gangway  were  pledged  up  to  their 

eyes  that  their  chief  endeavour  would  be    laud  more  dangerous  than  any  they  had 

to  get  a  Bill  of  this  kind  passed  into  law.    experience  of  in  the  past.     What  hope 

He  read  in  aTipperary  newspaper  that —    of  finality  had  the  Government  got,  even 

**  William  O'Brien,  whose  worxl  is  as  good  an  i^  ^^^J  passed  their  Bill  ?  If  there  was 
a  millionaire's  bond,  and  whose  pletlge  is  the  any  hope  that  Ireland  would  become 
nation's   sheet-anchor,    has   guaranteetl    those  i  peaceful  and  contented   under  the  Bill, 

SS^Bar™*^^^^^^^^        "^''*^^  ^^'^  '^''''^'    ^^'^'^  ^^"j^  ^  '^  ?^^*^^  «'"^^"  brought  to 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board),  who  promised  that 
a  fortnight  after  a  Liberal  Government 
was  in  Office  all  the  evicted  tenants 
would  be  restored.  Many  of  those 
evicted  tenants  had  gone  back  under 
settlements  with  the  landlords,  and  were 
now  described  as  traitors  to  the  cause  and 
unworthy  of  the  name  of  Irishmen.  He 
opposed  this  Bill,  because  he  did  not  be- 
lieve it  would  be  good  for  Ireland.  In 
fact,  he  believed  it  would  supply  in  the 
future  a  lever  to  the  hands  of  Irish 
agitators,  to  arouse  an  agitation    in  Ire- 


Something      hail      happened      to      that 
anchor    recently ;    it    had    been    badly 


bear  on  him  and  his  colleagues  to  support 
even  a  measure  they  thought  so  hope- 
lesslv  bad  as  tiie    measure    before    the 


damaged,  and  unless  the  Members  for  i  House.  But  there  was  no  prospect  of 
Cork  and  Mayo  could  prove  to  the ;  fiuality,  even  if  they  passed  the  Bill. 
evicted  tenants  that  they  had  done  some-  :  The  hou.  Member  for  Mayo  had  taken 
thing  to  redeem  their  promises,  that  j  to  making  periodical  visits  to  his 
anchor  would  finally  be  dragged  out  of  ;  (Colonel  Saundersou's)  constituency  re- 
the  sea  of  Irish  credulity.  It  was  said  cently,  of  which  he  was  very  gia.l.  He 
to  be  a  good  thing  to  die  for  one's  coun-  j  addressed  his  constituents  the  day  after 
try  ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  evicted  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo's  last  visit  to 
tenants  found  it  was  a  good  thing  to  North  Armagh,  and  he  was  able  to  talk 
starve  for  their  country.  He  asked,  was  i  with  great  eloquence  for  over  an  hour  on 
it  worth  while  for  hou.  Members  below  ,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member.  In  that 
the  Gangway,  for  the  sake  of  carrying  on  speech  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  made 
their  political  campaign,  to  condemn  those  a  statement  which  he  (Colonel  Saunder- 
unfortunate  people  to  lives  of  misery  ,  son)  believed  to  be  perfectly  true,  and 
and  wretchedness  instead  of  leaving  them    which  ou^ht   to  be  a  warning  to  every 


in  peace  and  plenty  on  their  farms  ?  It 
was  said  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
reduced  rent.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
hoD.  Member  for  Mavo  himself,  at 
Limerick  Junction,  stated  it   was  not  at 


Government  that  sat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
said,  speaking  on  the  Land  Question — 

"If   we  get  Home  Rule  we  will   settle  all 
those   matters  very  .s(X)n  ;    but  if    the   Tories 


all  a  question   of   rent   that   caused   the  ]  ever  get  back  into  power  bcforo  we  jret  Home 
Plan  of  Campaign  to  be  started,  but  that    P»lf'  I  Ixjlievc  there  will  be  one  of  the  hiirgc^t 

..  J         £         ^       I         I'i.*     I        i."  land  ajntations  that  has  ever  been  Hecn  vet. 

it  was  done  for  a  purely  political  motivr;. 


agitations 

could 


a 


In  order  to  carry  out  that  political  purpose  I  No  man  could  be  on  that  .subject 
the  hon.  Member  went  through  the  length  more  perfect  authority  than  the  hon. 
and  breadth  of  the  land  and  forced  un will-  Member  for  Mayo,  who  had  conducted 
ing  men  to  take  a  course  in  leaving  their  i  one  of  the  greatest  land  agitations  that 
farms  which  they  would  never  have  ;  these  countries  had  ever  seen  ;  and  the 
taken  unless  under  the  strongest  coinpul-  ,  hon.  Member  now  declared  that  if  the 
gion.  To  make  an  Irish  patriot  of  an  Tories  got  back  to  power  before  hon, 
Irish  tenant  was  not  an  easy  thing.  He  Members  below  the  Gangway  got  Home 
required  to  be  propelled  from  behind  and    Rule,  another  agitation   would  arise  in 
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Ireland  greater  and  more  terrible  than 
any  that  had  gone  before.  What  did 
that  mean  ?  It  meant  a  renewal  of  those 
old  scenes  of  crime  and  outrage  and  con- 
fusion which  had  made  Ireland  a  bve- 
word  amongst  the  nations.  Therefore, 
there  was  no  finality  and  no  prospect  of 
peace  in  Ireland  even  if  the  Bill  passed. 
In  opposing  the  Bill,  he  and  his  Col- 
leagues would  meet  with  the  approval  of 
all  the  tenants  in  Ulster  who  followed 
them  ;  and  he  believed  they  would  meet 
with  the  approval  also  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  tenants  in  the  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  because  a  Bill  like  that  shook 
the  foundations  on  which  every  tenant 
held  the  property  in  his  farm.  It  was 
said  that  he  and  his  Colleagues  were 
doomed  to  extinction.  That  was  quite 
possible;  but  even  though  they  might 
belong  to  a  fallen  class,  this  consolation 
at  any  rate  they  would  have,  that  they 
had  done  their  best  when  the  opportunity 
arose  to  destroy  and  defeat  a  measure 
which  could  justly  be  described  as  a 
measure  to  pay  Irish  criminal  conspira- 
tors, out  of  the  spoils  of  the  Church,  the 
wages  of  iniquity. 

•Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St.  Ste- 
phen's Green)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
should  be  taken  three  months  hence. 
Having  regard  to  the  monstrous  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  introduced,  and  having 
regard  to  the  immoral  and  inequitable 
principle  embodied  in  it,  he  could  not 
conceive  how  any  Unionist,  be  he 
landlord  or  be  he  not,  could  take  anv 
other  course  but  to  move  a  direct 
negative.  The  Chief  Secretary  to- 
night, at  the  outset  of  his  remarks,  made 
some  observations  with  reference  to  the 
change  which  he  said  the  tactics  of  the 
Opposition  had  undergone  with  reference 
to  the  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  Motion  that  had  been  put  on  the 
Paper  by  his  hon.  Frieuil  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson), 
and  said  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  in  taking  the  course  he 
had  adopted  was  taking  a  retrograde 
step,  which  was  a  deliberate  retreat 
from  the  13th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1891.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House  he  would  lik«  to  say  one  or 
two  words  with  reference  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Unionists  with  regard  to  th^t 
J  3th  section  of  the  Act  of  1891  and  th< 
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position  they  occupied  to-night  with 
reference  to  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman introduced  the 'Bill  on  the  1 9th  of 
April  last  he  commented  npon  that  13th 
section  of  the  Act  and  said  that  it  would 
be  futile  to  attempt  to  solve  the  question 
on  the  Hues  of  Section  13  alone  without 
the  principle  of  compulsion.  On  be- 
half of  gentlemen  who  sat  on  those 
Benches  with  him,  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Ulster  landlords,  he  thought  he  might  say 
that  they  were  perfectly  willing  to  have 
the  13th  section  of  the  Act  of  1891  re- 
enacted  so  as  to  give  to  any  evicted 
tenant  the  benefits  provided  by  that 
section.  What  were  the  benefits  pro- 
vided by  that  section  ?  Without  its  aid 
the  landlord  had  the  right  at  any  time 
he  liked  of  reinstating  any  evicted  tenant ; 
he  could  put  him  back  and  place  him 
in  a  position  that  would  enable  him  to 
become  a  purchaser  under  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Act ;  but  in  reinstating  him  he  would 
put  him  back  on  the  land  as  a  present 
tenant,  conferring  upon  him  the  rights 
of  present  tenants,  which  included  the 
right  of  fair  rent  and  ^^axX"^  of  tenure  in 
the  soil.  Under  the  13th  section  the 
status  of  a  tenant  could  be  conferred  on 
him  without  actual  reinstatement.  The 
landlords  of  Ireland — he  did  not  speak 
in  their  name,  but  »s  one  interested 
in  the  land  question  in  Ireland  — 
were  perfectly  willing  that  that  sec- 
tion should  be  re-enacted  without  any 
time  limit.  The  section  as  it  stood 
limited  the  period  within  which  the 
tenant  might  apply  to  purchase  to  six 
months,  but  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  that  section  being  re-enacted  without 
any  time  limit.  It  was  idle  for  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  say  that  in  taking  the 
position  which  they  had  taken  to-night 
there  was  any  retreat  from  that  13th 
section.  The  Motion  for  the  rejection 
of  the  Second  Reading  was  simply 
adopted  because  the  Chief  Secretary,  in 
his  speech  on  that  occasion,  said  it  would 
be  futile  to  consider  the  13th  section 
unless  the  principle  of  compulsion  was 
attached  to  it.  The  Ciiief  Secretary  to- 
night referred  to  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsion, and  said  he  would  be  able 
to  find  precedents  throughout  the  Land 
Acts  for  the  principle  of  compulsion  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House ; 
that  the  whole  code  of  the  Land  Acts 
was  saturated  with  compulsion. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Hear,  hear  I 
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Mr.  W.  KENNY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  ^  Hear,  hear !  *'  bat  he 
(Mr.  Kennj)  must  saj  he  was  con- 
siderably astonished  when  he,  for  the  first 
time  in  his  life,  heard  it  asserted  that  the 
Land  Acts  of  1881,  1885,  1887  were  satu- 
rated with  oompulsiou.  He  admitted  that 
into  one  Act  the  principle  of  compulsion 
did  come  in  a  modified  way — namely,  in 
the  Redemption  of  Rent  Act.  When  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  cited  cases  in 
which  he  contended  an  obnoxious  tenant 
could  be  forced  on  the  landlord,  what 
were  the  clauses  he  referred  to  ?  They 
were  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Act 
of  1881. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  said  the  Free 
Sale  Clauses. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY:  Well,  the  Free 
Sale  Clauses.  What  did  they  find  there  ? 
Only  a  transfer  of  the  existing  tenancy  ; 
but,  not,  as  in  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
the  introduction  of  a  person  who  was  a 
complete  stranger  to  the  holding,  and  who 
had  no  legal  or  equitable  right  of  any 
sort.  In  the  Act  of  1881  they  did  not 
'find  the  introduction  of  any  person  in 
that  position  into  the  holding  or  forced 
upon  the  landlord.  In  tlie  Redemption 
of  Rent  Act  there  was  an  existing 
tenancy,  also  an  existing  holding,  but 
they  did  not  find:the  landlord  in  possession 
of  that  holding  ;  they  found  a  long  lease- 
holder, or,  it  might  \\e,  a  person  holding 
under  a  fee  farm  grant,  and  under  the 
Redemption  Act  he  might  purchase 
his  rent,  and  if  the  landlord  refused  he 
was  allowed  to  apply  to  the  Land  Court 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  Was  there  any 
analogy  there  to  the  Bill  that  was  now 
before  the  House,  which  sought  to  force 
upon  the  landlord  a  person  who  had  no 
legal  or  equitable  interest  in  the  holding  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  referred  to  the  transactions  of 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  in  Dublin,  and 
he  told  the  House,  that  the  Judge  of  that 
Court,  Mr.  Justice  Monroe,  had  on  many 
occasions  reinstated  the  tenants  in  their 
homes.  In  reinstating  the  tenants  in 
their  holdings  did  he  reinstate  them  as 
present  tenants  ?  No  ;  he  made  tempo-  - 
rary  lettings  to  them,  which,  by  the  o8th 
Section  of  the  Act  of  1881  excluded 
them  from  having  a  fair  rent  fixed  or  of 
availing  themselves  of  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act.  These  were  the 
precedents  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
said  were  precedents  for  his  Bill  of  1894, 
•ad  which  he  said  embodied  the  principle 


of  compulsion  contained  in  this  Bill. 
As  he  had  said,  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly 
caused  him  very  great  surprise,  because 
he  could  not  find  that  in  a  single  one  of 
the  instances  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  was  there  any  attempt  to  force 
a  mere  outsider,  and,  as  he  contended,  an 
insolvent,  and,  in  some  cases,  a  criminal 
outsider,  upon  the  landlord  whom  he  had 
defrauded.  What  did  the  present  Bill 
propose  to  do  ?  As  he  said,  he  was  not 
particularly  interested  in  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  He  was  not  a  landlord  himself, 
he  did  not  own  a  single  rood  of  land  in 
Ireland  ;  but  he  was,  however,  one  of  a 
section  in  this  House  who  did  believe  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  had  been  sufficient! v 
plundered  already.  There  were  other 
parties  iu  the  House  who  believed  the 
landlonls  had  not  been  sufficientlv 
plundereil.  How  did  the  land  question 
at  the  present  moment  stand  ?  They 
had  the  authority  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Irish  Members  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way, the  hon.  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sented Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy), 
for  the  statement  that  the 

•'  feudal  powers  of  the  Irish  landlords,  the 
unexampled  execution  of  arbitrary  eviotioii, 
harl  been  shattered  and  destroyed,  and  that  the 
two  essential  principles  of  the  Land  Jjcague  had 
become  the  law  of  the  land.'' 

That  was  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Longfonl  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy),  and  he  thought  they 

might  take  it  from  that  pronouncement 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  regarded  to  a 
large  extent,  the  agrarian  question  in 
Ireland,  the  question  as  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  as  practically  at  an  end. 
What  was  the  object  of  the  present 
Bill,  and  what  class  of  persons  in  Ireland 
was  it  intended  to  benefit  ?  It  was 
not  brought  in  in  the  interests  of  the 
evicted  tenants  alone,  it  was  brought  in, 
he  contended,  in  the  interests  of  another 
party  altogether.  It  was  brought  in  in  the 
interests  of  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen — the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  and 
the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  their  credit. 
It  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  benefitting 
the  old  evicted  tenant,  the  tenant  who 
was  evicted  before  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Anyone  who  read  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  on  the  If^th  April  last 
would  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
regarded to  a  large  extent  the  claims  of 
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those  tenaQte  evicted  before  the  Plau  of 
Campaign,  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman^s  observatious  from  beginning  to 
end  were  directed  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants,  and  to  these  alone.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  on  that  occa- 
sion that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  tenants 
were  the  main  centre  of  the  mischief  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  these 
tenants 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  W.  KEMNY  said,  perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  agree  with 
him  in  this  statement,  that  the  Campaign 
estates  were  the  centre  of  the  mischief  in 
Ireland*  But  they  had. other  pronounce- 
ments besides  those  made  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  and  he  would 
like  to  know  whether  this  Bill  wus 
brought  in  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  any  pledge  given  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants  in  Ireland  by  a 
present  Cabinet  Minister.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Shaw  -  Lef evre)  visited  Ireland 
some  years  ago,  and  Avbat  did  he  tell 
them  ?  He  said  that  within  a  mouth 
after  the  Liberal  Party  was  in  power 
every  emergency  man  would  have  fled 
the  country,  and  that  every  bogus  tenant 
would  have  been  replaced  by  the  original 
tenaut.  That  was  a  statement  made  by 
a  gentleman  who  was  one  of  the  advisers 
of  Her  Majesty  at  the  present  time,  and 
he  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, it'  he  spoke,  as  he  dared  say  he 
would,  in  this  Debate,  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  stand  by  the  language  he 
used  iu  1889  ?  He  would  like  to 
ask  him  one  further  questiou.  The  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  been  condemned  as  an 
illegal  combination  by  every  Judge  in 
Ireland,  and  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was  a 
subscriber  to  the  Plan  of  Campai<i;n  funds, 
and  whether,  when  he  subscribed,  he  was 
aware  it  was  an  illegal  combination  ? 
His  contention  to-night  was  that  this 
Bill  was  not  brought  iu  in  the  bond  fide 
interest  of  either  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  in  Ireland  or  the  other  tenants 
who  were  evicted  before  the  Plan  of 
Cam|>aign  was  establishe<l,  but  that  it 
was  a  Bill  brought  in  with  a  purely  poli- 
tical object.  They  now  knew,  from  con- 
fessions maile  by  hon.  Gentlaiuen  oppo- 
site, that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  a 
purely  political  engine,  that  \it  was 
started  for  the  purpose  of  emWrrass- 
ing     the     then    Government    an<\.    for 
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the  purppse  of  putliag'  the  gentlemea 
who  DOW  sat  ou  the  Treasury  Bench 
into  the  position  they  now  occupied. 
That  was  not  an  object  that  would  com- 
metid  itself  to  the  House,  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  told  them  that  a  number  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  tenants  were 
tenants  who  were  able  to  pay  their  rents. 
They  all  remembered  what  the  boa. 
Gentleman  said  at  Glenbeigh,  that  he 
could  point  out  tenants  who  could  pay  their 
rent,  but  would  not,  because  he  told 
them  not  to.  That  combination,  it  was 
admitted,  in  a  number  of  estates  where 
the  landlords  were  in  small  circumstances 
and  unable  to  resist  the  pressure  brought 
against  them,  was  successful,  and  stimu- 
lated by  th  is  they  attacked  another  estate — 
namely,  the  Lansdowne  Estate,  because 
they  thought  that  as  the  owner  occupied  a 
high  position  in  the  service  of  the  Queen, 
they  would  drive  him  into  terms  with  them. 
The  pressure,  however,  was  resisted, 
and  resisted  successfully.  There  was  one 
other  matter  in  connection  with  this  Bill 
that  he  should  like  to  call  attention  to. 
Some  people  thought  that  the  object  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  the  events  that 
followed  from  it  were  not  mixed  up  with 
any  criminal  combination.  There  were 
two  classes  of  evicted  tenants,  the  evicted 
tenauts  who  came  into  the  criminal  class, 
who  were  the  promoters  of  the  combina- 
tion and  who,  after  the  evictions,  assisted 
to  boycott  the  farms  and  created  derelict 
farms  throughout  Ireland.  There  was 
another  class  of  evicted  tenants,  for  whom 
there  was,  and  perhaps  there  ought  to  be,  a 
great  deal  of  sympathy — namely,  the  uu- 
fortunate  tenants  who  had  to  follow  the 
lead  of  these  men  from  fear  of  being  boy- 
cotteil  and  intimidated.  These  were  the 
men  for  whom  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
he  had  no  doubt,  had  great  sympathy, 
and  that  was  the  class  of  persons  rein- 
stated by  the  landlords  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  13th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1891.  The  questiou  of  outrage,  or 
no  outrage,  the  questiou  as  to  whether  or 
not  there  was  a  criminal  class 
amongst  these  cvictetl  tenants  was 
no  academic  question.  Could  it  be 
said  for  a  moment  that  the  footsteps 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
were  not  followed  by  crime  in  every 
direction  ?  The  Chief  Baron  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  a  case  heard  before  him  in 
Ireland  in  1890,  said  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  arrive  at  any  conclusion  but  one. 
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that  it  was  ooDolueivelj  proved  there 
was  a  conspiracy  existing  to  induce 
tenants  not  to  pay  their  rents,  which 
contemplated  bojcbtting,  assaults,  and 
violence  of  every  description.  What  did 
the  present  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  It 
proposed  to  allow  every  evicted  tenant 
whose  tenancy  had  been  determined  since 
1879  to  apply  to  these  three  arbitrators,  to 
be  reinstated  in  his  holding  with  the  right 
of  the  laudlonl  to  insist  if  he  thought  fit 
that  the  evicted  tenant  should  pur- 
chase the  holding.  That  was  the  ap- 
plication of  the  principle  of  compulsion 
to  the  case  of  the  evicted  tenants,  sub- 
ject certainly,  as  the  Chief  Secretary 
said,  to  the  right  of  the  arbitrators, 
not  to  entertain  the  application  if 
they  thought  right.  It  placed  within  a 
category  a  certain  set  of  people  who 
were  to  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Act,  and  the  set  of  people,  as  he  hail 
said,  consisted  of  two  sections,  one  a 
section  who  might  be  the  criminal 
leaders  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  a 
particular  estate,  and  the  other  indi- 
viduals who  were  unable  to  resist  the 
pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  them.  To 
come  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  A  very 
serious  and  arguable  question  might  arise 
apon  the  1st  clause.  The  House  would 
remark  that  it  commenced  with  a  declara- 
tion that,  where  the  tenancy  of  the  holding 
in  Ireland  had  been  determined  since  the  I 
1st  of  May,  1879,  the  former  tenant  or  his  j 
personal  representative  might,  within  one  , 
year  after  the  commencement  of  the  Act,  ' 
apply  to  the  arbitrators  under  the  Act  to 
be  reinstated  as  tenant.  If  not  too 
technical  in  his  remarks,  he  would  point 
oat  that  the  term  "holding"  might  in- 
clade  any  holding  which  was  excluded 
by  the  58th  section  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
If  it  were  to  l>e  the  case  that  anv 
tenant  in  Ireland  was  to  l>e  entitled  to 
petition  for  reinstatement  and  wa.s  to 
be  reinstated  by  the  arbitrators  then  they 
would  have  not  only  purely  agricultural 
tenants,  but  also  tenants  who  had  been  ! 
evictedfrom  dwelling-houses,  town  parks,  ' 
demesne  lands,  and  large  pastures  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  section.  [Mr.  Dodd  : 
Why  not  ?]  An  lion.  Member  Hsked 
"  Why  not .'' "  and  his  answer  to  that  was 
that  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  intended 
to  benefit  purely  agricultural  tenants 
and  not  such  tenants  as  the  holders  of  de- 
mesne and  town  park  lauds.  One  of  the 
aeetions  of  the  Act  absolutelv  excluded 
tenoDti  of  this  eharacter  from  the  opera- 


tion of  the  Bilh     The  question  was  not 
arguable. 

Mr.  DODD  :  My  point  was  that  I 
could  not  understand  why  the  occupiers 
of  dwelling-houses  should  not  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing. 

•Mr.  W.  KEKNY  said,  he  did  not 
understand  the  nature  or  object  of  the  hon. 
Member^s  interruption.  The  proposition 
now  seemed  to  be  that  not  only  in  the 
agricultural  districts  but  also  in  tbe  towns 
and  cities  of  Ireland  there  should  be  in 
force  an  Act  of  Parliament  enabling  any 
one  who  had  been  evicted  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  and  who  was  in  the  {)osition 
of  an  absolute  and  complete  stranger  to  the 
holding  to  be  reinstated.  The  result  would 
be  that  men  who  had  been  evicted  from 
dwelling-houses,  town  parks,  demesne 
lands,  or  large  pasture  holdings  would  be 
reinstated  as  present  tenants  side  by  side 
with  men  who,  as  they  had  not  gone 
through  the  ordeal  of  eviction,  had  no 
such  status  under  the  Act  of  1881. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
template such  a  result  as  that  ? 
If  he  did  they  would  be  patting  side  by 
side  throughout  the  agricultural  districts 
of  Ireland  two  sections  of  the  comnm- 
nity — one  class  of  men  who  had 
no  rights  unless  they  had  gone  through 
the  ordeal  of  eviction  ;  and  the  other 
class,  men  who  had  been  honest  and 
solvent  rent-paying  tenants.  There  was 
another  question  arising  on  this  section 
which  he  would  commend  to  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  first 
section  of  the  Bill  provided  for  the  rein- 
statement of  tenants  whose  tenancv  had 
been  determined  since  1879.  A  tenancy 
was  deeme<l  to  be  determiue<i  if  the  land- 
lord had  purchased  the  tenant's  interest, 
and  yet,  under  this  Bill,  the  tenant  who 
probably  had  been  paid  for  his  interest  in 
hard  cash  would  be  entitle*!  to  apply  for 
reinstatement.  Tenants  who  had  come 
to  terms  with  their  landlordt;,  and  had 
voluntarily  surrendered  their  holdings  in 
lieu  of  arrears  of  rent,  and  who  possibly 
had  left  the  countrv,  would  also  come  under 
the  Bill.  The  words  of  the  clause  were 
exceedingly  vague.  Then  the  arbitra- 
tors were  authorised  to  make  un  order  for 
reinstatement  if  there  was  a  prima  facie 
case  for  reinstatement  owing  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  district,  or  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  eviction  took 
place,  or  some  other  cause  ap[)earing  to 
them  sufiicient.  He  did  not  think  it 
possible    to    introduce    more    vague    or 
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general  drafting  into  any  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  profedsed  to  have  found 
a  precedent  for  his  proposals  in  the  Acts 
of  1881  and  1891.  Bat  was  there  any 
«uch  precedent,  and  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  inquiries  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commission  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  Commissioners  had  been  able  to  act 
on  the  vague  expressions  contained  in  the 
Act  of  1881  ?  What  were  the  "cir- 
cumstances of  a  district'*  that  were  to 
influence  a  Board  of  Arbitrators  ?  Was 
the  refusal  of  a  landlord  to  accept  a 
year's  rent  in  settlement  of  ^yq  or  six 
years'  arrears  to  constitute  such  a  cir- 
cumstance? He  ventured  to  think 
that  arbitrators  seeking  to  act  on  in- 
structions so  vague  as  these  would  be 
utterly  at  sea.  The  Report  of  the 
Mathew  Commission  found  tbat  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted  on  the 
Smith-Barry  property  on  sentimental 
grounds  alone — namely,  because  of  the 
action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  in  regard  to  the  Ponsonby  estate. 
He  would  like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary- 
whether,  under  the  wonls  "some  other 
cause  appearing  to  them  sufficient,"  the 
arbitrators  were  to  take  into  consideration 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  in  regard 
to  the  Ponsonby  estate.  If  that  were  so. 
It  would  be  a  most  moui^trous  thing  that 
three  gentlemen  who  knew  nothing  of 
the  circumstances  were  to  determine  that 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
taking  the  action  he  did  in  regard  to  the 
Ponsonby  estate  was  wrong.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  creating  thi^  Board 
of  Arbitration  was  constituting  a  new 
tribunal  in  Ireland.  They  already  had  a 
Landed  Estates  Court,  and  a  Land  Conit- 
mission  dealing  with  land  questions,  and 
now  a  third  body  was  proposal.  When 
the  Bill  was  introduced  last  year  one  of 
the  hon.  Members  for  Leitrim  suggested 
that  the  question  of  the  evicted  tenants 
should  be  dealt  with,  not  by  a  new  or 
separate  tribunal,  but  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission. That  proposal  had  not,  how- 
ever, found  favour,  and  so  the  Chief 
Secretary  proposed  to  create  this  new 
body,  and  to  give  no  power  of  appeal 
against  its  decisions.  He  thought  it 
would  be  most  unfortunate  that  they  were 
to  have  absolute  and  final  power,  and  that 
their  decision  should  not  be  subject  to  ap- 
peal. He  submitted  that  that  was  a  very 
grave  defect  in  the  Bill.  Appeals  were 
given  from  the  Sub-Commissioners  to  the 
Land     Commission     on     questions     of 
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value,  and  there  was  power  of  appeal 
on  questions  of  law  from  the  Land 
Commission  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Ireland.  He  thoaght  it  was  monstrous 
to  make  the  decisions  of  this  new  Board 
of  Arbitrators  final.  His  next  point  arose 
on  the  drd  section,  which  provided  for 
the  case  in  which  a  new  tenant  had  come 
into  the  holding.  They  might  call  the 
new  tenant  a  planter,  but  he  had  been 
adopted  by  the  landlord,  and  in  almost 
every  case  had  paid  his  rent  as  an  honest 
man.  That  new  tenant  might  object  to 
an  order  for  reinstatement,  and  there- 
upon the  arbitrators  were  not  to 
make  an  order.  What  would  be  the 
future  position  of  the  tenant  ?  If  he 
chose  to  remain  in  the  holding  he  would 
do  so  at  great  risk.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  said  he  had  introduced  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  healing  a  deep  sore  in 
Ireland.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  in  cases  where  a  new  tenant 
refused  to  go  out  his  life  would  be  happy 
or  that  the  Bill  would  not  create  tne 
most  intense  dissatisfaction  amongst 
these  new  tenants  ?  They  had  had  re- 
cently a  recrudescence  of  the  agitation 
in  Ireland  against  men  who  were  termed 
"  grabbers  " — men  who  were  said  to  have 
grabbed  farms.  Numerous  question  had 
been  of  late  addressed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  subject,  and  speeches 
of  a  violent  character  had  been  made-^ 
some  of  them  by  Members  of  that  House 
— in  different  parts  of  the  country  against 
those  men,  and  the  substance  of  the 
speeches  had  been  that  the  life  of  the 
grabber  or  planter  must  be  made 
too  unhappy  for  him  to  remain  in  his 
holding ;  these  men  were  to  be  driven 
out,  though  they  might  have  legally  and 
honourably  held  possession  for  several 
years.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contemplete  that  result  from  the  passing 
of  his  Bill  ?  The  Nationalist  papers 
were  day  after  day  teeming  with  articles 
on  the  question  of  grabbed  farms,  and 
the  view  seemed  to  have  presented 
itself  to  hon.  Members  that  the  land- 
grabber  was  the  principal  obstruction  to 
the  legislation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  held  in  his  hands  a  Wexford 
paper  which  took  that  view,  and  which 
further  blamed  the  people  for  not  having 
been  more  in  earnest,  and  added  that  they 
ought  to  make  it  hot  for  them,  as  if  they 
did  not  take  action  the  land-grabbcnr 
would  remain  in  possession  of  the  evicted 
farms.     What  was  the  meaning  of  that  ? 
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It  was  that  the  unfortunate  man  who 
had  taken  an  evicted  farm  and  had  been 
spending  his  money  upon  it  for  the  last 
four  or  flye  years  was  to  have  it  made 
hot  for  him  if  he  dared  to  remain  in  pos- 
session. He  was  told,  in  fact,  to  make 
way  for  the  dishonest  tenant.  The  Bill 
proposed  not  alone  to  reinstate  the 
evicted  tenant,  but  to  place  him  in  a 
position  wholly  different  from  that  occu- 
pied by  the  tenant  who  purchased 
under  the  Acts  of  1886  and  1887,  or 
under  the  13th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1891  by  subsidising  the  man  who  had 
gone  through  the  onleal  of  eviction.  The 
landlord  was  to  get  a  sum  not  exceeding 
two  years*  arrears  of  rent,  and  the  tenant 
was  to  pay  or  secure  the  rent  for  one 
of  those  years,  while  the  State  was  to 
secure,  or  advance,  the  other,  and  to 
assist  him  by  enabling  him  to  rebuild 
such  dwellings  on  the  holding  as  had 
been  destroyed. 

Mr.  CBILLY  :  Burnt  down. 
•Mb.  W.  KENNY  :  "Burnt  down,"  if 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  use  the  term. 
At  any  rate,  the  State  was  to  advance 
the  tenant  a  sum  of  £50  for  rebuilding 
purposes,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
such  a  provision  would  create  great  dis- 
content and  dissatisfaction  in  tho  minds 
of  all  the  neighbours  of  those  reinstated 
tenants  who  had  endeavoured  to  pay  their 
rent  honourably  from  yeor  to  year.  The 
Bill  as  it  stood  was  open  to  many  other 
criticisms.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them  that  night  that  he  in- 
tended to  increase  the  sum  to  be  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  arbitrators  from 
£100,000  to  £250,000.  Why  had  he 
done  that  ?  They  had  it  on  the  authority 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there 
were  3,800  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland  at 
the  present  time  who  might  seek  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The 
pressure  of  that  circumstance  no  doubt 
aoeoonted  for  the  increase  in  the  amount. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  the  maxi- 
mum number.  ■ 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  said  that,  at  any 
rate,  provision  would  have  to  be  made 
for  8,800  tenants.  Was  this  Bill  meant 
to  pass  ?  Hon.  Members  after  that  De- 
late would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  a  g^reat  deal  of  unreality  in  the 
effort  to  pass  it.  He  felt  confident  that 
few  people  believed  that  the  measure 
would  pass,  or  was  even  meant  to  pass. 
Even  the  evicted  tenants  themselves  did 
not  beUere  it  was  going  to  pass.     He  no- 


tice<l  the  other  dav  an  account  of  an  in- 
quest  in  Cork  on  the  body  of  a  man 
— an  evicted  tenant,  who  had  died 
under  an  archway,  having  refused 
a  home  which  had  been  offered  to  him, 
and  had  eventually  succumbed  to  ex- 
posure; and  the  coroner,  in  putting  the 
case  before  the  jury,  asked  them  to  con- 
sider whether  the  tenant  was  under  the 
hallucination  that  Mr.  Morley  was  going 
to  restore  the  evicted  tenants.  If  this  Bill 
should  become  law  its  main  effect  would 
be  to  create  discontent  and  irritation  in  the 
highest  possible  degree.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  that  there  was 
uo  finality  whatever  in  it,  and  that  instead 
of  healing  the  wound  of  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  spoke,  it  would  only  widen 
and  deepen  it,  and  would  create  greater 
friction  than  had  ever  existed  in  Ireland, 
not  only  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  also  among  different  sections  of 
Irish  teuants. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 

word   '^  now,**   and   at   the    end  of  the 

!  Question  to   add  the  words  ^^  upon  this 

day  three  months." — (Colonel  Saundcr^ 

son.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD  (York)  said,  this 
question  was  one  in  which  he  had  for  a 
long  time  taken  a  deep  interest,  and  it 
was  one  with  which  he  had  become  inti- 
1  mately  connected  in  the  course  of  his 
professional  career.  In  1888  when,  with 
others,  he  was  engaged  in  the  long  in- 
quiry known  as  the  Parnell  Commission, 
he  became  familiar  with  the  terrible 
history  of  Irish  distress  and  with  the 
terrible  tale  of  Irish  evictions.  He  was 
not  at  all  surprised  to  find  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  in  considerable  doubt  as  to 
how  the  Opposition  intended  to  deal  with 
the  measure,  for  they  were  under  the 
impression  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  met  by 
an  Amendment  which  began  with  words 
with  which  he  felt  sure  every  true  friend 
of  Ireland,  upon  whichever  side  of  the 
House  he  sat,  must  thoroughly  sympathise. 
The  words  were — 

"That  whilst  willing  to  consider  any  just  and 
practicable  proposal  for  the  reinstatement  of  the 
evicted  tenants," 

and  then  the  Amendment  went  on  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  in  a  sense  hostile  to  the 
measure.     With  that  criticism  and  that 
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expression  of  hostile  opinion  they  did  not, 
of  course,  agree  ;  but  they  admired  the 
courage  which  had  distinguished  an  hon. 
Member  sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  which  had  enabled  him  to  stand  up 
for  that  which  he  believed  to  be  justice 
in  this  matter — that  the  proposal  sub- 
mitted was  one  which  could  not  be  met 
merely  with  a  cold  negative  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  St.  Stephen's  Green,  or 
be  disposed  of  by  the  more  warlike  de- 
monstration of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  He  recognised,  and  he  thought  the 
House  would  recognise,  that  there  was 
an  expression  of  sympathy  iu  the  words 
he  had  quoted  for  which,  whether 
they  agreed  with  the  conclusion  to 
which  the  Amendment  would  •  lead 
or  not,  they  ought  to  feel  thankful. 
He  felt  sure  he  was  pre()ared,  if  it  had 
fallen  to  his  lot  to  meet  the  measure  with 
this  Amendment,  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion iu  that  spirit  of  conciliation  which 
was  the  only  true  spirit  iu  which  it 
could  properly  be  approached.  But  they 
were  met  hero  by  a  negative  and  nothing 
else.  They  had  had  a  speech  from  the 
hou.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh,  and  one  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  for  the  City  of 
Dublin,  in  which  they  were  invited  simply 
to  negative  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  no  solution — no  suggestion  of 
a  solution — of  these  difficulties  was 
offered  by  either  of  these  gentlemen. 
However  much  they  might  differ  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  he  did  in 
his  speech  refer  to  the  Bill  and  attempt 
some  criticism  of  it  ;  but  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  he  ventured  to  say, 
had  established  a  record,  for  he  had 
criticised  the  Bill  without  referring  to  a 
single  line  of  it,  and  where  he  had  failed 
iu  detailed  criticism  he  had  made  up  iu 
that  wealth  of  invective  which  belonged 
solely  to  gentlemen  in  his  honourable 
profession.  To  deal  with  some  of  the 
criticisms  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man he  thought,  first  of  all,  he  was  in 
error  when  he  said  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  in  dealing  with  Section 
13  of  the  Act  of  1891  claimed  for  it  that 
it  was  on  all-fours  with  or  went  as  far 
as  the  Bill  with  which  they  were  now 
dealing.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  nothing  of  the  kind.  What  he  had 
said  if  he  (Mr.  Lock  wood)  had  rightly 
understood  him,  was,  '^  The  principle  of 
Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1891  sanctions 
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the  polioy  of  my  Bill.  I  am  not 
to  be  reproached  with  exceptional  policy 
in  this  regard,  because  in  this  Idtb  sec- 
tion of  the  Bill  of  1891  you  have  that 
very  policy  foreshadowed  whieli  tny  Bill 
will  endeavour  to  complete.'*  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  answer,  he  took  it, 
would  be, ''  I  do  not  claim  that  my  Bill 
is  only  co-extensive  with  the  Idth  sec* 
tion  of  the  Act  of  1891."  They  were 
grateful  to  the  right  bon.  Gretitleman  for 
going  beyond  the  four  corners  of  that 
section,  for  experience  had  shown  that  it 
was  not  iu  itself  sufficient.  If  it  had 
been  the  present  measure  would  have 
been  unnecessary.  Then  complaint  was 
made  about  thrusting  an  obnoxioos 
tenant  upon  the  landlord.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  have  forgotten 
the  procedure  of  the  Bill — he  must  have 
forgotten  that  before  even  the  arbitrator 
could  be  called  on  to  decide  as  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant,  that  the  tenant 
had  to  make  out  what  was  called  in  the 
Bill  a  prima  facie  case,  and  if  be  failed 
to  make  that  case  out  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  arbitrator  his  ease  could  never  be 
heard.  When  a  prima  Jacie  case  was 
made  out  then  the  third  sub-section  pro- 
vided procedure  which  he  should  have 
thought  ample  to  secure  any  landlord 
from  having  a  tenant  thrust  on  him  in  a 
way  that  would  render  reinstatement  an 
injustice.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  that  under  the  Bill  the  landlord 
might  have  forced  upon  him  a  mere  ''  out- 
sider." Who  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  mean  when  he  spoke  of  an  out- 
sider ?  Did  he  mean  a  man  outside  his 
tenancy  ?  He  was  iu  that  sense 
an  outsider.  He  was  outside  his 
tenancy,  and  in  many  cases  it  was  a 
cruel  shame  that  he  was  outside 
it.  Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man use  this  term  ^'outsider"  as  an 
epithet  of  reproach  ?  If  he  did  it  was  in 
that  sense  and  uuder  those  conditions 
most  inapt.  The  man  was  no  outsider. 
In  nine  cases  out  of  ten  he  was  a  man 
who  had  lived  his  life  there  and  had  fol- 
lowed others  who  had  lived  their  lives 
there.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
might  have  a  very  keen  knowledge  of 
these  Acts  of  Parliament,  but  he  had  told 
them  very  frankly  that  he  had  no  con- 
nection with  the  land.  That  might  ex- 
plain his  having  so  little  knowledge  of 
the  people  who  had  dwelt  upon  it.  Then 
the  non.  and  learned  Gentleman  com- 
plained of  the  Bill.     He  said  it  was  com- 
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pulsory,  and,  as  being  compulsory,  was 
apt  to  work  injustice.  He  (Mr.  Lock- 
wood)  had  no  wish  to  iveary  the  House 
by  recalling  to  its  recollection  what  was 
to  be  done  before  the  tenant  could  be  re- 
instated. But  it  should  be  remembered 
that  after  establishing  ti  prima  facie  case 
the  3rd  sub-section  of  Clause  1  applied. 
That  sub-section  was  in  these  words  : — 

*'  If  the  landlord  bo  shows  cause  the  arbitra- 
tors shall  hear  the  parties,  and  after  considera- 
tion of  the  question  whether  the  conduct  of 
either  landloril  or  tenant  has  been  unreasonahle, 
or  whether  the  one  has  unreasonably  refused 
any  proposal  made  by  the  other,  may  dismiss 
the  petition  or  make  the  order  absolute  subject 
of  not  to  conditions  to  be  performed  by  either 
landlord  or  tenant,  and  generally  may  make 
sach  order  in  the  matter  as  the  arbitrators  may 
think  most  consistent  with  justice." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would, ' 
he  was  sure,  admit  that  if  this  procedure 
was  honestly  carried  out  and  these  duties 
were  faithfully  discharged  by  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  to  \ye  appointed  arbi- 
trators under  the  Bill  the  word  compul- 
80ry  could  not  be  applied  to  the 
reinstatement.  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  criticising  tho 
Bill  he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  had  waited  in 
vain  to  hear  a  criticism  of  the  names  the 
right  Jion.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  disclosed  as  being  those  he  pro- 
posed to  submit  to  tho  House  as  worthy 
of  the  office  created  by  the  measure. 
The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
made  a  single  suggestion  that  it  was  to  be 
sapposed  for  a  moment  that  these  gentle- 
men were  not  perfectly  honest  or  would 
not  properly  carry  out  their  duties. 
What  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man^B  next  grievance  ?  He  objected  to 
the  £50  for  the  rebuilding  of  houses. 
This  was  rather  surprising.  He  (Mr. 
Lockwood)  should  have  thought  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have 
paused  before  in  any  way  inviting  public 
attention  to  the  circumstances  which 
rendered  that  provision  necessary.  Any- 
one who  took  the  trouble  to  read  the 
accouut  of  the  wanton  and  indefensible 
destruction  of  houses  in  connection  with 
these  evictions  could  but  feel  that  if  these 
things  were  done  under  the  name  of  law, 
they  were  acts  calculated  to  bring  the 
law  into  the  direst  contempt.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  quite  appreciated  the  re- 
levancy of  the  reference  to  the  Coroner's 
inqaest  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  referred  to.  He  did  not  know 
what  the  result  of  the  inquiry  was,  or 


what  application  it  had  to  the  question 
before  the  House.     He  came  now  to  what 
he  would  call  the  record  Second  Reading 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel    Saundersou).     The   hon.   and 
gallant  Member's  speeches  began,  as  his 
speeches  generally  did  begin,  with  some- 
thing  about    himself.      The    hon.    and 
gallant  Member  said  he  ought  not  to  be 
called     an     irreconcilable,     because    he 
voted  for  the  Land  Act  of   1870.      But 
what   place    did   the   hon.   and   gallant 
Gentleman    represent    in    1870  ?      The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  recon- 
cilable, and  voted  for  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  when  he  was  Member  for  Cavan, 
but    he    was   irreconcilable,   and   voted 
against  this  Bill  when  he  was  Member 
for  North  Armagh.    The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  he  did  not  intend  to  deal 
with    the    details   of   the    Bill.      That 
promise  was   given    early  in   his   some- 
what discursive  observations,  and  it  was 
a  promise  which  was  rigorously  kept  till 
the  time  he  sat  down.      The  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman,     speaking     not    in 
detail  but  at  large  on  the  subject  of  the 
Bill,  said  it  "  was  the  most  extraordinary 
monstrosity  that  had  been  produced  in 
this  or  any  other  Parliament."     Lot  him 
(Mr.  Lockwood)  give  a  friendly  word  of 
warning  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 
Let  him  not  get  rid  of  all  his  superlatives 
now  ;  otherwise  he  would  have  nothing 
left  for  the  Home  Rule  Bill.     Then  they 
were  told  that  if  this   Bill  passed  there 
could  be  no  prospect  of  peace  ;  but  what 
prospect  of  peace  was  there  if  it  did  not 
pass?  The  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland  were 
looking  forward  to  this  measure  with  an 
anxiety     which     no     language     could 
adequately    describe.      It    was   an   ex- 
pectancy which,  if  it  were  not  realised, 
must  have  disastrous  results.     The  hon. 
and   gallant    Member   frankly   told  the 
House  that  this  Bill  should  not  become 
law.      How   did   ho   know   that  ?      He 
(Mr.  Lockwood)  supposed  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  the  confidence 
of  "  another  place."     The  House  would 
note,  and  he  thought  the  country  would 
note,  that  the  Mover  of  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  warnfed  the  House  that  even  if 
they  passed  the  Bill  it  would  be  rejected 
in  another  place.     He  (Mr.  Lockwood) 
hoped   with   all   his    heart    that    wiser 
counsels   might   prevail ;  but  if  not  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
,  man  what  then  would  be  the  prospects  of 
peace  ? 
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Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  Where  ? 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD:  Either  in  Ire- 
land or  in  England.  He  came  now  to 
what  he  might  venture  to  call  the  grand 
finale  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member*s 
.  speech.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
told  hon.  Members  that  they  were  called 
upon  to  pa  J  Irish  conspirators  the  wages 
of  iniquity  out  of  a  despoiled  Church. 
Yes,  but  there  was  no  objection  to 
despoiling  that  Church  when  the  money 
was  to  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  It  would  form  an  interesting 
subject  of  inquiry  to  ascertain  how  much 
of  the  money  of  that  Church  had  gone 
into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  landlords. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does  not 
seem  to  be  aware  that  the  money  under 
this  Bill  is  to  go  into  our  pockets. 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD  said,  that  was  just 
what  he  was  coming  to.  He  was  about 
to  tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
not  to  be  downhearted,  for  this  money 
would  come  to  him  as  well.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  appreciated  the  position. 
Well,  was  there  any  justification  for  this 
last  attack — namely,  that  the  money  was 
to  go  to  pay  criminal  conspirators,  and 
was  to  be  taken  from  a  despoiled 
Church  ?  There  were,  it  was  said,  two 
classes  of  tenants  to  be  dealt  with.  The 
one  class  appeared  to  have  the  sympathy 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and 
the  other  class  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  would  have  sympathy 
from  none.  These  were  the  men  who, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  were 
in  better  circumstances  themselves,  had 
had  some  regard  for  their  weaker 
brethren,  and,  seeing  their  hard  lot  had 
at  great  sacrifice  to  themselves  hastened 
to  assist  them.  Did  the  hon.  and 
gallant  or  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
think  that  the  tenants  of  Ireland  as  a 
body  would  consent  to  a  reinstatement 
one  of  the  terms  of  which  was  to  leave 
outside  the  \ra\e  of  the  arrangement  the 
men  who  had  stood  beside  them  in  the 
hour  of  their  need  ?  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men thought  that  they  little  understood 
their  fellow-countrymen.  Why,  on  the 
Massereene  estate  the  tenants  bad  an 
abatement  offered,  which  they  would 
have  accepted  but  for  the  fact  that  two 
ringleaders,  as  they  were  called,  were 
left  outside  the  proposed  arrangement, 
and  so  the  rest  of  the  tenants  refused  to 


be  reinstated.  All  honour  to  them  for 
it  I  It  would  be  a  disgrace,  indeed,  to 
the  Irish  tenants ;  it  would  be  conduct 
of  which  he  did  not  believe  them 
capable,  that  thev  should  consent,  even 
if  Parliament  asked  them  to  do  so,  to 
enter  into  their  holdings  and  to  leave 
still  out  in  the  cold  the  men  who  had 
made  the  greatest  sacrifices  for  them  in 
their  time  of  need.  It  was  said  on  the 
first  reading  of  the  Bill  that  to  take  the 
funds  from  snch  a  source  as  that  indi- 
cated in  the  Bill  would  amount  to 
sacrilege.  Certainly  no  such  language 
as  that  had  been  used  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  money  was,  in  fact,  to 
come  from  a  fund  which  in  188u  supplied 
£1,500,000,  the  greater  proportion,  if 
not  the  whole,  of  which  found  its  way 
into  the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  Oo 
other  occasions  the  same  fund  had  been 
drawn  upon,  and  the  landlords  had 
benefited  from  it  as  they  would  benefit 
in  the  present  instance.  But  was  it  an 
uneconomic  act  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  this  Bill,  even  if  the 
matter  were  put  upon  the  lowest  ground  ? 
What  had  been  the  cost  to  the  country 
of  the  evictions  that  had  taken  place 
since  1879 — the  cost  of  the  attendance 
of  the  police,  the  attendance  of  the  mili- 
tary, the  arrests,  the  convictions,  the 
maintenance  of  prisoners  in  gaol,  the  out- 
door relief,  and  the  grants  under  the 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act.  The  cost 
had  been  £115,4:18.  Therefore,  putting 
the  matter  on  the  lowest  ground  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  the  propo- 
sal was  justified.  By  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  the  landlords  would  benefit,  the 
tenants  would  benefit,  and  the  public 
would  benefit.  Who,  then,  was  to  pre- 
vent them  from  having  it  ?  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  ^^  another 
place.'^  Then  let  the  House  of  Lords 
bear  the  penalties  and  the  responsibility. 
The  responsibility  would  not,  however,  he 
felt  sure,  rest  upon  the  House  of  CommoD8» 
for  he  believed  that  House  would  pass 
the  Bill  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University): 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  commenced  his  speech 
by  reminding  us  that  his  interest  in  the 
country  from  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  come  was  first  inculcated  by  his  con- 
nection with  the  Special  Commission.  If 
there  is  one  thing  more  than  another  that 
I  am  personally  aware  of  in  conueotion 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  it 
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is  thii,  that  in  any  mstter  In  which  he  ie 
profeesionally  engaged  he  ie  sIwajB  anre 
to  eoaura  a  righteous  verdict.  When  he 
reminded  me  that  be  had  been  engaged 
in  learning  the  Irish  Question  as  a  pro* 
fessional  advocate  before  the  Special 
CommiBston,  I  was  tempted  to  turn  to 
the  verdict  of  the  Special  Commissioners 
as  to  Ihe  modves  and  objects  of  the 
evieted  tenants  in  Ireland,  whom  we  are 
now  aslcfld  by  this  Bill  to  restore  to 
their  holdings.  Of  course,  Sir,  if 
thoee  tenants  had  been  evicted  he- 
MUM  they  were  oppressed  by  the 
Irish  landlords,  tliat  would  be 
aspect  of  tbe  case  with  which  many 
Members  might  sympathise.  But  what 
was  the  verdict  which  the  boa.  and 
leaniedGeatlemaD  assisted  in  getting?  It 
was  that  these  evictions  liad  been  brought 
abont  by  a  criminal  conspiracy  and  by 
illegal  means,  with  the  object  of  expelling 
from  Irelaad  those  landlords  who  are 
styled  the  English  garrison.  Tbe 
and  learned  Member  says  that  his  iutereel 
in  this  question  of  the  evicted  tenants 
was  aroused  for  the  first  time 

H B.  LOCKWOOD  :  I  did  not  say  the 
first  time. 

Ur.  CARSON  :  Well,  that  it  wep 
«roiieed  by  the  Commission,  mid  that  that 
n  for  addressing  the  House 
re  was  an  illegal  conspiracy 
to  expel  Eogltshnien  from  Ireland.  I 
«m  not  going  to  follow  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  is 
always  eloquent,  always  able,  and,  above 
«ll  things,  always  good-natured.  Cer- 
tainly, as  far  as  his  good<natnred  chafi' 
vent,  I  had  not  any  reason  for  wishing 
to  interfere  between  him  and  the  House. 
I  tarn  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Inland  (Mr.  J.  Morley).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  me  the  honour  of  referring 
to  the  observations  I  made  on  the  iatro- 
daotion  of  this  Bill  by  him  in  April  last. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  insinuated  to 
the  House  that  in  some  way  or  other  I 
had  ehanged  my  mind  or  my  position  in 
regard  to  this  Bill.  I  have  done  nothing 
of  the  kind.  What  I  said  then,  and  what 
I  say  now,  I  will  read  to  the  House.     1 


:   that  the   qnestion  of  the 

•victad  tenants,  whether  the;  were  rlghtl;  or 

wrongly   evicted,    sod     whether    they    were 

evicted  tor  the  piupciw  of  advancing  a  psT' 
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tlcntar  class  of  politic*  o 

tenants  means  a  (treat  deal  with  relareuce  to  tae 
peace  of  IrelaniL 

I  aald  that  then,  and  I  say  that  now  ;  biit 
why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentlemati  stop 
there  and  not  r^d  the  next  sentence,  ia 
which  I  said — 

"  I  do  not  wbh  it  for  a  moment  to  be  supposed 
I  thon^t  the  right  boa.  Qentleman  ttail  pro- 
posed a  satiafactoiy  aolation." 
I  said  that  then,  and  I  say 
that  now;  and  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  in  the  world  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  insinuate  to  the  House 
or  to  anyone  that  I,  at  all  cventa,  have 
changed  my  position  or  changed  my  re- 
gard to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLKY  :  I  never  meant  to 
insinuate  that  he  had  changed  his  con- 
victions with  regard  to  the  Bill.  What 
I  meant  and  said  was,  that  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  behind  him  for  the  Re- 
solution of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyroue  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  meant  that 
the  Party  opposite  had  taken  a  non 
po»»umat  attitude,  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  repudiated. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  do  not  know  why 
tbe  right  hou.  Gentleman  quoted  me  in 
reference  to  tbe  matter,  if  not  insinuating 
to  the  House  in  some  way  or  other  I  had 
receded  from  the  position  I  ventured  to 
defend  on  the  occasion  of  the  First  Read- 
ing, But  that  is  a  matter  of  very  little 
importance,  and  what  I  wi^b  now  to 
discuss  somewhat  in  a  serious  way  is  the 
speech  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman,  and 
the  provisions  by  which  he  proposes  to 
settle  this  question.  I  do  say  again,  as 
I  said  on  tbe  First  Reading,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  a  settle- 
ment of  this  question  which  I  deemed 
fair  to  those  parties  wbo  Lad  been  sup- 
porting and  acting  under  the  law  in  Ire- 
land, I  would  certainly  support  him, 
but  that  is  not  the  position  unfortunately 
which  he  has  taken  up.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  so  far  from  wishing  to  sup- 
port those  who  have  acted  under  the  law 
and  in  obedience  to  the  law  in  Ireland, 
Ittkes  a  position  here  as  the  champion  of 
those  wbo  have  resisted  the  law,  and 
resisted  it  for  political  purposes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
has  not  put  his  case  upon  any  unreason- 
able or  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the   landlords  of  Ireland,  or  upon   any 
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want  of  protection  afforded  to  the  tenants  Ms.  CARSON  :  Within  one  month 

of  Ireland  under  the  Land  Laws,  and  it  these  tenants  woald  be  restored  to  their 

is  to  be  noted  that  while  he  proposes  to  holdings.  For  two  yearB  they  have  been 

ask  the  House  to  vote  £250,000  for  the  .      ^^            ,  . .      i_  x  ^^^  «•«.!.*  u„^ 

-       .J      .  ^     X      u    u  in   Office,  and  the  least  one  might  have 

purpose  of  restoring  tenants  who  have  no  , !     ,        •           .       i  j        i 

title  to  the  holdings  ^rom  which  they  have  expected  is  that  after  such  a  pledge  given 

been  evicted  in  Ireland,  he  does  not  sug-  to  these  tenants  he  would  have  tried  to 

gest  there  ought  to  be  any  legal  change  effect  his  object  with  his  colleagues  or 

in  the  law  for  the  better  protection  of  that  he  would  have  resigned  his  office, 

the  tenants.    The  whole  argument  is  that  But  that  was  the  last  thing  the  right  hon. 

if  this  House  is  not  prepared  to  yield  to  Gentleman  intended.  And  why  do  I  refer 

tenants    who     have     been     the     dupes  to     that?       Because     the    right    hon. 

of    a    dishonest    and     immoral    policy.  Gentleman     is    the    one     man     of    all 

if    they    do     not    do     that    you    can-  others  sitting    on  that    Bench   who  in 

not  vouch   for    the   peace   of    Ireland.  1882    came     before     this    House     and 

Why  do  I  use  the  words  ''  dishonest  and  blamed    the    Irish    landlords  that   they 

immoral  policy  '*  ?     I  will  tell  you  why.  were  not  firm  in  enforcing  their  rights  in 

One  great  statesman  who  sits  on   that  Ireland,  and  he  was  the  one  man  who 

Bench,   the  right  hon.   Gentleman   the  got  up  and  accused  the  hon.  Member  for 

President    of    the    Local     Government  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  the  Leader  of  the 

Board,  went  over  to  Ireland  in  the  time  of  Irish  Party,  of  having  adopted  a  policy 

Ireland's  greatest  agitation,  and  having  that   was   dishonest  and    immoral,   and 

got  a  pledge  from  Dublin  Castle  for  his  complained  of  the  landlords  not  acting 

o\vn  personal  safety with   more   firmness   in    asserting   their 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL  "K"^*"-    ^"t  ^''k  '"''"u  ^^Z'*"^"  "  *•»* 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw-  f"*®  'i^'^^.^if'^^Kr^''  «^*«'*-"^  8««* 

Lefev«e,  Bmdford,  Central):  That  »  down,  I  think,  to  the  County  of  Galway, 

absolutely'  and  totally  false.  Slf  ^i JfnXTtlLTtlS^r^S 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  accept  the    state-  as  a  private  Member  and  as  a  Member 

ment    of    the    right    hon.    Gentleman,  prepared  to  accept  Office.    What)  then,  i8 

\_Crie8  of  "  Withdraw  !  "  ]     I  said  I  ac-  the  whole   argument  of  the  right  hon. 

cepted  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the   Chief  Secretary  ?      He 

Gentleman.  What  am  I  wanted  to  do  more  says,   if    we   do   not  pass  this   Bill    he 

than  that?  [Cric5(?/ "Apologise!"]  The  cannot  vouch  for  peace  in  Ireland,  and 

right  hou.  Gentleman  went  down  to  these  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  hats 

unfortunate  tenants  and  gave  a  pledge  on  just  spoken  made   one  last  appeal,  and 

behalf  of  the  Party  of  which  he  was  an  said,  putting  it  on  the  lowest  ground,  wo 

eminent  Member  that  the  moment  they  ought  to  consider  the  cost  to  the  country. 

came  into  power What  does  that  mean — what  does  it  all 

Mr.    SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  :  I    must  come  to  ?     It  simply  means  this  :  that 

again  correct  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen-  ""less  you  pass  a  Bill,  no  matter  how  bad, 

tleman.    I  expressly  said  I  spoke  for  my-  no  matter  how  unfair,  if  there  is  only 

self,  and  I  had  no  authority  to  speak  for  sufficient  disturbance   of    the   peace    in 

my  Party.  Ireland,  you  are  bound  to  submit.     So 

^,      ^*     ^^^-     --             ,,    ^,          T  mob  law  is  the  foundation  of  a  Liberal 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Very  well,  then,   I  Q^vemment ;  mther  submit  to  that  than 

put  it  in  this  way :  that  he  expected  the  .^^^^   ^^^  necessary  cost  of  preserving 

peasantry  of  Ireland  to  draw  a  distinction  ^  j^  Ireland,     That  is  the  view  put 

l)etween  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  j^^rward   by  the  right  hou.    Gentleman 

Member  of  the  Liberal  Party  and  as  an  ^        j^^    ^,,jch    is    entirely    in    keep- 

ex-Member   of   the  Liberal  Cabinet.     I  .      ^.^^^  ^    ^^^      ^^1^^  ^f  ^jg  adminis- 

make  him  a  present  of  that.    But,  bir,  the  ^^^j^^  j^  Ireland,  because  he  knows  as 

right  hon.  Gentleman  went  down,  at  all  ^^jj  ^^^^  ^^^,.0  are  tenants  there  who 

events,  and  he  gave  his  own  pledge  that  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^.^  ji^j^^  ^^.^g 

within  three  months  after   the    Liberal  ^^^^^  ^^^^^   ^j^^   jj^^^    ^^  ^^^^y  gj^^^^^ 

Party  was  restored  to  power because  he  dare  not  put  the  law  in  force 

Mr.    T.    W.     RUSSELL     (Tyrone,  against  the  wish  of  the  Members  below 

S.)  :  One  month.  the  Gangway. 

Jfr.  Carson 
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Mr.  J.  HORLEY:  There  is  do 
fouDdation  for  an  allegation  of  that 
sort. 

Mr.  CARSON :  We  have  argued  it 
out  before,  and  all  I  can  say  is  that  every 
day  I  receive  letters  from  people  in  Ireland 
describing  the  most  outrageous  interfer- 
ence with  liberty. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Why  did  he  not 
bring  them  before  me  ? 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  constantly  do  so  ; 
I  brought  them  before  the  notice  of  the 
Honse  on  the  discussion  of  his  salary. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  CARSON :  He  says,  "  Hear, 
hear  I  **  but  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tell  me  on  that  occasiou  ?  He 
said,  "  What  harm  is  done  ?  True  it  is 
a  man  lost  his  trade,  his  windows  were 
broken  ;  true  it  is  his  servants  left  him, 
his  smith  would  not  shoe  his  horses,  but 
what  harm  is  done  ?^' 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  say 
that. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Did  he  prosecute  the 
person  who  did  this  thing  ?  No,  he 
said  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  do  so. 
Well,  I  pass  on  from  that  matter  and 
come  to  the  first  statement  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ventured  to  make  in,  I 
think,  a  spirit  of  confident  assurance  that 
did  him  credit,  and  which  probably  is  the 
result  of  his  holding  office  in  the  difficult 
position  in  which  he  now  finds  himself, 
and  that  is  that  he  told  this  House 
seriously  there  was  no  new  principle  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  CARSON  :  And  he  says,  "  Hear, 
hear  !,"  1  should  like  to  ask  him  two  ques- 
tions, and  two  questions  only.  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  when  was  it,  by  any 
previous  Bill  that  he  can  refer  me  to, 
ever  proposed  to  take  the  property  of 
which  a  man  was  in  occupation  and  give 
it  to  another,  and  that  too  without  com- 
pensation ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  Act  of  1881  was  passed  which 
kept  on  a  tenant  against  the  will  of  the 
landlord.  True  it  was,  but  is  not  that  a 
different  thing  from  this,  that  where  a 
landlord  is  in  actual  occupation  of  his 
own  property  and  wishes  to  remain,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  come  for- 
ward and  say,  "Whether  you  like  it  or 
not|  whether  yon  are  making  money  by 


it  or  not,  you  must  give  up  this  pro- 
perty *'  ?  But  that  is  not  all,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  goes  on  and  says, 
"Yes ;  you  must  give  up  the  property  you 
are  in  occupation  of,  and  must  do  so  withont 
compensation.**  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  House  what  is  the  basis  for  seeking 
to  put  these  people  practically  out  of 
possession  of  their  own  property  ?  There 
is  only  one  argument  by  which  you  can 
put  it  before  the  House  in  a  logical 
way,  and  it  is  this  :  you  can  say  it  is 
for  the  public  good  that  these  tenants 
ought  to  be  restored  to  the  holdings  and 
the  property  of  the  landlord  ought  to  be 
taken,  and  that  is  the  only  way  in  which 
you  can  argue  it.  You  have  not  sug- 
gested any  other  reason,  no  harshness  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords  or  defect  in  the 
land  laws,  because  you  do  not  propose 
to  amend  them,  and  therefore  the  only 
argument  is  that  it  is  for  the  good  of 
the  public  these  tenants  should  be  restored. 
I  ask  where  is  the  precedent  on  the 
Statute  Book  that  you  are  compelled  to 
take  property  for  the  good  of  the  State, 
and  where  it  has  been  done  without 
cempensation  ?  Here  you  do  not  offer  a 
shilling  for  compensation.  If  property 
is  taken  for  a  radway  or  for  any  public 
object  whatever,  not  ^nly  do  you  give 
compensation  to  the  person  from  whom 
you  take  the  property,  but  the  compensa- 
tion is  assessed  at  a  value  over  and  above 
the  market  value,  because  you  take  it 
compulsorily.  I  venture  to  think  the 
exclusion  of  the  principle  that  you  are 
to  compensate  to  the  fullest  extent 
renders  it  necessary  for  everyone  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  respects  the 
right  of  property  to  vote  for  the  Motion 
moved  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend* 
But  there  is  another  principle  involved 
in  this  which  seems  to  me  to  go  far 
beyond  anything  ever  attempted  by  this 
House  before— namely,  the  time  at  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to 
disturb  those  in  peaceable  possession  of 
the  property  at  this  moment.  Take 
the  case  of  the  new  tenant.  What 
is  the  proposition  of  the  right  hou» 
Gentleman  ?  He  says  that  a  tenant 
put  in  possession  15  years  ago  may  now 
be  disturbed  at  the  will  of  these  arbitra- 
tors. Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got 
a  precedent  for  that  ?  I  shall  quote  a 
precedent  the  other  way.  What  does  he 
say  to  the  Statute  of  Limitation  ?  Under 
that  if  a  person  is  in  possession  for  12 
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years  he  becoine8  entitled  to  the  absohite 
freehold,  and  the  right  hoD.  GentlemaD 
says  he  has  a  right  to  go  beyond  that  for 
three  years  and  to  disturb  the  relations 
existing  and  the  rights  of  the  man  in 
possession.  A  more  outrageous  and  un- 
supported proposal  has  never  been 
submitted  to  the  House  of  Commons  or 
any  assembly  that  has  the  most  elemen- 
tary ideas  of  the  rights  of  property.  I 
pass  from  that  and  come  to  a  point 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Stephen^s  Green  Division 
(Mr.  W.  Kenny).  As  the  Bill  now 
stands  it  applies  to  every  holding  of 
every  kind  and  description  in  Ireland ; 
as  the  Bill  is  now  framed  every  tenant  of 
a  house  in  Dublin  who  has  been  evicted 
during  the  last  15  years  haa  a  right  to 
apply  to  these  arbitrators  to  be  reinstated. 
I  want  to  know  does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mean  that ;  does  he  mean  this  is 
to  apply  to  tenancies  that  are  not  agri- 
cultural ;  does  it  apply  to  town  houses  or 
not  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Look  at  the 
Definition  Clause. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  have  looked  at 
that ;  I  am  not  making  my  point  without 
reading  the  Bill,  and  it  is  because  I  have 
looked  at  the  De%ition  Clause  that  I  am 
making  my  point.  The  Definition  Clause 
says — "The  term  'holding'  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  in  the  definition  of 
the  Act  of  1881." 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Will 
that  include  town  houses  ? 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  say  it  will  ;  the 
term  "  holding  "  in  the  Act  of  1881  is  '*  a 
parcel  of  land  held  by  a  tenant  from  a 
landlord,^*  and  that  is  the  description  of 
every  house,  for  every  house  is  built  on 
a  parcel  of  land.  Hon.  Members  may 
laugh,  but  it  is  so.  I  put  that  point, 
whether  a  holding  in  a  suburb,  of  10  or 
12  acres 

Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  :  Can  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  give  any  instance  where  such 
land  was  held  to  be  a  holding  under  the 
Act  of  1881  ? 

Mr.  CARSON  :  No,  Sir;  and  I  tell 
him  why,  because  there  is  another  section 
in  the  Act  which  limits  the  application 
to  holdings  that  are  agricultural.  And 
why  was  that  section  put  into  the  Act  of 
1881  ?     It  was  put  in  because,  if  it  had 
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not  been,  the  term  "  holding  '*  in  the  Act 
would  have  applied  to  every  single  case 
in  Ireland.  And  what  is  inore — ^the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  need  not  suppose  I 
am  making  this  point  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment — -I  have  looked  into  it,  and  in 
the  Act  of  1887  I  find  the  definition  of 
"holding"  says  "but  shall  not  include 
lands  otherwise  than  those  which  are 
agricultural  or  pastoral,  or  partly  agri- 
cultural or  partly  pastoral.**  But,  as  I 
said  before,  I  am  not  making  a  special 
pleading  point,  and  I  wish  to  ask  does  he 
mean  to  apply  it  to  every  case  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Certoinly  not. 

Mr.  CARSON:  Does  be  mean  to 
limit  it  to  agricultural  or  pastoral,  or 
partly  agricultural  or  partly  pastoral 
land  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  To  the  definition 
of  the  holding  in  the  Act  of  1881. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Then  I  ask,  does  be 
mean  to  exclude  demesne  lands  ?  He 
does  not  know.  Does  he  mean  to  ex- 
clude purely  pastoral  holdings,  home 
farms,  glebe  lands  ?  I  am  taking  every 
one  of  these  cases  excluded  by  the  Act 
of  1881,  but  apparently  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  made  up  his  mind. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  None  of  those  are 
excluded  from  purchase. 

Mr.  CARSON :  Every  one  is  excluded 
from  fair  rents. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Not  from  purchase. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  But  let  me  show 
the  importance  of  this  point,  and  it 
is  this.  If  you  do  not  exclude 
these  holdings,  what  will  occur  ?  These 
are  not  holdings  to  which  a  fair 
rent  applies,  and  the  landlord  has  the 
same  right  over  them,  and  if  you  put 
them  back  to-morrow  against  the  will  of 
the  landlord,  he  has  the  right  to  turn  them 
out,  and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  he  mean  to  exclude  them  or  not  ? 
He  does  not  know.  For  a  further 
reason  this  is  a  matter  of  importance. 
He  proposes  to  set  up  a  tribunal,  and  pro- 
poses to  give  it  the  power  of  deciding 
what  comes  within  the  Act,  and  we 
should  like  to  know,  before  agreeing  to 
the  tribunal,  what  they  will  have  to  de- 
cide. We  have  had  up  to  this,  as  the 
right  hpn.  Gentleman  well  knows,  dif- 
ferent dcM^isions  by  different  Judges  affect- 


469      '    Evicted  Tenants  {19  Jcly  1894)  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill.  470 


ing  these  points,  and  he  and  I,  and  many 
others,  for  the  last  18  days  have  been 
investigating     npstairs     what    are    the 
meanings    of   all  these  decisions.     We 
have  had  the  advice  of  the  highest  legal 
advisers  to  assist  us,  and  what  I  want  to 
know  is  this  :  Is  this  mushroom  Arbitra- 
tion Court  to  decide  all  these  points  that 
have  been  hitherto  left  to  these  learned 
Judges  and  the  Courts,  and  eventually  to 
the  House  of  Lords  ?     All  I  can  say  is, 
I  think  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  has 
presented   to   the    House  a    very  rude 
scheme,  when  he  is  notiable  even  to  tell 
us  what  is  the  nature  of  the  holdings  in 
Ireland  to  which  he  means  his  scheme  to 
apply.     But   the    matter  does   not  rest 
there.     Not  only    can  you  not  find  out 
from  the  Bill  the  holdings  to  which  this 
Bill   applies,  but  I  defy  any  person  to 
find  out  in  what  cases  the  arbitrators  are 
to  have  the  power  of  granting  reinstate- 
ment.    I   made  this   point  on   the   first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  did  me  the  honour,  as  regards 
the  point,  in  some  respects  to  say  when  I 
read  the  Bill  I  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied.     Well,  I  have  read  the  Bill,  and  I 
am  not  satisfied.      I  defy  anyone  reading 
the  Bill  to  come  to  any  conclusion  as  to 
the  cases    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
means  to  include  within  the  scope  of  the 
measure.       The   right   hon.    Gentleman 
excused     himself   by  saying    that    fair 
rent    was     not    defined      by    the    Act 
of    1881.     I     think     the     fact     that  it 
was       not      defined      has      led     to     a 
good  deal  of  investigation  upstairs  and  a 
good  deal  of  difficulty  in  administration 
of  the   Act  of    1881.     At  all   events, 
everyone  knew  what   a  rent  was,  and 
everyone  had  some  idea  of  what  **  a  fair 
rent "  was,  and  therefore  in  some  way  or 
other  you  might  arrive  at  some  sort  of 
conclusion  as  to  what  a  fair  rent  was, 
but  I  would  like  to  ask  in  all  seriousness 
who  is  there  who  has  in  his  mind  at  the 
present  moment  any  idea  of  any  kind  as 
to  what  is  a  ^^  prima  facie  case  for  rein- 
statement ?"      Up  to   the  present  time 
the  law  was  clear  that  if  a  tenant  paid 
his  rent  and  the  costs  within  six  mouths 
he  has  a  right  to  be  put  back  ;  that  is 
all  we  know  about  reinstatement,  and  the 
only  reading  to  a  lawyer  would  be  that 
a  prima  facie  case  for  reinstatement  was 
that  a  man  who  was  evicted  could,  if  he 
was  prepared  to  pay  up  everything  in- 
cluding   costs,   be    reinstated    within   a 


period  of  six  months  ;  but  when  I  am 
told  we  are  to  put  back  a  man  who  has 
been  15    years  out— who   went  out  15 
years  ago  because  he  could  not  pay,  who 
has   stayed   out  ever  since   because  he 
could  not  pay — when  I  am  told  that  he  is 
in  a  position  to  come  and  make  a  primd 
facie  case  for  reinstatement,  I  can  only 
think  that  the  most  profitable  means  of 
occupation  for  a  tenant  in  Ireland  is  to 
be  out  of  possession  15  years.  Apparently 
the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
this  :  that  these  people  who  have  been 
out  15  years  because  they  were  insolvent 
have  suddenly  come  to  such  a  position 
of  solvency  that  it  would  be  an  advantage, 
not  only  to  the  State  but  to  the  land- 
lords, that  they  should  be  reinstated  in 
possession.     I    do    ask  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  us,  before  the  Debate 
concludes,  some  idea  of  what  they  were 
doing,  and  what  the  arbitrators  are  to 
consider  as  the  primd  facie  case  for  rein- 
statement.    I  turn   to   the   Bill,  and   I 
find    the     first     point     is     to    consider 
the  circumstances  of   the   district.      At 
what  date  are  they  to  consider  it  ?     Is  it 
now,  under  the  rule  of   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  assistants  in  Ireland, 
or  is  it  under  the  rule  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and,   at  the  time  when  English 
statesmen  were  coming  over   to    make 
government     as     dlfiicult    as     possible. 
Which  of  these  are  you  to  take  ?     Are 
you  to  take  the  fact  of  the  district  being 
quiet  or  the  fact  of  the  district  being  dis- 
turbed ?     I  would  like  to  ask  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  this  reason  that 
I  can  assure  him  that  if  the  test  of  whether 
a  prima  fa^ie  case  was  made  or  not  was 
to  depend   upon  the  quiet  or  the   dis- 
turbed   state    of    a    neighbourhood,  the 
arbitrators  will  have  plenty  to  do  ;  and 
it  would  be  a  most  unfair  test  to  place 
upon  their   shoulders.      After  all  they 
ou^ht  to  have  some  indication  of  what 
are   the   proper  circumstances   to  guide 
them.     If  thev  are  to  take  into  account 
the  circumstances  of  the  district  in  a  time 
of  quiet  or  in  a  time  of  the  neighbourhood 
being  disturbed,  what  is  the  use  of  putting 
in  anything  about  the  circumstances  ?    I 
find  only  one  other  indication,  they  are 
to   take   into   consideration  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the    eviction  took 
place.     Does  that  mean  that  they  are  to 
consider  whether  the  rent  was  due  ?  The 
tenant   cannot  be  tnrued   out   unless  at 
least  a  yearns  rent  is  due.     Does  it  mean 
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that  the  arbitrators  are  to  consider,  when 
an  eviction  takes  place,  whether  there  was 
a  sufficient  disturbance  and  resistance 
made  to  the  Sheriffs*  officers  ?  Does 
this  mean  that  if  there  was  no  resistance 
on  the  part  of  the  tenants,  and  they  acted 
in  a  legal  way  in  all  circumstances,  then 
they  are  to  bo  restored  ?  Does  it  mean 
that  if  there  was  no  conspiracy  against 
the  payment  of  rent  then  the  tenants 
would  make  out  a  prima  facie  case  ?  If 
it  does,  then  all  I  can  say  is  what  will 
become  of  all  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  ?  On  the  other  hand,  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  lay  it 
down  as  an  indication  that  even  if  onlv 

■r 

there  was  a  conspiracy,  then  there  is  a 
prima  facie  case  ?  If  so,  then.  Sir,  you 
are  putting  a  premium  upon  illegality, 
and  I  am  sure  the  last  gentleman 
in  the  world  to  do  that  would  be  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  But, 
Sir,  if  the  arbitrators  have  not  been  suffi- 
ciently troubled  in  coming  to  a  conclusion 
as  to  what  are  the  particular  circum- 
stances, I  find  there  is  this  saving 
clause  :  *^Any  other  cause  sufficient 
to  authorise  the  reinstatement  of 
the  tenant."  What  does  that  mean  ? 
Here,  again,  I  must  ask,  as  regards  this 
curious  political  novelty,  what  was  the 
necessity  of  putting  the  two  previous 
cases  in  order  to  trouble  those  unfortu- 
nate gentlemen  if  any  other  cause  sug- 
gested by  their  own  imagniation  or  the 
knowledge  that  their  own  imagination  or 
the  knowledge  that  their  salaries  would 
be  discussed  on  the  Estimates  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  was  to  be 
deemed  to  be  a  sufficient  cause  to  make 
a  prima  facie  case  for  reinstatement  ?  I 
fear  that,  as  regards  the  origin  and  the 
reason  of  this  prima  facie  case,  it  will 
remain,  like  *'  Morley's  Mile,"  insoluble, 
and  shall  bo  relegated  to  future  ages  as 
one  of  those  curiosities  which  alwavs 
•emanate  from  statesmen  who  are  trying 
to  do  right  when  they  are  nupported  by 
those  who  want  them  to  do  wrong.  As 
a  landlord  has  nothing  to  say  to  this 
prima  facie  case  for  rein^tAtement  there 
is  a  hearing  before  (he  arbitrator  when 
the  landlord  comes  in  to  show  cause.  I 
f^liould  like  to  know  what  it  is  that  the 
arbitrator  will  have  to  consider  as  suffi- 
cient cause  shown  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  the  House  no  infonnation  o^this 
point.     But  the  question  is  to  be  as^ed, 
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'^  Has  the  conduct  either  of  the  landlord 
or  the  tenant  been  unreasonable  ?  "  What 
is  unreasonable  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant  ?     Is  it  unreasonable  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant  that  he  should  not  pay 
a  judicial  rent  fixed  by  a  tribanal  ?     Of 
course  it  is?     Well  then,  Sir,  is  every 
tenant  who  has  not  paid  a  judicial  rent 
to  be  refused  reinstatement  to  his  holding  ? 
Is  that  the  meaning  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?       Is    it    nnreasonahle    on 
the    part   of  the  tenant    to   refuse   to 
pay     because    other   tenants    will    not 
be      reinstated       to     jtheir      holdings. 
What  about   all    those   tenants     under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  of  whom  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  spoke  in 
such  eulogistic  terms,  and  who  said  they 
could   have   settled. on  the   Maseereene 
Estate  and  would    not,   because    other 
tenants  were  refused  to  be  t^ikeu  back. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  has 
told  the  House  that  he  knew  tenants  who 
could  pay  and  would  not  pay  because  he 
told  them  not  to  pay.     Is  that  unreason- 
able conduct  or  not  ?     Is  this  tribunal 
solemnly  to  hold  that  it  was  unreasonable 
conduct   on   the   part    of    the    landlord 
because  he  ejected  a  tenant  who  could 
pay  and    would   not    because   the   hon. 
Member  told  him   not   to  pay  ?      That 
case  will  arise    every   day    l>efore    the 
arbitrator  ;  it  will  be  the  first  case  he  will 
have  to  consider.     It  is  to  put  back  these 
tenants     that     the     Government    have 
brought  in  this  Bill.      And  before   the 
House  passes  this  Bill  let  hon.  Members 
recollect  that  the  object  of  the  measure 
is  not  to  restore  to  the  holdings  tenants 
who   have   been   evicted    because    they 
could  not  pay  an  exorbitant   rent,  ami 
because    the    landlord    would    not    act 
reasonably  towards  them,   but    because 
they  have  turned  out  tenants  who  were 
able  to  pay  but  would  not  because,  for 
political  purposes,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  advised  them  not  to  do  so.    I  have 
been  furnished  with   the  particulars    of 
many  cases  that  will  actually  arise  if  the 
Bill  liecomes  law,  and  I  will   vouch  for 
the  accuracy  of  the  facts.     Twenty-five 
years   ago   a    landlord    let    a    farm    of 
200  acres  in  the  County  of  Kildare,  and 
a   new   residence   he   had   just   erected. 
Being  a  lawyer,  he  found  it  necessary  to 
live  in  Dublin.     After  a  lapse  of  15  years 
— that  is   10   years   ago,    which   would 
bring  the  case  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill — the  tenant  was  ejected    for   non- 
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'"pBymem  of  reut,  and  the  landlord 
resumed  possession.  He  died  five  yearn 
ago,  lenTing  tho  residue  to  his 
charged  with  legacies  and  other  charges 
'o  the  amoQDt  of  £3,000.  The  son  | 
his  profession  in  Dnblin,  weu 
Q  the  farm,  paid  off  the  charge  of 

3,000,  and  expended  £600  iu  improving 

the  farm.  I  want  to  know  is  that  evicted 
tenant  to  l>e  restored  to  his  holding  ? 
Is  that  gentleman  who  upon  the 
faith  of  the  English  law  has 
given  rip  his  profession  in  Dublin 
and  expended  £3,600  ajwu  this  holding 
to  be  ejected  in  favonr  of  the  tenant  ?  If 
^DOt,  what  protects  him  nnder  the  Bill  ? 
t  be  is,  where  is  your  provision  for  com- 
uisation  ?  There  is  no  provision  for  a 
milling  of  compensation.  These  eases 
'"will  mnltiply  as  the  matter  goes  ou.  It 
is  all  very  well  for  the  GovernraeDt  to 
be  blind  to  these  facts  hy  keeping  their 
eyes  on  the  Plan  of  Conipaign  tenants. 
I  would  rather  have  them  say  outright, 
*'  Let  the  arbitrators  put  hack  these  Plan 
of  Campaign  tenants,  and  those  only," 
— I*"-'  do  it  in  the  light  of  day.  Let  us 
Hgot,  becanse  you  are  trying  to  wrap  it  up 
^^bd  envelop  it  as  if  yon  were  carrying 
HPRit  a  great  act  of  justice,  sacrifice  the 
^^igbls  of  those  who  have  not  hecu  mixed 
up  either  in  polities  or  in  this  agricultural 
revolution  which  has  been  going  ou  iu 
Ireland  during  the  last  lo  years.  Take 
another  case — that  of  a  gentleman  who 
five  or  six  years  ago  evicted  a  tenant  for 
some  years'  rent  amounting  to  £1,000. 
""  e  farm  was  near  his  own  house,  so  he 
folte  down  his  own  demesne  wall 
1  took  in  the  farm.  Is  that  evicted 
t  to  go  back  to  his  holding  ?  If 
Vttt,  what  is  there  In  the  Bill  to  protect 
the  landlord  ?  It  might  be  said  that  in 
such  a  case  the  purjKises  of  the  land  had 
heeu  altered.  Then  the  theory  must  be 
that  if  a  landlord  has  sufficiently  altered 
his  laD'l  he  is  to  go  scot-free,  and  if  ho 
has  not  he  is  to  he  mulcted  by  tho  Bill. 
Hothing  more  ridiculous  can  he  con- 
d.  A  third  case  has  been  supplied 
J  the  other  day  by  a  lady.  She 
r  to  a  tenant  a  farm  lying  near  her 
"ence.  Some  seven  years  ago  the 
It  was  evicted  for  non-payment  of 
The  lady's  trap  was  overturned  as 
I  was  driving  in  the  road  ;  her  ser- 
B  left  her  ;  and  all  of  what  the  Chief 
retary  calls  "the  innocent  parapher- 
t  of  boycotting "  was  brought  into 


play.  Tho  unfortunate  woman  was  landed 
in  the  Bankruptcy  Conrt.and,  after  pay- 
ing such  small  dividends  as  her  relatives 
conld  alTonl,  she  has  been  restored  to  the 
peaceful  possession  of  thS  farm,  while 
the  tenant  is  a  dmnken  "  corner  hoy  "  Iu 
a  town  iu  Ireland.  This  lady  asks  whe- 
ther the  British  Parliament  is  going  to 
send  back  to  her  very  door  ihe  man  who 
has  been  making  her  life  miserable  and 
wretched.  What  is  there  in  the  Billtopre- 
veut  the  tenant  going  back  ?  He,  at  all 
events,  has  8nlTicieut"circomstancea  of  the 
district"  to  rely  on,  because  he  baa  been 
prominent  In  boycotting  his  former  land- 
lord and  in  resisting  the  land-grabbing, 
according  lo  the  creed  of  lion.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  Tbeu  there  are 
numerous  cases  where  the  landlords  have 
taken  up  the  farms  and  built  houses  and 
mode  improvements.  1  have  details  of  a 
case  in  which  the  tenant  was  evicted  for 
£1,200  of  rent.  The  landlord  found  the 
buildings  and  farm  deteriorated.  In  the 
first  few  years  he  spent  much  money  in 
getting  the  farm  into  good  condition,  and 
last  year  he  made  £600,  which  was  £200 
over  the  rent.  Is  that  landlord  to  take 
back  the  evicted  tenant  ?  If  so,  who  is 
to  compensate  him  ?  Or  is  the  property 
which  he  has  created  by  his  own  im- 
provements to  be  confiscated  ?  It  might 
said  that  that  is  a  case  which  the 
arbitrators  would  disregard.  What  is 
therein  the  Bill  to  bring  that  about? 
[t  is  especially  a  case  in  which  the  tenant 
vonid  do  well  by  going  back,  because  he 
would  reap  the  ailvantage  of  all  the 
■apital  put  into  the  ground  by  the  land- 
lord. Are  these  landlords  to  be  deprived 
by  a  vote  of  the  House  of  this  property 
which  they  have  managed  to  build  up  at 

mch  trouble  ?  If  that  is  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  House  and  the  view  of  the 
English  Government  towards  Ireland, 
then  those  in  Ireland  who  are  prepared 

tve  as   law-abiding  citizens  will  be 
justified   iu  resorting   to  any  extreme. 
fCheers.']     Hon.   Members    below    the 
Gangway   cheer    ironically.     Thoy 
welcome  U)  their  cheers.     All  I  can 
is  there  must  be  a  point,  if  Governments 
begin  to  confiscate,  at  which  you  will 
raise  the  indignation  of  those  who  an) 
willing  to  submit  to  your  laws,  and  they 
will  he  perfectly  right  in  so  doing.    Let 
me  take  another  set  of  cases  which 
referred   to  on  the  First  Reading, 
the  right   hou.    Gentleman    stated 
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specifically  defined  id  the  Bill,  but  which 
I  venture  to  say  are  not.  During  the 
last  15  years  the  Land  Judge^s  Court — 
Mr.  Justice  Monroe^s  Court,  as  it  is  called 
in  Ireland — has  been  turning  out  tenants 
and  making  Court  lettings  to  new  tenants 
with  all  the  sanctity  of  ^.  Court  letting, 
and  with  the  guarantee  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court,  which  gives  an  indefea- 
sible title — a  guarantee,  above  all  others, 
that  this  was  done  under  the  law.  I 
want  to  know,  if  Judge  Monroe  put  a 
new  tenant  into  a  holding  yesterday,  is 
the  Government  by  their  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment going  to  turn  him  out  to-morrow  ? 
I  want  to  know  also  what  will  be  the 
position  of  these  two  Courts  in  L'eland. 
Judge  Monroe  will  say  : — "  Here  is  a 
tenant  who  has  not  paid  rent  to  the 
Court ;  I  am  bound  to  enforce  his  rent ; 
I  will  put  him  out."  You  will  say,  "  I 
do  not  care  for  the  High  Court  and 
Judge  Monroe  ;  I  will  put  him  back." 
What  is  the  conflict  of  decision  between 
these  Courts  ?  Where  does  it  end  ? 
What  confidence  will  there  be  in  the  law 
in  the  future  in  Ireland  if  the  Judges  of 
the  Courts  Parliament  itself  has  set  up 
are  going  to  invite  tenders  for  farms,  and 
the  Government  are  going  the  next  day 
to  set  up  a  tribunal  to  turn  the  tenants 
out  ?  Then  there  is  the  case  of  the  pur- 
chase tenant.  I  did  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  tell  the  House  some- 
thing as  to  what  would  be  done  in  that 
case.  Is  he  going  to  turn  out  those 
tenants  who  have  bought  their  farms,  on 
whose  credit  the  State  has  advanced 
money  ?  It  is  one  thing  to  advance 
money  to  a  solvent  tenant  who  is  able  to 
work  his  farm,  but  it  is  another  thing  to 
say  that,  having  advanced  a  sum  of 
money  on  the  faith  of  his  being  solvent, 
the  Government  are  to  turn  round  and 
force  on  the  State  a  tenant  who  was 
absolutely  insolvent.  Some  of  these 
tenants  have  been  in  since  1890,  and 
must  have  paid  four  instalments,  which 
gives  them  a  certain  share  in  the  freehold 
of  their  farms.  What  is  to  be  the  fate 
of  these  tenants  ?  What  is  to  be  the 
ultimate  destination  of  the  security  of  the 
State,  which  has  given  the  money  on  the 
faith  of  solvent  tenants  being  put  there  ? 
It  may  be  that  in  our  hurry  to  get  away 
for  a  vacation  we  might  be  anxious  to 
throw  all  these  matters  aside  and  pass 
any  Bill  rather  than  sit  into  next  month  ; 
but  unless  these  matters  are  regarded  a 
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state  of  chaoB  and  confusion  will  be 
created  in  Ireland  utterly  unparalleled 
by  anything  that  has  hitherto  taken 
place.  I  now  come  to  the  position  of 
the  new  tenants,  and  I  was  surprised  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  so 
little  sympathy  with  them.  He  said  they 
were  called  "  planters."  That  word  was 
never  known  in  Ireland  until  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  adopted  in  1886.  Up  to 
1886,  when  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
adopted,  there  were  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  these  new  tenants  in  L'eland  who 
were  living  oti  as  friendly  relations  with 
their  neighbours  as  they  possibly  coold. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us — ^'Will 
the  planter  be  more  subject  to  outrage  if 
the  Bill  passes  than  if  it  did  not  pass  ?  *' 
and  I  fear  in  asking  that  question  he 
throws  out  encouragement  in  a  very 
dangerous  direction  in  Ireland.  I  know 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did 
not  want  to  prophesy.  He  only  gave  us 
what  I  will  call  a  vague  threat. 

Mr.    J.     MORLEY:    It    is    the 
hon.  Member^s  own  prophecy,  not  mine. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  have  not  prophesied 
anything  up  to  this.  All  I  say  is  that 
until  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted 
there  were  thousands  of  these  new  tenants 
living  on  friendly  terms  with  their  neigh- 
bours. Now,  the  arbitrators,  without 
hearing  these  tenants,  are  to  be  given 
power  to  make  conditional  orders  that 
they  shall  give  up  possession.  This 
meant  saying  to  the  evicted  tenants — 
"  We  have  done  all  in  our  power.  Here 
is  a  conditional  order.  Go  and  present  it 
at  the  head  of  the  new  tenant,  and  fire  it 
off  as  best  you  can.  Get  rid  of  him  and 
then  we  will  reinstate  you."  It  might 
be  that  if  the  Bill  should  be  thrown  out 
there  might  be  more  outrages  than  if  the 
Bill  passed.  But  is  that  a  reason  for 
passing  the  Bill  ?  To  urge  such  an  argu- 
ment is  to  uphold  mob  law  and  is  equiva- 
lent to  telling  people  that  if  they  will 
only  commit  a  sufficient  number  of  out- 
rages they  will  bring  the  question  they 
desire  to  raise  within  the  sphere  of  prac- 
tical politics.  We  have  had  enough  of 
this  sort  of  thing  before,  and  we  have 
found  that  by  adopting  such  a  policy  we 
were  sacrificing  those  who  kept  them- 
selves within  the  law  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  violated  it.  In  opposing  this 
measure  we  can  justify  our  consciences 
by  the  knowledge  that  we  are  siding  with 
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titled  to  compeDsatioD  ranging  from  three 
to  seven  years'  of  rent  paid.  Why  should 
the  State  pay  less  compensation  for 
disturbance  ?  What  is  the  use  of  passing 
an  Act  for  the  protection  of  the  tenant 
laying  down  a  scale  of  compensation,  and 
then,  owing  to  political  exigencies  which 
may.  result  in  turning  the  Government 
out  of  Office^  in  order  to  keep  them  in  to 
disregard  the  whole  antecedent  land 
legislation  which  this  House  has  passed  ? 
I  have  read  over  the  evidence  of  these 
Massereene  tenants,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  that  he  is  going  to  get 
rid  of  these  so-called  Massereene  planters 
by  anything  he  has  got  in  this  Bill  I  have 
to  tell  him  he  will  only  get  rid  of  them 
when  they  have  been  put  down  by 
superior  force.  If  anybody  takes  the 
trouble  to  read  that  evidence  he  will  see 
that  these  men,  by  the  fruits  of  their 
industry  and  determination,  have  got  an 
interest  in  these  holdings  which  would 
not  be  compensated  by  the  scale  of  com- 
pensation you  have  laid  down  in  the  Act 
of  1870.  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or  two 
as  regards  the  new  tribunal.  I  must  say, 
of  all  the  extraordinary  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  I  believe  the  fact  of  your  setting  up 
this  new  tribunal  in  Ireland  is  the  most 
extraordinary  and  the  most  dishonest,  and 
I  will  tell  you  why.  What  do  you 
want  a  tribunal  for  ?  Have  we  not 
tribunals  enough  in  Ireland  ?  Why, 
Sir,  you  first  were  not  satisfied 
with  the  ordinary  High  Courts  of  Justice, 
but  you  set  up  the  Encumbered  Estates 
Court,  which  then  l>ecame  the  Land 
Judge's  Court,  and  l)ecause  they  pro- 
ceeded to  carry  out  tlie  law  you  were  not 
satisfied  with  them.  In  1881  you  passed 
the  Land  Act  and  set  up  another  tribunal 
by  establishing  the  Land  Commission. 
In  1885  the  Conservative  Party  passed 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  and,  not  satisfied 
with  the  Land  Commission,  set  up  a 
Purchase  Commission,  and  much  good 
has  it  done.  You  have  now  three  Land 
Commissioners,  two  Purchase  Commis- 
sioners, a  Land  Judges'  Court  with  all 
their  attendant  expenses  and  different 
staffs,  and  now  you  propose  to  set  up  a 
new  Land  Commission  and  a  new  Arbitra- 
tors' Court.  For  what  are  you  going  to 
set  it  up  ?  To  fix  rents  ?  But  that  is 
the  purpose  for  which  the  Purchase 
Commissioners  were  appointed  in  1887. 
If  these  are  the  two  chief  functions  of 
this  tribunal  the  necessity  for  it  does  not, 


those  who  are  in  the  right.  If  we 
pass  this  Bill  in  its  present  shape, 
have  we  good  reason  for  supposing 
that  there  may  not  be  outrages  upon 
those  persons  who  have  taken  evicted 
farms  in  Ireland  ?  Let  me  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  has  not  seen  it,  the 
eriticism  of  a  charitable  Christian 
minister  in  Ireland  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Bill— 

*'  ForBooth,  were  those  tenants  who  had  given 
up  their  holdings  to  secure  jostice  to  all  the 
other  tenants  in  Ireland  and  bring  Home  Rule 
within  measurable  distance  to  be  banished  for 
ever  from  the  homes  of  their  fathers  and  see 
public  thieveg  left  in  possession  of  their 
property?  No,  a  thousand  times  no.  They 
woaU  never  submit  to  that,  and  he  warned  the 
Government  that  if  they  did  any  such  thing 
they  would  deluge  Ireland  with  bloodshed." 

That  was  the  Rev.  Father  Humphreys, 
of  Tipperary.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
niMi  said— ^' Oh,  it  is  only  the  Rev. 
Father  Humphreys."  Yes,  it  was  only 
a  Catholic  clergyman  preaching  to  his 
floek,  and  after  all  it  was  in  Tipperary.  I 
should  have  thought  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  knew  something  about 
Tipperary,  because  I  think  I  have  a 
reiHMleetion  that  at  one  time  he  said  he 
oonld  manage  the  whole  of  Tipperary 
with  a  single  policeman  from  a  country 
town  in  England.  Perhaps,  however,  he 
knows  more  about  it  now.  The  rev. 
gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

"  But  when  they  see  these  public  robbers  aud 
grabbers  are  to  be  left  comfortable  in  their  farms 
the  wild  justice  of  revenge  would  set  in  once 
more  in  Ireland,  and  the  assassin  and  the  hang- 
man would  begin  their  oi)erations  among 
them.** 

That  is  the  criticism  upon  the  exclusion 
of  one  class  of  evicted  tenants  from  the 
Bill,  whilst  at  the  same  time  you  put 
back  other  evicted  tenants  into  farms 
which  are  held  by  the  landlords  them- 
flelves.  But  Sir,  upon  what  principle  do 
joa  assess  the  compensation  to  be  paid 
to  these  new  tenants.  As  well  as  I 
onderstand  the  Bill  you  are  to  give  them 
0ome  small  sum  for  compensation,  half  of 
which  the  State  is  to  advance  and  the 
other  half  is  to  be  secured  upon  the 
promissory  note  of  the  evicted  tenant, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself 
appeaM  to  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
What  is  the  right  of  the  tenant  in 
poeseasion  under  the  Act  of  1870? 
Under  the  Act  of  1870,  if  a  landlord 
diapoflsesses  a  tenant,  the  latter  is  en- 
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therefore,  exist.  But  the  Government 
are  creating  it  not  because  they  wish  to 
have  the  administration  of  the  law,  but 
because  they  want  to  perpetrate  a  politi- 
cal job.  The  right  hon.  Gentleriian  has 
told  us  that  he  had  succeeded  in  getting 
three  impartial  Irishmen  to  carry  out  the 
Bill.  I  have  no  doubt  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  done  his  best  to  secure  three 
impartial  gentlemen  as  arbitrators,  and 
as  my  countrymen  are  the  most  unpre- 
judiced people  on  the  face  of  the  earth, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  succeeded  in  the  task  he 
laid  before  himself.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  York  said  there  had 
been  no  criticism  so  far  in  the  Debate 
of  these  three  gentlemen.  I  am  not 
going  to  criticise  them,  because  I 
have  not  had  time  since  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  to  consider 
the  various  reasons  —  no  doubt 
bona  Jtde  reasons  on  his  part — why 
these  three  gentlemen  were  selected. 
As  regards  Mr.  White,  the  praise  that 
has  been  lavished  upon  him  in  nothing 
too  high.  Mr.  White  has  been  a  leader 
of  the  Equity  Bar  for  many  years,  and  I 
was  rather  sceptical  about  that  gentle- 
man having  accepted  the  post ;  but,  of 
course,  after  the  Chief  Secretary's  state- 
ment it  must  be  so.  Mr.  Greer,  another 
of  the  gentlemen,  was  examined  in  the 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Land  Acts  some 
days  ago.  I  had  not  the  privilege  of 
being  present,  but  I  cannot  find  any  great 
satisfaction  with  the  evidence  Mr.  Greer 
gave  among  the  hon.  Members  with 
whom  I  act.  As  regards  Mr.  Fottrell, 
I  have  the  pleasure  of  knowing  that 
gentleman,  and  the  only  recollection  I 
have  of  anything  connected  with  the 
public  career  of  Mr.  Fottrell  is  that  he 
was  originally  appointed  solicitor  or 
secretary  to  the  Land  Commission  in 
1881  by  Mr.  Forster;  and  that,  having 
issued  a  very  strong  and  very  curious 
circular  in  the  interests  of  the  tenants',  he 
was  called  upon  to  explain,  and  even- 
tually he  resigned  his  appointment.  How- 
ever, I  say  nothing  against  Mr.  Fottrell ; 
and  these  are  the  only  matters  I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  with  reganl  to  the  three 
arbitrators.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  the  extraordinary  statement  that 
he  was  glad  the  arbitrators  would  be 
enabled  to  conduct  their  proceedings  in 
private.  Is  it  to  be  a  tenet  of  the 
Liberal  Party  that  the  Press  must  know 
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nothing  of  the  readons  wiiich  actuate  the 
members  of  this  new  tribunal  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET :  All  proceedings 
of  this  kind  in  the  Land  Judges'  Court 
are  conducted  in  private. 

MB.CABSON:  No.  The  Land  Court 
is  an  open  Court,  All  the  proceedings 
before  the  Land  Judges  are  perfectly 
public.  The  right  hon*  Gentlemiui 
shakes  his  head.  If  this  were  a  matter 
of  politics  I  would  give  way  to  him,  but 
it  is  a  matter  of  which  I  have  had  con- 
siderable personal  experience. 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  say  that 
all  proceedings  in  the  Land  Judges' 
Court  are  private,  but  I  do  say  that  veiy 
important  proceedings  of  a  similar 
character  to  those  which  will  be  con- 
ducted before  this  new  tribunal  are 
private. 

Mr.   CARSON  :   That  I  absolutely 

denv. 

« 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  the 
authority  of  the  Judge  himself  for 
saying  so. 

Mr.  CARSON:  That  I  absolutely 
deny.  I  am  perfectly  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  means  to  accurately  represent 
what  the  Judge  said,  but  I  would  like  to 
ask  Judge  Monroe  what  proceedings  in 
his  Court  bear  the  slightest  analogy  to  any 
proceedings  under  the  Bill.  Of  course, 
if  Judge  Monroe  has  to  read  a  title  he 
does  not  read  it  in  public ;  but  all  con- 
troverted cases  involving  questions  of 
fact  and  law  in  the  Land  Judges'  Court 
are  open  to  the  Press,  and  I  am  sure  that 
Judge  Monroe  will  admit  that  I  am 
absolutely  right  in  saying  so.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  in  which  the  full  light 
of  public  opinion  ought  to  be  thrown 
upon  the  proceedings  of  a  judicial  body, 
it  is  in  the  case  of  this  extraordinaiy 
tribunal.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  these  proceedings  are  to  be 
conducted  in  private,  I  tell  him  that  is 
a  new  doctrine  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
is  now  put  forward  for  the  first  time.  I 
always  understood  that  it  was  an  essen- 
tial doctrine  of  the  Liberal  Party  that 
the  fullest  light  of  criticism  and  public 
opinion  should  be  thrown  on  every  matter 
involving  a  judicial  decision.  I  should 
like  to  ask  one  question  more.  What 
will  be  the  result  of  passing  this  Bill  ? 
The  result  will  be  to  practically  abolish 
the  power  of  enforcing  rents  in  Ireland* 
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It  will  praclioaliy  put  au  end  to  the  in-  |  majority  of  these  evicted  holdings    are 


clination  of  any  person  whatever  to  take 
a  farm  from  which  another  man  has  been 
evicted.     I  am  glad  to  say  that,  though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  refused  to 
give  details,  the  taking  of  evicted  farms 
has  been  far  more  frequent  during  the 
last  12  mouths   than    previously,  and  I 
give    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    full 
credit  for  bringing    Ireland  to  a  condi- 
tion   under    which     people     will     take 
evicted  farms.     But  what  man  will  take 
an  evicted  farm  if  he  knows  that  perhaps 
the  day  afterwards  the  Government  may 
set   up   another   of    those    tribunals  for 
restoring  the  tenant  who  has  been  evicted  ? 
Mm^eover,  if  the  tenant  10  or  15  years 
ago  when  in  possession  was  unable  to 
pay  the  rent  fixed  by  tha  Court,  what 
chance  will  he  have  of  doing  so  now, 
when  he  is  without  capital  and  without 
the  means  of  stocking  the  farm  ?      ^'  He 
will  get  it  somewhere  or  other,^'  is  the 
hopeless   ejaculation    of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     I  notice  that  the  Mathew 
Commission — ^and  no  one  will  say  that 
that    Commission    unduly   strained    the 
evidence  in  favour  of  the  landlords — have 
stated  that   these  tenauts  are  not  in  a 
position^  without  capital  to  go  back,  and 
they  suggested*  that   money    should   be 
advanced  to  them  to  do  so,  the  money  to 
be  charged  on  them  with  the  rent.     But 
you  do  not  do  that.     The  Grovernment 
will  be  putting    back  insolvent  tenants 
upon  the  landlords,  whether  they  like  it 
or  not,  ami  with   the  mere  chance  that 
somehow  or  other   they  will  be  able  to 
noaet  the  rent  when  it  becomes  due.     I 
eay  that,  to  put  back  these  tenants  in  the 
present    condition    of    Ireland    without 
sallying  them  with  the  means  to  work 
the  farms  will  practically  be  to  baud  over 
to   an    insolvent    body   of   persons    the 
whole  tenure  of   land    in    the    country. 
What  are  the  reasons  of  the  Goverumeut 
for  doing  all  this  ?      As  I  said  before, 
they  do  not  suggest  that  the  law  under 
which  these  tenants  held  was  insufficient 
to  protect  them.      And  what  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  tenants  ? 
Not  one  of  them  could  have  been  put  out 
without  full  compensation  being  paid  by 
the  landlord.     In  case  the  rent  was  ex- 
orbitant, or  the  landlord  was  unreasonable, 
the  Land  Court,  under  the  Act  of  1870, 
bad  full  power  to  award  to  the  tenant 
the  very  fullest  compensation.     In  the 
case  of  holdings   under   £15 — and   the 
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under  that  sum — the  landlord  who  put 
out  a  tenant  for  non-payment  of  rent 
has  to  give  the  same  compensation  as  if  he 
disturbed  him  for  his  own  benefit  by 
notice  to  quit.  Again,  under  the  Act  of 
1887  every  tenant — and  the  majority  of 
th6se  men  were  evicted  since  1887 — had 
the  right,  provided  they  could  show  that 
their  non-payment  of  rent  was  not  due  to 
anything  wilful  on  their  part,  to  apply 
to  the  Land  Court  for  time  in  order 
to  stay  eviction,  and  to  have  the 
arrears  of  rent  paid  by  instalments. 
There  are  some  1,400  of  these  tenants. 
Why  did  none  of  them  take  advantage  of 
these  Acts  ?  Why  did  none  of  them 
apply  for  compensation  or  for  proceedings 
to  be  stayed  ?  It  is  not  protection,  or 
reduction  of  rent,  or  compensation  they 
wanted,  but  to  further  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign movement  of  hOn.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  —  a  political  movement 
which  had  for  its  object  to  make  the 
Government  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  im- 
possible. What  the  House  is  called  on 
to  do  now  is  to  sacrifice  the  rights  of 
landlords  and  the  rights  of  the  new 
tenants,  not  for  the  purpose  of  benefitting 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  but  in  order  to 
pay  a  political  debt,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  this  is  the  first  time  in  its  history  that 
Parliament  has  been  asked  to  apply 
public  funds  to  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University  had  been 
awaited  by  the  House  with  considerable 
interest.  They  knew  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  force  and  vigour  ;  they 
knew  of  the  distinguished  career  he  had 
had  in  Ireland,  and  they  knew  of  the 
most  remarkable  success  he  had  achieved 
by  raising  himself  at  once  to  a  great 
position  at  the  Enjrlish  Bar.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  expectation  of  the  House 
had  been  disappointed  so  far  as  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
concerned.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  made  a  brilliant  speech  worthy  of  his 
reputation.  He  regretted,  however,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  should  have 
spoken  in  a  different  spirit  from  that 
which  animated  him  on  the  First  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  when  he  said — 

"He  should  be  certainly  sorry  to  adoot  a  7ion 
poixumtix  attitude  on  this  question.  He  knew 
jBtiough  of  Ireland  to  say  that  he  believed  and 
admitted    that    the    question   of    the  evicted 
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own  words  Id  oonnectioD  with  that 
matter.  Then,  in  1886,  Mr.  Pameil 
brought  forward  a  Bill  proposing  that 
rents  fixed  before  1885  should  be  recon- 
sidered and  readjusted,  and  one  year 
later  the  proposal  received  the  approba- 
tion and  sanction  of  the  Cowper  Com- 
mission. But  the  representatives  of  the 
Irish  landlords  in  the  other  House  would 
have  none  of  it,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  within  six  months  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  started. 


tenants,  whether  they  were  rightly  or  wrongly 
evicted  and  whether  they  were  evicted  for  the 
purpose  of  ailvancing  a  particular  class  of  poli- 
tics or  not — that  as  long  as  it  remained  un- 
settled the  question  of  the  evicted  tenants 
meant  a  great  deal  with  reference  to  the  peace 
of  Ireland." 

The  hou.  and  learned  Member,  while 
opposing  the  Bill  now,  had  given  no  in- 
dication of  any  alternative  positive  policy. 
Where  was  the  sympathy  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  the  object  of 
those  who  hnd  brought  forward  the  Bill  ? 
There  was  not  a  trace  of  it  in  his  speech ; 
and  as  every  word  of  the  speech  was 
cheered  and  apparently  received  with 
approval  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the 
Government  now  knew  what  they  htA 
to  face  from  the  Opposition.  He  con- 
fessed he  was  greatly  disappointed.  He 
had  never  been  one  of  those  who  attacked 
the  Irish  landlords.  He  knew  that 
amongst  their  body  were  many  men  who 
tried  hard  and  honourably  to  do  their 
duty  ;  and  as  he  and  many  of  his  friends 
looked  fairly  at  the  Irish  land  question 
with  regard  to  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lords, they  had  expected  that  their 
attitude  would  have  been  reciprocated  by 
A  desire  on  the  other  side  to  look  fairly 
at  the  question  in  the  interest  of  the 
tenants.  Surely  the  time  had  come  when 
the  hatchet  might  be  buried — ^at  any 
rate  for  a  time — when,  in  the  long  war 
waged  in  connection  with  Irish  land,  a 
flag  of  truce  should  be  raised  and  they 
should  go  forth  to  succour  the  wounded. 
The  question  of  the  evicted  tenants  was 
a  question  of  the  first  importance  in  its 
relation  to  social  order,  and  it  concerned 
the  interests  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
no  less  than  the  interests  of  the  tenants. 
It  was  a  question  which  ought  not 
to  be  dealt  with  in  any  spirit  of 
partisanship.  Those  who  criticised 
the  Bill  would  do  well  to  bear  in 
mind  the  situation  in  which  they  stood. 
If  the  House  rejected  this  Bill  it  would 
commit  a  colossal  blunder  similar  to 
blunders  which  it  had  committe<l  before 
in  dealing  with  the  Irish  laud  question. 
In  1880  the  compensation  for  disturb- 
ances clauses  were  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  an  1  the  consequence  was  that 
in  a  few  months  there  arose  the  biggest 
agrarian  combiuatiou  that  was  ever  known, 
and  the  landlords  of  Ireland  must  have 
rued  the  day  when  they  rejectetl  the  ad- 
vice that  hiul  been  given  to  them.  Within 
a  short  time  Parliament  had   to  eat  its 

J/r.  Ifaldane 


Mk.  CHAPLIN  :  It  was  started  be- 
fore that. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  started  in  October,  1886. 
The  Conservative  Government  came  into 
Office  in  August,  1886.  Mr.  PameH's  pro- 
posals were  rejected  in  September,  1886, 
and  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  started  at 
the  end  of  the  following  October.  The 
House  of  Lords  rejected  Mr.  PtmiellV 
proposals,  and  the  country  was  now  un- 
dergoing some  of  the  consequenees.  Bat 
he  only  desired  to  recall  to  memory  the 
evils  and  mistakes  of  the  past  in  oi^erto 
appeal  to  the  fair  spirit  which  aotoated 
Englishmen  and  which  made  it  possible 
for  them — no  matter  what  Party  might 
have  been  right  or  wrong  in  the  past — 
to  look  at  the  situation  they  had  to  deal 
with  to-day,  and  to  take  some  step  for- 
ward towards  the  solution  of  the  problem 
of  social  order  with  which  they  were  con- 
fronted in  Ireland.  To  his  mind  this 
Bill  was  the  mere  logical  outcome  of  steps 
Parliament  had  taken  before  and  which 
Parliament  was  bound  to  follow  up  now. 
The  initial  step  was  the  Encumbent 
Estates  Act,  which  sought  to  get  rid  df 
insolvent  and  bankrupt  landlords.  So  far 
its  object  was  urgent,  but  the  mistake 
that  was  committed  was  in  not  seeing 
that  the  land  which  passed  away  from  a 
class  which,  with  all  their  faults,  were 
at  any  rate  in  close  and  friendly  relations 
with  their  tenants,  would  fall  into  the 
hands  of  men  who  were  likely  to  use  the 
land  for  the  purposes  of  commercial 
speculation.  Rents  went  up,  and 
iniquities  were  perpetrated  which  he 
hoped  would  never  again  disgrace  the 
history  of  land  in  those  countries,  with 
the  result  that  face  to  face  with  an  acute 
situation  Parliament  stepped  in  and 
passed  the  Act  of  1860,  which  sought  to 
abolish  the  old  relations  of  tenure,  which 
set    up    different    regulations    between 
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landlord  and   tenant,  and   ignoring   the  It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 

root  of    the   kind   difficulty  in   Ireland,  adjourned. 

laid  down    the   law   of    strict    contract.        tv  i.  .    x    u  ^i  t«^  ^^ «. 

That  law  was  lived  under  for  ten  years,  ^«^*t«  *»  ^  "^"""^  To-morrow, 
and  then  came  a   time  when  the  spirit 

of  land  legislation  underwent  a  complete  BRITISH    MUSEUM    (PURCHASE    OF 

change.      He    remembered     reading   in  LAND)  BILL.-<No.  316.) 
The  Times — ^which  at  that  period  took  a 

more  moderate  and   impartial  view   of  comm  t 

political'  Parties  than  it  did  to-daj— the  Bill  considered  in  Committee, 

report  of  a  Commissioner  it  sent  to  Ire-  (In  the  Committee.) 

land,  and  who  declared  that  the  tenant  pUnae  1 

had,  if  not  a  legal  property,  at  least  a  * 

moral  property  in  the  soU  as  great  as  Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
that  of  the  landloi^,  and  that  that  state  borne)  said,  that  £200,000  seemed  to  be 
of  things  urgently  called  for  the  atten-  »  large  amount  to  pay  for  this  land.  He 
tion  of  Parliament.  Then  came  the  Act  <li<*  not  say  it  was  unfair,  but  he  should 
of  1870  which  established  compensation  like  to  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  disturbance.  That  was  followed  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could  give 
by  the  Act  of  1881,  which  established  information  as  to  the  steps  which  had 
free  sale  and  fan-  rents,  and  did  that  been  taken  to  value  the  land  ?  Was  it 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  done  by  arbitration  ? 
Dublin  University  said  was  now  for  the  •The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
first  time  attempted  to  be  done  in  the  SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham) 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill — namely,  it  enabled  was  understood  to  say  that  the  hon, 
the  Court  in  the  case  of  a  tenant  under  Member  might  rest  satisfied  that  the 
ejectment  to  adjourn  the  proceedings  in  amount  was  reasonable.  The  laud  had 
order  that  a  fair  rent  might  be  fixed  and  been  valued  by  the  surveyor  of  the  Office 
the  tenant  continued  in  his  holding,  of  Works  and  the  Treasury  valuer,  and 
Those  principles  were  extended  by  the  both  these  gentlemen  considered  the  sum 
Land  Act  of  1889.  Remembering  those  moderate.  The  price  would  probably 
things,  the  question  they  had  to  consider  have  been  much  larger  if  the  opportunity 
was,  What  was  the  position  in  which  they  had  not  been  taken  to  purchase  before 
now  stood  ?  There  were  in  Ireland  4,000  the  leases  were  renewed, 
evicted  tenants,  and  their  case  had  to  be  ^^  rj.  ^  hEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
dealt  with.  With  some  of  them  there  ^.^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  l,^^^  ^^^  1^^^^ 
would  no  doubt  be  considerable  trouble.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  Stephen's 
bat  with  some  there  would  be  very  Iitt  e  ^reen,  Dublin,  in  his  place  he  would 
troiible.  He  read  the  other  day  an  article  j^^^^^  j^j^  ^  ^^  .^  ^  1^  ^^^  ^^^ 
by  Lord  Monteagle  on  this  subject,  and  .  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^l  outstanding  works  in 
m  Uiat  article  Lord  Monteagle-an  Irish  eonnection  with  the  Dublin  Museum. 
landlord  who,  though  he  had  strong  views  ^         ^^^  ^  ^^,,  ^  „       ^  _           _     , 

against  Home  Rule,  earnestly  desired  to  ^,T«=„9^^^^^^^  ''    ^'J^^^'  """^H^ 

4]o  his  duty  towards  Ireland— took  a  line  The  Bill  has  no  reference  to  Ireland. 

wholly  and   totally  different   from  that  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  the 

taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  only   way   in    these  matters    to    obtain 

who  had  just  sat  down.    Lord  Monteagle  any  benefit  for  Ireland  was  to  object  to 

mad  that  what  was  wanted  was  a  body  English  Bills.     Though  he  had  great  re- 

which     would     undertake     conciliation,  luctance   in   placing   himself  in   opposi- 

because  by   means    of    conciliation  the  tion    to     the     present    Government    in 

«a0e8  of  a  large  number  of  the  4,000  this      case    he   must    point     out    that 

evicted  tenants  might    be    dealt    with  in   regard   to  the  building    in  Dublin, 

without  legal  intervention.     With  regard  which   was    analogous    to  the    British 

to  the  other  cases,  it  was  necessary  to  Museum  in  London,  they  had  great  diffi- 

hare  a  tribunal  to  go  into  the  merits  of  culty  in  inducing  even  the  present  Go- 

the  dispute,  and  a  tribunal  such  as  that  to  vemment  to  carry  out  outstanding  works, 

beset  up  under  the  Bill,  which  could  act  This  appeared  to  be  an  excellent  oppor- 

with  greater  freedom  than  any   of  the  tunity  to  ask  the  Government  if  they 

«xiati«g  legal  tribunals.  intended  in   regard  to  similar  appeals 
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Adjournment. 
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affecting  Ireland  to  make  the  smallest 
concession  to  the  demands  of  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  Kiidare  Street 
Museum  and  buildings  of  that  character. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  so  far 
as  he  knew,  there  wan  no  application  now 
before  the  Treasury  as  to  the  enlarge- 
ment of  galleri^  or  museums  in  Ireland. 
If  such  applications  &hould  be  made  they 
would  be  duly  considered.  A  considerable 
amount  of  money  was  being  spent  this  year 
in  respect  of  public  buildings  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  should 
not  say  another  word  if  thehon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Stephen^s  Green  Division 
was  not  in  a  position  to  offer  any  ol)serva- 
tions. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Ameudments,  to 
the  House  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time 
To-morrow. 

PEEBLES  FOOT  PAVEMENTS 
PROVISIONAL   ORDER   BILL.— (No.  304.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NOTICE  OP  ACCIDENTS  BILL.— (No.  272.) 
Lords   Amendments  to  be   considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  242.) 
Lords    Amendments  to   be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [18th  July]  reported. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

1.  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £257,600,  be 
jn^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Salaries  and  MiBcellaneouR  Charges  of 
the  War  Office,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  oo  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1895." 

2.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,516,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Retired  Pay,  Half-pay,  and  other  Non- 
Eflfective  Charges  for  Officers  and  others,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  jmyment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  .3l8t  day  of  March,  1895." 

3.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,355,200,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  Hospitals  and  the 
In- Pensioners  thereof,  of  Out- Pensions,  of  the 
maintenance  of  Lunatics  for  whom  Pensions  are 
not  drawn,  and  of  Gratuities  awanled  in  com- 
mutation and  in  lieu  of  Pensions,  of  Rewards  for 

Mr.  r,  M.  Healy 


Meritorioos  Serris^  of  Victoria  CroM  Pensions, 
and  of  Pensions  to  the  Widmirs  and  Children  of 
Warrant  Officers,  which  will  come  in  coarse  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1895." 

4.  "That  a  siim,  not  exceeding  £164,700,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Oharge 
for  Superannuation,  CompenMition,  and  Com- 
pass^nate  Allowances  and  Oratoities,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  tlid  Slst  day  of  March,  1895.'' 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

COUNTY  COUNCILLORS(QUALIFICATION 
OF  WOMEN)  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MUSSEL  SCALPS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  169.) 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  [10th  Jnly]  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  ACT,  1878. 
Copy  presented,— of  Order  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  extending  Special  Excep- 
tion [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POLLING  DISTRICTS  (HUDDERSFIELD). 
Copy  presented,— of  two  Orders  made 
by  the  Council  of  the  County  Borough 
of  Huddersfield  with  regard  to  the  altera- 
tion and  division  of  the  Longwood 
Polling  Districts  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  aiul  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Business  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  lieg  to  give 
notice  that  the  suspension  of  the  Midnight 
Rule  will  be  moved  to-morrow  (Friday) 
evening  for  the  continuance  of  the 
Debate  on  the  Evicteil  Tenants  Bill,  if 
it  is  not  conclnde<l  by  midnight. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  As  far  as  I 
am  able  to  estimate  the  probabilities,  there 
is  no  chance  of  our  being  able  to  finish 
the  Debate  to-morrow.  I  only  say  this 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Fridajf,  20th  July  1894. 


COMMISSION. 

The  followiDg  Bills  received  the  Rojal 
Assent : — 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland). 

Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892, 
Amendment. 

_^  Merchandise  Marks  (Prosecutions). 

Bishopric     of     Bristol     Act     (1884) 
Amendment. 

^  Injured  Animals. 

Commissioners  of  Works. 

^  Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies). 

Wild   Birds    Protection    Act    (1880) 
Amendment. 

■—Sea  Fisheries  (Shell  Fish). 

—  Prevention  of  Crueltv  to  Children. 

Notice  of  Accidents. 

Local    Government    (Ireland)    Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  1.) 

Local    Government    (Ireland)    Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  5.) 

Local   Government    (Ireland)    Provi- 
-sionsl  Order  (No.  13.) 

Local    Government    (Ireland)    Provi- 
jBional  Order  (No.  14.) 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2.) 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3.) 

Pier  and  Harbour   Provisional  Order 
j(No.  4.) 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3.) 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4.) 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  5.) 

Gas  Ordets  Confirmation  (No.  1.) 

G«8  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2.) 

Water  Orders  Confirmation. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  9.) 

VOL.  XXYII.  [fourth  series.] 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  10.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  11.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  12.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  13.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  16.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  19.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Poor  Law). 

INDIAN    COTTON    DUTIES. 

question.  observations. 
•The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
inquired  whether  it  was  still  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
prohibit  the  Government  of  India  from  ex- 
tending the  Import  Duties,  levied  under  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1894,  to  cotton  goods ;  and 
called  attention  to  the  discussions  upon 
this  subject  in  the  Legislative  Couucil 
of  the  Governor  General.  He  said  :  My 
Lords,  before  placing  this  Notice  on  jour 
Lordships'  Paper  I  asked  myself,  not 
without  some  anxiety,  whether  the  discus- 
sion which  I  proposed  to  brifig  on  could 
in  any  way  embarrass  the  Government  of 
India  or  be  detrimental  to  public  interests, 
and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  upon 
the  whole  it  was  clearly  desirable  that 
the  end  of  the  Session  should  not  pass 
by  without  some  further  reference  in 
Parliament  to  a  subject  which  has  so 
deeply  moved  public  opinion  in  India.  I 
felt  sure  that  the  Debate  which  might 
take  place  this  evening  would  be  one 
which  upon  the  whole  could  not  fail  to 
do  good  rather  than  harm.  The  subject 
has  been  so  long  before  the  public  atten- 
tion that  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to 
detain  your  Lordships  with  any  lengthened 
reference  to  its  history.  It  will  be 
sufficient  if  I  remind  your  Lordships  that 
until  a  comparatively  recent  time — about 
12  years  ago — the  Government  of  India 
used  to  derive  a  considerable  part  of  its 
Be  venue  from  Import  Duties.  It  was  the 
custom  of  the  East  India  Company  to 
impose  such  duties.  I  may  say,  in  pass- 
ing, that  I  believe  there  is  no  form  of 
taxation  which  is  more  acceptable,  or  less 
repugnant,  to  an  Eastern  people   than. 
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taxation    of  this   kiud.      In    1859   Mr. 
James    Wilson,  a   well-known   English 
financier,  was  sent  out  to  take  charge  of 
the  finances  of  India,  and  I  belieye  be 
then  re-arranged  the  Import  Duties,  and 
fixed  an  all-round  rate  of  about  10  per 
cent.     Those  rates  were  subsequently,  at 
different   times,  modified.      A  very  im- 
portant controversy  took  place  in   1875 
between  the  India  Office  and  the  Go* 
vemment  of  India  upon  the  subject  of 
the   Import  Duties.     At  that  time  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  was  in  charge  of 
the  India  Office,  and  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head   of    the  Government  of  India 
proposed  a  very  considerable  alteration 
of  the  tariff.     He  gave  some  relief  to  the 
exports  ;     he  reduced  the  general  rate 
from  7^  per   cent,    to   5   per  cent. ;  he 
altered  the  system  under  which  cotton 
goods  were  valued — altered  it,  I  may  say, 
in  a  manner  which  gave  a  very  consider- 
able advantage  to  British  importers.  He 
did  all  those  things  ;  but  he  did  not  see 
his   way  to   do   away  with  the  Import 
Duty  upon  cotton  goods  and  yams,  which 
he  left  at  the  then  existing  rates  of  5 
per  cent,  and  3^  per  cent,  respectively. 
A  discussion   arose  between    the   India 
Office   and   the    Government  of    India 
as    to    the     propriety     of    the     action 
taken   by  my  noble  Friend.     The  noble 
Marquess  opposite  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Cotton  Duties  had  a  preferential  claim. 
My  noble  Friend  did  not   see   his   way 
then  to  give  the  desired  relief  to  cotton 
goods  ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  and  the 
noble  Earl  were  entirely  at  one  as  to  this: 
that  there  could  be  no  question  of  im- 
posing  additional    taxation  in  order  to 
give  relief  to  the  cotton  goods.     That 
point  was  clearly  established  at  the  close 
of  the  correspondence,  and  it  is  a  point 
of  some  importance,  because,  as  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  the  House  presently, 
the  Government  of  India  is  likely  to  be 
driven  to  impose  fresh  taxation  if    the 
prohibition     against     taxing     imported 
goods  remains  much  longer  in  force.  The 
difference  of  opinion  which  declared  it- 
self  in    1875  led  to  the  Mission  of  Sir 
Lewis  Malet,  who  was  sent  to  India  for 
the   purpose    of    discovering    a    modus 
Vivendi  between  Calcutta  and  Downing 
Street ;   so  far  as  I  have   been   able  to 
make  out,  that  Mission  did  not  produce 
any  immediate  results. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY^ 
He  fell  ill. 

T^e  Marquess  of  Lansdawnt 
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The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
However,  in  the  £ollowiBg  Session  of 
Parliament  a  very  remarkable  Resolution, 
to  which  reference  has  constantly  been 
made  during  the  present  controversy, 
was  passed  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  Resolution  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  duties  then  levied  upon  British 
manufactures  imported  into  India  were 
protective  in  their  nature,  were  contrary 
to  sound  commercial  policy,  and  ougbtto 
be  repealed  without  delay  so  soon  as  the 
financial  condition  of  India  would  permit^ 
This  Resolution  was  transmitted  to  the 
Government  of  India  as  an  InstructiOD, 
and  it  was  followed  by  a  partial  remis- 
sion of  the  obnoxious  duties.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  opponents  of  the  duties,  having 
once  tasted  blood,  were  not  going  to  be 
satisfied  by  any  mere  modification  of  the 
tariff,  and  In  1879  a  second  Resolution, 
more  strongly  worded  than  the  first,  was 
carried  in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  ran 
as  follows  : — 

*'  That  the  Indian  Import  Duties  on  cotton 
goods,  being  unjust  alike  to  the  Indiaa  con- 
sumer and  the  English  producer,  ought  to  be 
abolishe<l,  and  this  House  accepts  the  recent  re- 
duction of  these  duties  as  a  step  towards  their 
total  abolition,  to  which  Her  Majesty/s  Ghovem- 
ment  are  pledged." 

The  House  will  observe  that  this  Reso- 
lution was  more  strongly  worded  than  the 
first,  and  it  differs  from  its  predecessor 
inasmuch  as  no  reference  is  made  to  the 
financial  condition  of  India,  and  also  in- 
asmuch as  the  duties  are  attacked  upon 
the  ground  of  their  injustice  nut  only  to 
the  English  producer  but  to  the  Indian 
consumer,  about  whose  interest  in  the 
matter  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  pre- 
sently. My  Lords,  the  result  of  this  action 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Parliament  was 
that  in  1882,  during  the  Viceroyalty  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  now  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  the  duties  were 
entirely  swept  away,  and  although  there 
have  since  that  time  been  many  lean 
years,  in  which  the  Government  of  India 
has  been  in  sore  straits,  no  attempt  has 
until  now  been  made  to  re-open  the 
question.  That,  my  Lords,  is  all  that  I 
need  to  say  by  way  of  introduction.  We 
have  now  to  turn  to  the  situation  as  it 
stood  when  the  Government  of  India 
had  to  consider  its  position  nt  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  financial  year. 
The  rupee  had  fallen  from  Is.  9d.  in 
1890  to  a  little  over  Is.  2d.,  and,  taking 
the    rate  of    exchange  at  that  figure, 
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which,  as  jour  Lordships  know,  has  not 
been   maintained,  the  Finance   Member 
of  Council  found  himself  on  March  1st 
face  to  face  with  a  deficit  of  three  and 
a-half  crores — ^a  deficit  which  was  sub- 
sequently reduced  to  about  three  crores 
by  changes  to  which  I  shall  refer  by- 
and-bye.  The  outlook  was  indeed  serious, 
and  it  is  impossible  not  to  feel  the  greatest 
sympathy  for  the  unfortunate  Minister 
who  was  called  upon  to  make  both  ends 
meet   under  such  unpromising   circum- 
stances.   The  Finance  Member  of  Coun- 
cil is   never  much  to  be  envied,  and  I 
doubt  whether  his  difficulties  are  perfectly 
understood  in  this  country.  A  well-known 
English   Chancellor  of   the    Exchequer 
(Mr.  Lowe)  once  compared  the  Revenue 
of  this  country  to  a  table,  and  reminded 
his  hearers  that,  just  as  you  could  not 
expect  a  table  to  stand  unless  it  had  a 
sufficient  number  of  legs,  so  you  could 
not  expect  the  Revenue  of  a  nation  to 
maintain  its  stability  if  you  cut  away  too 
many  of  the  sources  of  income  by  which 
it  is  supported.   That  homely  illustration 
is  especially  applicable  to   the   case  of 
India.     In  India  the  Revenue  table  has  a 
▼ery  small  number  of  legs,  one  or  two  of 
them   are    somewhat    rickety,   and    the 
Financial  Member  comes  very  soon  in- 
deed to  the  end  of  his  resources.     The 
Salt  Tax,  from  which  he  draws  a  very 
considerable  portion  of    them,'  affects  a 
necessary    of     life,    and    no    statesman 
wonld,  I    am    convinced,   regard    with 
satisfaction   an   attempt   to   increase   it. 
The  Opium  Revenue  is  dwindling  and 
uncertain.    The  Income  Tax  is  unpopular 
and  unproductive,  and  a  very  strong  case 
has  been  made  out  in  favour  of  exempt- 
ing the  smaller  incomes.     The  Govern- 
ment of  India  can  come  down  on  the 
provincial  balances  ;  and  it  has,  on  more 
than  one  recent  occasion,  been  compelled 
to  adopt  this  course,  but  it  is  one  which 
is  deeply  and  not  unnaturally  resented  by 
the  victims  of  these  appropriations,  for  it 
deprives  the  Local  Governments  of  re- 
sources which  they  are  able  to  use  with 
excellent  results  in  the  development  of 
the  districts  committed  to  their  charge. 
Then  there  is  the    suspension  of    the 
Famine  Grant.    There   is,  I  believe,  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  sus- 
pending it  under  circumstances  such  as 
those  which  have  lately  arisen  ;  but  the 
step  is  undoubtedly  one  which  occasions 
a  serious  shock  to  public  confidence,  and 


it  is  certainly  not  a  step  which  any  Go- 
vernment can  take  with  a  light  heart.    It 
involves  a  departure  from  a  financial  policy 
which  has  found  general  acceptance,  and 
to  which  successive  Governments  have 
solemnly  undertaken  to  adhere.     But,  my 
Lords,  when  we    have   arrived  at  this 
point,  we  have  virtually  exhausted  the 
sources  to  which  the  Financial  Member 
of  Council  can  look  for  additional  revenue. 
He  cannot,  like  the  British  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  extricate   himself   from 
his   difficulties    by   imposing    an    extra 
penny  or  two  in  the  Income  Tax  ;  still 
less  can  he,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
finances  for  which  he  is  responsible  are 
those  of   an    Eastern    country,  make   a 
descent  upon  its  accumulated  wealth  by 
transferring  to  his  own  pockets  a  slice  of 
all  property  passing  by  death  from  one 
owner   to   auother:     There  remains  the 
question  of  reducing  expenditure.     That 
is  a  subject  of  immense  difficulty  ;  all 
that  I  feel  called  upon  to  say  with  regard 
to   it  at  the  present   is,  that   although 
reduction  may  here  and  there  be  possible, 
and  although  rigid  economy  is,  no  doubt, 
desirable,   I   entirelv   disbelieve   that   it 
would  be  safe  or  statesmanlike  to  effect 
sudden  and  wholesale  reductions,  either 
in  the  civil  or  military  expenditure  of  the 
Indian  Empire.     You  may  starve  your 
public  works,  but  the  limits  within  which 
you  can  do  so  are  far  from  wide.     Of  all 
dangerous  and  wasteful  economies  none 
is   more  dangerous   and   wasteful    than 
that   of   suddenly  interrupting  the   pro- 
gress  of  a  railway,  or  of   some    great 
irrigation     scheme.       In     such     cases 
stoppage  means  not  only  the  arrestation 
of  a  useful  work,  but  that  large  estab- 
lishments are  to  be  broken  up  or  kept  in 
idleness  ;  and  materials,  accumulated  or 
already  ordered,  wasted  or  left  to  perish 
by  the  roadside.     The  case  of  the  mili- 
tary expenditure  does  not  present  fewer 
difficulties.     A   few   economies   may  be 
made  here  and  there,  but  no  substantial 
diminution  of  expenditure  can  be  arrived 
at  unless    you   are  prepared   either  to 
reduce  the   pay  of  the    soldier    or    to 
diminish  the  number  of  troops  now  em* 
ployed   in   India,   or    to   deplete    those 
reserves  of  stores  which  we  have  been 
endeavouring  to   accumulate  during  re- 
cent years.    I  do  not  envy  the  statesman 
who  attempts  to  retrench  in  any  of  these 
three  directions.     This  question  of  the 
reduction  of  our  military  expenditure  was 
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very  anxiously  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  last  year.  I  remember 
that  it  produced  a  deep  impression  upon 
me  when  I  found  that  out  of  a  total 
expenditure  of  between  15  and  16  crores 
no  less  than  12  crores  were  absorbed  by 
the  pay  of  the  Army,  by  the  expenses 
of  feeding  it,  and  by  the  pensions  to 
which  it  was  entitled,  which  could,  of 
course,  not  be  touched.  It  is  easy  to 
point  to  the  fact  that  the  military  expen- 
diture of  India  is  large  and  has  been  in- 
creasing, but  I  think  the  critics  are  apt 
to  forget  how  much  of  the  increase  has 
been  due  to  the  increase  of  the  Army  by 
30,000  soldiers  after  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burma,  to  the  measures  which 
have  been  taken  to  promote  the  comfort 
and  well-being  of  our  troops,  British  and 
Native — measures  with  which  the  name 
of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend  on  the 
Cross  Benches  will  always  be  honourably 
connected ;  to  the  vast  expense  which  has 
been  imposed  upon  us  by  the  introduction 
of  new  armaments,  to  the  fall  in  ex- 
change, which  has  added  nearly  40  lakhs 
to  our  Military  Estimates  in  a  single  year, 
and  last,  but  not  least,  to  those  measures 
of  precaution  which  have  been  rendered 
necessary  by  the  military  activity  of 
powerful  neighbours  both  on  the  eastern 
and  western  frontiers  of  the  Empire. 
This,  then,  was  the  position  with  which 
Lord  Elgin's  Government  was  con- 
fronted, and  it  was  in  all  conscience 
serious  enough.  The  Financial  Member 
of  Council  found  himself  obliged  to 
scrape  together  from  the  different  sources 
available — and  I  have  shown  how  few 
they  were — the  necessary  Revenue  with 
which  to  make  up  this  large  deficit.  It 
was  clear  from  the  first  that  the  Famine 
Grant  had  to  go,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  doubt  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  was  fully  justified  in  sus- 
pending it.  The  Famine  Grant,  which 
your  Lordships  know,  amounts  to  150 
lakhs  per  annum,  was  intended  to  pro- 
vide out  of  the  superfluity  of  prosperous 
years  for  the  exigencies  of  years  of  ad- 
versity. Some  of  your  Lordships  have 
probably  read  the  extremely  instructive 
speech  delivered  in  the  Viceroy's  Coun- 
cil on  the  27th  of  March  by  Sir  Charles 
Elliott,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal.  Sir  C.  Elliott  was  Secretary  to 
the  Famine  Commission,  to  whose  recom- 
mendation the  institution  of  the  so-called 
Famine  Insurance  Fund  was  due  ;  and  it 

T^e  Marquess  of  Lansdowse 


is  noteworthy  that  Sir  Charles,  speaking 
with  the  authority  due  to  his  connection 
with  the  Famine  Commission,  as  well  as 
with   that  belonging  to  the  head  of  the 
Province  which  has  more  than  any  other 
in  India    suffered    from  famines  in  the 
past,  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  time 
had   come    for    inquiring    whether    the 
grounds  on  which  this  figiu'e  of  lakhs  was 
arrived  at,  still  remain  unchanged.     He 
shows  in  the  course  of  his  speech  that  owing 
to  the  construction  of  many  of  the  lines 
considered  necessary  by  the  Famine  Com- 
mission,   the    districts    most    liable    to 
scarcity  have  become  much  less  vulner- 
able than  they  were,  and  he  expresses 
his  opinion  that  there  is  good  reason  for 
thinking  that  it  is  no  longer  necessary  to 
set  apart  so  large  a  surplus  as  I^  crores, 
for  the  definite   purpose  of  meeting  the 
recurring  expenditure  which  the  occur- 
rence of  famine  entails.      I  am  not  sorry 
to  have  this  opportunity  of  adding  to  Sir 
Charles  Elliott's  testimony  the  expression 
of  my  own  belief  that  the  danger  to  the 
people  of  India  from  famine  has  become 
greatly  less  than  it  was  ;  not  only  have 
the  means  of  communication  improved, 
and  with  them  the  facilities  for  bringing 
timely  supplies  of  food  into   the  threat- 
ened districts,  but  we  have  now  a  system 
of  perfectly  organised  Returns  carefully 
collated  by  the  Department  of  Revenue 
and  Agriculture,  showing  from  time  to 
time  the  condition  of  the  population  and 
the  movement  of  the  prices  of  food  sup- 
plies— returns   which   render   it   almost 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  be,  as 
they    were   before    these    precautionary 
measures  had  been   taken,  surprised  by 
sudden  and  unexpected  calamities  of  this 
kind.     It  is,  therefore,  I  think,  clear  that 
Lord    Elgin's    Government    are   amply 
justified  in  suspending  the  Famine  Grant 
so  far  as  it  was  possible  to  do  so.      A 
part  of  it  was  already  pledged,  but  107 
lakhs  out  of   150  lakhs  were  available 
and   were   very   properly    hypothecated. 
The   deficit   was  thus    reduced    to    250 
lakhs,  if  Mr.  Westland's   first  figure  be 
accepted  as  the  point  of  departure,  and 
there  was  one  source  only  from  which 
the  bulk  of  it  could  be  made  good.      An 
all  round  tariff  of  Import   Duties  at  the 
rate  of  5  per  cent,  ad   valorem   would 
have    given    a    sum     which     may     be 
estimated    at   from  225    to    250    lakhs, 
and  with  this  addition  to  their  income  the 
Government  would  have  had  an  equili- 
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brium,  or  at  all  events  a  small  deficit 
only,  without  further  trouble.  Now,  my 
Lords,  there  is  no  question  whatever 
that  if  the  Government  of  India  had  been 
left  to  itself  it  would  have  taken  this 
step.  But  it  had  to  reckon  with  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  to  reckon  with  Manchester. 
On  the  very  day  on  which  Mr.  West- 
land  introduced  his  Tariff  Bill,  an  in- 
fluential deputation  waited  upon  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  who  was  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  and  urged  upon  him  the 
inexpediency  of  allowing  the  Government 
of  India  to  tax  imported  cottons.  The 
noble  Earl  announced  that  it  had  been 
decided  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  there  was  not  to  be  a  re-imposition 
of  duties  upon  cotton  goods — a  state- 
ment which  is  reported  to  have  been  re- 
ceived with  loud  cheers  by  the  deputa- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  was,  however, 
perfectly  frank,  and  he  went  on  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  I  should  be  UQcandid  if  I  did  not  tell  you 
that  there  is  in  India  an  extremely  strong  feel- 
ing the  other  way." 

But  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  The  matter  is  perfectly  at  rest  so  far  as  the 
present  time  is  coacernecl,  and  it  is  highly  satis- 
nctory  to  me  to  be  able  to  make  this  announce- 
ment to  you  to-day." 

A  statement  to  the  same  effect  was  made 
by  Mr.  Westland  in  the  Viceroy's  Coun- 
cil when  he  introduced  the  Tariff  Bill, 
and  was  repeated  by  him  a  few  days 
later  when  that  measure  came  up  for 
discussion.  Then,  my  Lords,  took  place 
those  remarkable  discussions  in  the 
Viceroy's  Council,  the  Reports  of  which 
are  before  the  House.  All  I  need  say 
with  regard  to  them  is  that  upon  the 
merits  not  one  single  Member,  official  or 
unofficial,  approved  of  the  decision  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  or  accepted 
it,  save  under  a  more  or  less  emphati- 
cally worded  protest,  and  with  an  ex- 
pression of  hope  that  the  last  word  had 
not  been  spoken  by  the  India  Office. 
Let  me  point  out  to  the  House  what  were 
the  results  of  this  decision  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  import 
duties,  without  the  inclusion  of  cotton 
goods,  yielded  only  114  lakhs,  instead  of 
the  225  or  250  lakhs  which  would  have 
been  obtained  if  the  cottons  had  not  been 
exempted.  Instead  of  an  equilibrium  or 
an  approach  to  it,  Mr.  Westland  found 


himself,  taking  the  original  deficit  of  350 
lakhs  as  the  point  of  departure,  with  a 
deficit  of  about  130  lakhs,  for  which 
provision  had  somehow  or  other  to 
be  made.  Well,  my  Lords,  what  has 
happened  ?  To  begin  with,  part  of  the 
balance  to  the  credit  of  the  Provincial 
Governments  was  appropriated  ;  in  other 
words,  the  financial  contracts  recently 
entered  into  between  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Local  Governments  were 
broken  for  the  purpose  of  making  good 
the  deficit  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Let  me  read  your  Lordships  the  words 
in  which  Mr.  Westland  refers  to  this 
measure.  In' Paragraph  27  of  the  Finan- 
cial Statement  your  Lordships  will  find 
the  following  passage  : — 

"The  Government  of  India  were  most  un- 
willing to  have  recourse  to  a  measure  which 
practically  means  the  stoppage  for  the  time  of 
all  administrative  improvements  ;  a  measure 
which  they  feel  must  take  the  heart  out  of  Pro- 
vincial Governments  by  making  them  surrender 
all  the  fruits  of  careful  administration  to  fill  the 
yawning  ^If  of  our  sterling  payments." 

My  Lords,  I  remember  that  on  one  occa- 
sion, while  I  was  connected  with  the 
Government  of  India,  we  found  ourselves 
obliged  to  ask  the  Local  Governments 
for  a  benevolence  of  this  kind.  I  always 
regretted  it,  and  I  feel  very  strongly  that 
Mr.  Westland  was  using  no  exaggerated 
language  when  he  said  that  such  action 
must  have  the  effect  both  of  stopping  all 
administrative  improvement,  and  taking 
the  heart  out  of  the  Provincial  Govern- 
ments. From  this  source  40  lakhs  out  of 
130  were  obtained.  In  providing  the  sum 
which  remained  the  Financial  Depart- 
ment had  literally  to  make  bricks  without 
straw.  Twenty  lakhs  or  thereabouts 
were  obtained  by  reducing  the  grant  for 
military  works,  and  17  or  18  lakhs  more 
"  by  cutting  out,"  to  use  Mr.  Westland's 
language — 

*•  Practically  every  new  work  u^wn  the  civil 
sitle  to  which  the  Government  of  India  was  not 
absolutely  committed." 

If  your  Lordships  wish  to  know  what 
these  reductions  mean,  I  would  beg  you 
to  read  the  eloquent  speech  delivered  in 
the  Viceroy's  Council  by  Sir  Griffith 
Evans  on  the  27th  of  March,  in  which 
this  part  of  the  case  is  dealt  with.  You 
will  find  the  passage  at  p.  99  of  the  Blue 
Book.     Sir  Griffith  Evans  says — 

'Mt  is  not  suggested  that  these  works  are  not 
necessary  or  that  this  expenditure  can  be  per- 
manently avoided.    ...    It  means  totally  to 
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arrest  all  development.  .  .  .  The  barracks 
required  in  Upper  Burma  will  not  be  built. 
.  .  .  The  sanitary  measures  required  for  the 
Army  in  India  will  not  bo  carried ;  and  worst  of 
all^  the  proposed  improved  arrangements  for 
water  supply  for  the  troops  all  over  India  must 
stand  over.  This  means  preventable  sickness 
and  preventable  deaths  among  our  troops.  The 
dreadful  scourge  of  enteric  fe\'er  is  to  run  its 
course  unchecked." 

These,  my  Lords,  are  not  the  words  of 

an  agitator,  or  of  a  disloyal  newspaper, 

but  of  the  leader  of  the  Calcutta  Bar,  a 

geutlemau   who  has  for  mauy  years  been 

a  member  of  the  Viceroy's  Council,  and 
whose  loyalty  to  the  Britisb  Government 
is  altogether  beyond  suspicion.  No 
wonder,  my  Lords,  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  financial  statement  Mr.  Westland 
made  the  observation  that  the  means 
which  he  had  adopted  for  nearly  balancing 
his  revenue  and  expenditure  were  means 
which  would  hardly  be  available  a  second 
time.  And  after  all,  my  Lords,  after  the 
absorption  of  the  Famine  Grant,  the 
appropriation  of  the  provincial  balances, 
and  the  abandonment  of  necessary  works, 
the  magnificent  result  was  to  lea\e  the 
Government  of  India  with  <i  prospective 
deficit  of  30  lakhs,  and  this,  although  the 
exchange  value  of  the  rupee  had  been 
estimated  at  Is.  2d.,  a  rate  which,  as  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  has  not  since  been 
maintained.  The  financial  results  were, 
however,  nothing  as  compared  with  the 
political  effect  which  has  been  produced 
by  the  exemption.  It  is  no  exaggeration 
to  say  that  it  has  evoked  a  feeling  of 
universal  disappointment — I  should  not  be 
wrong  if  I  said  a  feeling  of  universal  in- 
dignation throughout  India.  What  are 
the  grounds  upon  which  this  special 
favour  denied  to  all  other  imports  has 
been  shown  to  the  imports  of  cotton 
goods  ?  It  has  been  said  that  the 
resolutions  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1875  and  1879  are  obligatory.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  it  will  be  seriously 
contended  that,  if  a  sufficient  case  can  be 
shown,  a  Parliamentiiry  Resolution 
carried  under  one  particular  set  of  cir- 
cumstances must  remain  for  all  time  and 
under  wholly  different  circumstances,  as 
a  kind  of  law  of  the  Modes  and  Persians 
which  altereth  not.  I  have  told  the 
House  what  those  Resolutions  were  ;  one 
of  them  has  reference  to  the  interests  of 
the  Indian  consumer,  and  I  noticed  that 
when  the  deputation,  to  which  I  have 
already  referred,  called    upon   the  noble 
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Earl,  the  principal  spokesman  stated  his 
case  upon  the  assertion  that — 

'*  the  imposition  of  these  duties  would  involve 
a  great  hanlship  upon  the  poor  Indian  con- 
sumer." 

The  present  Secretary  of  State  also,  I 
observe,  spoke  very  strongly  of  tiie  in- 
justice of  making  the  consumer  pay  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Indian  manufacturer. 
I  confess  that  while  I  am  the  first  to 
admit  that  the  case  presents  very  con- 
siderable difficulties,  I  am  a  little  incre- 
dulous as  to  the  grievance  of  the  Indian 
consumer.  What  is  the  argument  ?  We 
are  told  that  if  the  price  of  imported 
cottons  is  enhanced  by  the  addition 
of  the  duty,  the  price  of  all  other 
cottons  will  be  raised,  and  it  is  urged 
that  the  additional  cost  will  in 
all  cases  fall  upon  the  consumer, 
that  the  amount  by  which  the  price  is 
raised  would,  in  the  ease  of  imported 
cotton,  go  into  the  pocket  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  the  case  of  cottons  produced 
in  India,  into  the  pocket  of  the  manu- 
facturer. It  is  obvious  that  if  the  Indian 
manufacturer  puts  up  his  prices  by  an 
amount  equal  to  the  duty  payable  by 
imported  cottons,  the  Indian-made  goods 
will  gain  no  advantage  in  respect  of  cheap- 
ness, and  to  this  extent  the  grievance  of 
the  British  competitor  would  disappear. 
But,  of  course,  the  Indian  manufacturer 
may  add  to  his  prices  something  less 
than  the  whole  of  the  duty  ;  in  that  case 
he  will  get  his  protection,  and  the  con- 
sumers may  have  to  submit  to  a  more 
or  less  increased  price.  But  let  us  see 
what  is  the  extent  uf  the  consumer's 
grievance.  A  5  per  cent,  duty  is  equal 
to  about  ^d.  in  the  Is.,  or  less  than  one 
anna  in  the  rupee.  Now,  I  doubt 
extremely  whether,  as  far  as  the  Indian 
consumer  is  concerned,  this  addition 
to  the  price  of  those  cotton  goodn 
which  might  be  affected  would  be  very 
seriously  felt.  At  any  rate,  it  is  our  duty 
to  remember  that  the  Indian  consumer,  so 
far  as  he  has  an  articulate  voice,  is  asking 
you  to  put  an  end  to  this  exemption. 
You  may  say  that  he  knows  nothing  about 
these  questions.  That  may  be  true,  but 
your  Lordships  may  take  it  as  beyond 
doubt  that  if  you  could  get  at  the  con- 
sumer's opinion  you  would  find  that  he 
greatly  preferred  an  infinitosimally  small 
increase  in  the  price  of  cotton  cloths  to 
an  addition  to  the  Salt  Tax,  and  cer- 
tainly to   any   kind   of  direct   taxation. 
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and  it  is  to  some  taxation  of  this  kind 
that  the  Government  of  India  will  have 
to  turn  if  it  is  deprived  of  the  revenue 
which  the  Cotton  Duties  would  yield. 
It  is  stated  confidently  by  those  best 
qoalifii^  to  offer  an  opinion  that  while  the 
duties  upon  imported  cotton  goods  were 
still  in  force  the  consumer  did  not  feel 
them,  or  know  that  he  was  being  taxed. 
A  well-known  member  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  the  President  of  the  Calcutta 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  estimated  the  in- 
cidence of  these  duties  as  equivalent 
to  something  like  Jd.  per  head  of 
the  population.  It  is  interesting  to 
Qoto  how  this  point  was  regarded  when 
the  question  was  discussed  nearly  20 
years  ago  between  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Secretary  of  State.  I 
quoto  the  following  from  a  Despatch 
addressed  by  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
to  the  Government  of  India  on  the  loth 
of  April,  1876,  when  this  question  was 
under  discussion.  The  noble  Marquess 
wrote  that — 

"  In  the  presence  of  influences  so  iK)werf ul " 

(the  noble  Marquess  was  referring  to  the 
rapid  development  of  the  Indian  in- 
dnstry) 

**  the  effect  of  the  5  per  cent,  duty  was  probably 
insignificant." 

He  went  on  to  say — 

"An  importance,  however,  which  I  think 
exaggerated,  has  been  attached  to  it  by  the 
cotton  manufacturers  both  in  England  and 
Bombay.** 

In  the  same  Despatch  the  noble  Marquess 
proceeded — 

**  If  it  were  true  that  this  duty  is  the  means 
of  excluding  English  competition,  and  thereby 
raising  the  price  of  a  necessary  of  life  to  the 
vast  masses  of  Indian  consumers,  it  is  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  remark  that  it  would  be  open  to 
economical  objections  of  the  gravest  kind.  I  do 
not  attribute  to  it  any  such  eflfect.  but  I  cannot 
be  insensible  to  the  political  evils  which  arise 
from  the  prevalent  belief  upon  this  matter." 

I  shall  have  a  few  words  to  say  pre* 
sently  as  to  the  political  aspect  of  the 
question,  but  I  trust  that  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that  the  alleged  con- 
sumer's grievance  is  not  one  to  which 
your  Lordships  would  be  justified  in 
attaching  too  much  weight.  Then,  my 
Lords,  we  are  told  that  the  duties  are 
protective  and  inconsistent  with  our  Free 
Trade  principles.  My  Lords,  I  hope  we 
shall  not  allow  our  affection  for  Free 
Trade  principles  to  degenerate  into  mere 


bigotry.  So  far  as  the  question  of  prin- 
ciple is  concerned,  I  object  altogether  to 
the  doctrine  that,  because  we  are  believers 
in  Free  Trade,  India  is  to  be  absolutely 
precluded  from  raising  revenue  by  any 
taxation  which,  although  imposed  for 
revenne  purposes,  incidentally  protects 
one  industry  or  another.  A  more 
dangerous  doctrine  I  cannot  conceive.  I 
have  already  pointed  out  that  in  the  case 
of  India  a  general  tariff  must  necessarily 
be,  to  some  extent,  protective  in  its  results. 
My  Lords,  I  am  aware  of  the  dangers 
which  surround  the  colonial  analogy,  and 
I  should  be  the  last  to  claim  for  India 
the  kind  of  fiscal  independence  which  is 
enjoyed  by  Canada  or  the  Australian 
Colonies,  but  we  cannot,  when  we  are 
discussing  this  question,  altogether  ex- 
clude from  consideration  the  fact  that  we 
allow  our  colonies  to  raise  revenue  by 
duties  which  are  designedly  protective, 
and  which  have  undoubtedly  had  the 
effect  of  considerably  hampering  our  own 
trade.  So  long  as  the  colonies  do  not 
discriminate  against  the  mother  country 
we  do  not  raise  a  finger,  and  they  have 
at  times  been  perilously  near  arriving  at 
this  point.  You  cannot,  therefore,  pre- 
vent people  from  asking  why  we  swallow 
the  colonial  camel  and  strain  at  the 
Indian  gnat.  It  is  most  desirable  that 
we  should  know  exactly  to  what  extent 
protection  would  be  given  if  these  duties 
were  imposed.  Would  it  be  so  great 
that  our  trade  would  be  crippled  or 
destroyed  ?  If  this  was  the  case  it  is 
clear  that  the  duty  would  yield  no 
revenue  and  would,  therefore,  fail  to 
effect  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  im- 
posed. We  know,  however,  that  Indian 
cottons  do  not  compete,  or  compete  to  a 
slight  extent  only,  with  our  finer  cotton 
goods  ;  it  is  only  in  the  case  of  coarser 
goods  that  there  is  any  competition  to 
speak  of. 

*'  Manchester  and  Bombay,'' 

to  use  the  words  of  Mr.  Westland, 

"overlap  to  a  certain  extent,  but  the  area 
which  Manchester  occupies,  and  must  continue 
to  occupy  without  competition,  is  very  wide 
and  cjmprehensive." 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  expert 
adviser  of  Lord  Elgin's  Government. 
Do  Her  Majesty's  Government  accept 
it  ?  By  the  last  mail  I  received  the 
report  of  an  i uteres tiug  discussion  which 
took  place  last  month  of  the  Bombay 
Millowners'   Association.     A    very    re- 
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markable  statement  was  then  made  bj 
Mr.  G.  CottoD,  the  president  of  the 
aFsoeiatioD..  1  quote  the  following  from 
his  speech  : — 

'*  We  do  not  enter  into  competition  with 
Lancashire,  nor  can  she  compete  with  us,  and  I 
may  mention  that  this  week  I  have  declined  to 
quote  even  for  248..  becauKe  our  machinery  can 
be  more  profitably  employed  on  68.,  8b..  IOb., 
168.,  and  208.  Lancashire  does  not,  I  venture 
to  say,  export  to  this  country  any  goods  or 
yarns  which  average  under  248.** 

He  proceeds  to  give,  in  a  tabular  form, 
figures  showing,  as  to  yarns,  the  pro- 
duction of  ail  the  mills  in  India  except 
one  for  189*^,  and  be  says  (and  appa- 
rently the  figures  bear  out  the  statement) 
that — 

"They  show  that  20  per  cent,  of  our  pro- 
duction is  under  lOs.,  that  79  {)er  cent,  is  under 
20b..  and  only  ]9|  per  cent.  i8  between  20s. 
and  SOs.,  I4  per  cent,  between  308.  and  408., 
and  1.8  per  cent,  over  408.  I  regret  that  we 
could  not  get  the  figures  between  208.  and 
246..  as  I  am  sure  that  we  would  find  that 
fully  10  per  cent,  are  204b.  and  2 Is.,  and  a 
good  5  per  cent.  228.  to  248..  so  that  fully 
94  per  cent,  of  our  spinnings  are  counts  that 
Lancashire  does  not  Bend,  and  has  not  sent  us 
for  years.*' 

Are  these  figures,  which  I  must  say  seem 
to  me  a  little  surprising,  accepted  by 
Her  Majesty^s  Government,  or  can  they 
be  explained  away,  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  ?  We  must,  however,  I  think, 
concede  that  to  some  extent  these 
duties,  unless  accompanied  by  a  counter- 
vailing Excise  Duty,  would  be  pro- 
tective. Well,  my  Lordrt,  as  to  that, 
let  me  say  that  even  if  it  be  true  that  to 
some  slight  extent  Indian  mills  will  get 
an  advantage  from  the  taxation  of  British 
goods,  I,  for  one,  deprecate  the  contention 
that  this  objection  is  fatal.  The  Indian 
millowuers  have  had  a  good  many  trials 
of  late.  Our  currency  legislation  has  for 
the  time  disturbed  their  business.  We 
have  imposed  upon  them  factory  legisla- 
tion conceived  upon  European  rather  than 
Indian  lines ;  and,  in  this  very  tariff 
which  we  are  discussing,  their  dye  stuffs 
and  chemicals,  which  enter  very  largely 
into  the  cost  of  production,  are  taxed.  It 
is  stated  that  the  duty  on  these  is  equal 
to  more  than  I  per  cent,  on  the  cost  of 
production.  I  confess  that  unless  you 
are  able  to  show  that  by  taxing  these 
imports  you  would  give  to  the  Indian 
mills  an  amount  of  protectionX  which 
would  seriously  cripple  BritishX  com- 
petition, and  thereby  lose  you  there^tenue 
of  which  you  are  in  need,  I  shouldViot 

7^/e  Marquess  of  TMnsdoirne 


regret  to  see  these  millownere  get  a 
little  of  the  smooth  as  well  as  the  rough. 
My  Lords,  if  it  comes  to  the  qnestioD  of 
protection,  let  us,  at  any  rate,  be  con- 
sistent. If  protection  be  indeed  the  un- 
clean thing,  and  we  are  to  rule  out  every 
duty  which  is  protective  in  its  effect,  the 
tariff  which  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
already  sanctioned  is  altogether  in- 
admissible. At  some  points  it  is  pro- 
tective in  the  interests  of  the  English 
manufacturer.  The  Government  of  India 
is,  as  I  have  just  pointed  out,  about  to 
take  toll  of  the  dye  stuffs  and  metals 
used  by  the  Indian  millers,  who  will,  to 
that  extent,  be  subject  to  a  penalty  from 
which  their  British  competitors  are  free. 
But  that  is  bj  no  means  all.  The  new 
tariff  includes  Import  Duties  upon  papers 
ivnd  woollens,  both  of  which  commoditiee 
are  to  a  considerable  extent  manufactured 
in  India.  The  manufacture  of  paper,  In 
particular,  is  making  great  strides  in  that 
country.  Every  one  of  these  newly- 
built  paper  mills  will  receive  a  certain 
amount  of  protection  by  the  tariff. 
I  could  mention  other  cases,  but  the  fact 
is,  that  the  tariff,  as  a  whole,  hangs 
together,  and  it  is  impossible  to  make 
exceptions  without  creating  anomalies 
and  producing  injustice.  As  for  the 
Cotton  Duties,  I  do  not  bcjieve  that  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  was  guilty  of  any  exag- 
geration when  in  1872  he  told  theVice- 
roy^s  Legislative  Council  that,  if  the  ease 
were  argued  upon  the  ground  of  Free 
Traile  or  Protection, 

"  The  argumentB  in  favour  of  abolishing  the 
general  Import  DutieB  were  even  Btronger  than 
those  which  could  he  adduced  in  respect  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Cotton  Duties.  The  mainten- 
ance of  the  former,  if  the  latter  be  abolished, 
would  from  every  point  of  view  be  open  to 
objection." 

We  have  reversed  the  process,  we  are  im- 
posing general  duties,  and  giving  exemp- 
tion to  the  commodity  which,  in  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring^s  opinion,  had  the  least 
claim  of  ail  to  such  indulgence.  My 
Lords,  the  question  is  really  a  question  of 
revenue,  and  these  arguments  founded 
upon  the  sanctity  of  Free  Trade  prin- 
ciples are,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  so, 
beside  the  mark.  Even  if  they  had  more 
weight,  they  would  weigh  as  nothing 
compared  with  the  political  considerations 
which  are  involved,  and  which  require  a 
much  fuller  explanation  than  we  have 
yet  received  of  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     It  is  impossible 
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to  exaggerate  the  inteusity  of  feeling 
wliicli  this  piece  of  fiscal  favouritism  has 
produced  in  ludia.  Those  who  have  hail 
the  longest  experience  in  that  country 
say  unhesitatingly  that  public  opinion 
never  was  so  unanimous ;  from  the 
Members  of  the  Viceroy's  Council  to  the 
humblest  classes,  the  people  of  India 
are  solid  upon  the  subject.  The  case 
has  been  stated  during  the  discussions  in 
Connelly  at  public  meetings,  and  in  the 
newspapers  with  merciless  logic.  Judg- 
ment has  gone  by  default ;  there  is  no 
reply.  Those  from  whom  an  official 
apology  for  the  measure  might  have  been 
expected  have  refused  to  make  it.  All 
that  they  are  able  to  say  is  that  they  are 
acting  under  orders  from  Home,  and 
that  there  is  reason  to  hope  that  those 
orders  may  be  reconsidered.  In  the 
meanwhile  the  public  sees  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  cutting  down  expenditure, 
Btarving  useful  public  works,  and  appro- 
priating the  economies  of  the  Local 
Governments,  merely  because,  as 
they  are  told,  political  exigencies 
render  it  impossible  for  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  give  way.  The 
time  has,  I  think,  come  when  we  may 
reasonably  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  take  us  more  fully 
into  their  confidence.  There  never  was 
a  moment  when  it  was  more  necessary 
to  avoid  creating  an  impression  that  our 
financial  policy  in  India  was  dictated  by 
selfish  considerations.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  regard  with  exaggerated 
alarm  every  bazaar  rumour  which  may 
be  telegraphed  over  to  this  country  from 
India,  but  it  is  idle  to  conceal  from  our- 
selves that  many  causes  are  at  work 
which  should  make  us  pause  before  we 
do  anything  to  shake  the  confidence  of 
the  people  in  the  absolute  disinterestedness 
of  our  rule.  Western  ideas  are  spreading 
with  rapidity  in  the  minds  of  an  Eastern 
population,  not  yet  by  any  means  fitted 
to  receive  them.  The  Press  takes  ad- 
vantage of  the  wide  measure  of  liberty 
which  it  enjoys  to  speak  its  mind  with  a 
licence  that  would  not  be  tolerated  by 
the  rulers  of  any  other  Eastern  country. 
The  Government  must  make  up  its  mind 
to  be  misrepresented,  and  may  in  ordi- 
nary cases  console  itself  by  the  hope  that 
the  truth  will  prevail,  and  the  reflection 
that  a  good  deal  of  the  vituperation  is 
not  very  sincere,  but  it  should  think 
twice  before    it  supplies   the   party  of 


'  agitation  with  a  real  grievance  and  with 

the  materials  for  an  indictment  to  which 

no  reply  has  been  made,  because  no  reply 

has  been  possible.     We  have  lately,  I 

think  most  wisely,  extended  the  functions 

of  the  Indian  Legislative  Councils  ;  we 

have  added  to  them  a  certain  number  of 
members  owing  their  appointment,  not 
to  nomination  from  above,  but  to  the  re- 
commendation of  their  fellow-countrymen^ 
and  we  have  given  to  the  Councils  thus 
reformed  and  reconstituted  the  right  of 
discussing  the  financial  proposals,  botli 
of  the  local  and  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ments. We  have  also  given  them  the 
right,  of  which  they  are  already  availing 
themselves  freely,  of  questioning  the 
Government  upon  matters  of  public  im- 
portance. It  is  at  such  a  moment  as  this 
that  we  are  adopting  a  course  which  has 
had  the  effect  of  supplying  every  ill- 
wisher  of  the  British  Government  with  a 
whole  arsenal  of  arguments.  At  the 
moment  when  we  are  increasing  the  con- 
stitutional privileges  of  our  Indian 
fellow-subjects,  and  giving  them  new 
opportunities  of  scrutinising  our  manage- 
ment of  their  finances,  we  are  denying 
to  the  Government  of  the  Indian  Empire 
even  a  few  shreds  of  the  financial  inde* 
pendenee  which  every  one  of  our  self- 
governing  colonies  enjoys  to  the  fullest 
extent.  There  is  only  one  satisfactory 
feature  about  this  painful  subject,  and 
that  is  that  it  has  been  made  abundantly 
clear  to  us  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  said  their  last  word  upon 
the  matter.  I  trust  that  we  shall  be  able 
to  elicit  from  them  this  evening  some 
announcement  which  will  come  as  a  re- 
lief to  public  feeling,  official  and  unoffi- 
cial, in  India.  What  has  been  done  is 
either  right  or  wrong.  If  it  is  right, 
let  us  have  the  whole  of  the  argument 
and  let  us  say  boldly  that  nothing 
will  induce  us  to  depart  from  our  deci- 
sion ;  but  if  it  is  wrong,  as  I  for  one 
bdieve  that  it  is,  if  no  sound  arguments 
are  forthcoming  in  support  of  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  at  first  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  then  let  ns,  at  what- 
ever cost,  make  a  clean  breast  of  it, 
and  show  the  people  of  India  that  it 
is  a  gross  libel  to  say  that  either  of 
the  great  political  Parties  in  this  country 
will,  for  the  sake  of  a  passing  advan- 
tage, deny  to  them  the  fair  play  which 
they  expect  at  their  hands. 
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•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reay)  : 
My  Lords,  I  have  listened  with  the 
greatest  attention  to  the  very  dispas- 
sionate speech  in  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  brought  before  us  a  subject  of 
very  grave  importance.  I  will  mention 
at  the  outset  that  with  regard  to  any 
observations  on  the  past  action  of  the 
Government  I  shall  leave  the  reply  to 
the  noble  Earl  (Lord  Kimberley),  as  he 
ordered  that  these  duties  should  not  be 
imposed.  Instructions  to  that  efiTect 
were  given  before  I  joined  the  India 
Office.  What  the  noble  Marquess  has 
asked  with  regard  to  the  present 
state  of  affairs  I  am  prepared  to 
answer.  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer 
his  question  as  to  the  figure  at  which  the 
Goveromeut  estimates  the  deficit  that 
may  arise  in  the  Budget  of  the  present 
year.  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
noble  Marquess  hincself  must  feel  that, 
with  exchange  fluctuating  as  it  does,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  make  any  estimate 
of  what  the  deficit  ma^' ultimately  amount 
to.  I  am,  however,  glad  to  be  able  to 
mention  that  the  last  accounts  received 
from  India  as  to  the  financial  situation 
are  not  of  a  nature  to  cause  alarm  at  this 
moment.  As  to  what  the  noble  Marquess 
has  said  about  starving  the  Services,  I 
certainly  shall  not  deny  that  the  various 
Services  are  subject  at  this  moment  to  a 
regime  of  very  rigid  economy.  It  is, 
however,  a  result  of  the  temporary  nature 
of  the  financial  situation,  and  economy 
is  not  identical  with  starvation.  The 
financial  situation  has  been  correctly 
described  in  the  Viceroy's  Council  in 
the  following  words  by  the  Financial 
Member  : — 

"  It  is  a  serious  confctision  to  make,  but 
nevertheless,  it  is  true,  that  our  financial  posi- 
tion in  the  immediate  future  tlei)en(lson  circum- 
stances absolutely  outside  our  control,  and  that 
we  can  do  little  more  than  watch  in  which 
direction  the  forces  are  working,  which  will,  in 
the  end,  either  bring  us  security  from  these 
perpetual  variations,  or  still  more  serious  trouble 
than  any  we  have  had  as  yet  to  provide 
against." 

This  situation  is  provisional  and  tem- 
porary, and  consequently  it  is  impossible 
to  make  any  definite  forecast.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  the  noble  Marquess  urges 
that  Supplementary  Estimates  should  be 
introduced  into  the  Budget  without  abso- 
lute necessity  for  such  a  course.  ^He 
must  be  well  aware  of  its  iDcouveuienl 


If,  however,  SuppIemeDtary  Estimates 
become  imperative,  they  will  have  to 
be  considered.  With  regard  to  Pablic 
Works,  the  situatiop  does  not  justify  the 
criticism  that  they  are  starved.  On  March 
31,  1894,  the  total  length  of  railway,  of 
all  gauges,  open  in  India  was  18,500 
miles,  showing  an  increase  of  458  miles 
over  the  open  mileage  at  the  correspond- 
ing period  of  the  previous  year.  On  the 
same  date  there  were  1,922^  miles  which 
had  been  sanctioned  but  were  not  yet 
opened ;  so  that  the  total  sanctioned 
mileage,  including  lines  already  opened, 
amounted  to  20,422^  miles.  During  the 
year  1893-94  sanction  was  given  to  the 
construction  of  additional  mileage  to  the 
extent  of  154^  miles  ;  but  after  allowing 
for  deductions  on  account  of  lines 
abandoned  or  in  abeyance  and  minor 
corrections  of  mileage  the  sanctioned 
mileage  on  March  31,  1894,  exceeded  the 
sanctioned  mileage  on  March  31,  1893, 
by  only  21\  miles.  Although  no  large 
schemes  have  been  actually  sanctioned 
during  the  past  financial  year,  several 
large  works  are  at  present  in  hand  or  in 
contemplation,  among  them  the  East 
Coast  Railway,  of  which  it  is  expected 
that  200  miles  more  will  be  opened  during 
the  present  year.  Progress  is  being  made 
with  the  Assam-Bengal  Railway,  which 
is  in  the  hands  of  a  company.  The 
length  of  line  included  in  this  scheme  is 
742  miles.  The  construction  of  the 
Mu  Valley  Railway  beyond  Wuntho,  in 
Burma,  156  miles,  is  being  steadily 
pushed  on.  On  the  north-west  frontier 
work  is  proceeding  on  the  Muskaf-Bolan 
Railway,  86  miles,  and  to  some  extent  on 
the  Mari  Attock  line,  85  miles.  The 
railway  from  Bareilly,  via  Rampur  to 
Moradabad,56  miles,  and  the  Qodra-Rut- 
1am  Railway,  115  miles,  may  also  be  men- 
tioned. The  latter  is  very  near  completion. 
Of  the  schemes  in  immediate  contempla- 
tion the  most  important  is  the  Delhi- 
Bhathinda  Samasata  project.  This 
railway  will  be  about  400  miles  in 
length  and  is  estimated  to  cost  about  277 
lakhs  of  rupees.  It  may  be  meutioued 
that  in  September  last  the  Government 
of  India  issued  a  circular  offering  terms 
on  which  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  cousider  offers  for  the  construc- 
tion, by  the  agency  of  private  companies, 
of  branch  lines  or  extensions  of  existing 
railways.  In  the  Budget  the  total  out- 
lay for  construction  of  railways  including 
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protective  railways — although  the  Famine 
Insurance  Fund  has  been  suspended — 
is  only  reduced  from   Bx.4,027,000  in 
1893-94  to   Rx.3,450,000  in  this  year. 
I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Mar- 
quess say  that  he  had  no  objection  to  a 
temporary  suspension  of  the  Famrine  grant, 
and  that  he  concurred  in  the  views  which 
Sir     Charles    Elliott    laid    before     the 
Viceroy^s  Council.     The  noble  Marquees 
has    said   tha^t  this  is  a     practical   Re- 
venue question.      In  that   I  agree.     If 
these  duties    have   to  be  imposed,  it  is 
simply  for  raising  Revenue  ;    and,  in  so 
far  as  they  would  operate  as  protective 
duties,    they  would  be    inoperative    as 
Revenue  duties.   The  problem,  therefore, 
which  may  ultimately  have  to  be  solved 
is,  what  kind  of  duties  the  Government 
can    impose  which    will   be    paid   into 
their  own  Treasury,  and  recovered  from 
the    purchasers     of    the    goods.     Now, 
my  Lords,  in  these   figures  which    the 
noble  Marquess  has  quoted,  and  which  I 
also  have  read  with  the  greatest  interest 
as  given   at   the  annual  meeting  of  the 
Bombay  Millowners^  Association,  there  is 
one  very  important  feature,  that,  whereas 
in  1879,  no  yarns  above  30's  were  manu- 
factured in  India,  yarns  above  30's  are 
DOW  manufactured    if  onlv  to  a  limited 
extent.     It  is  quite  true  that  these  form 
only  a  small  part  of  the  yarns  manufac- 
tured in  India,  but  it  is  obvious  that  the 
moment  you  introduce  a  duty,  the  manu- 
facture of    yarns  above   30*8  would  in- 
crease.     A     well-known    authority    on 
these  matters — Mr.  O'Conor — has  gone 
80     far    as    to    say    that    it    would  be 
necessary  to  exempt  all    yarns   and  all 
piece-goods  under   60*8,  leaving   only  a 
Tery  small  quantity  on  which  the  duty 
could    be   raised.     You    will,   therefore, 
for    practical    Revenue    purposes,    have 
to    contemplate    the    prospect   of  coun- 
tervailing   duties — a    matter    which    is 
very  complex,  and  which  will  require  very 
mature   examination.     This   it    will   re- 
ceive at  the   hands  of  the  Government. 
The  present  position  is  stated  as  follows, 
in    the    words    of    the   Viceroy    to    his 
Council : — 

*'  I  am  able  to  state  that  if,  after  an  interval 
sufficient  to  juilge  of  the  iKwition  as  affected  by 
the  Tariff  Act,  the  ('ourse  of  exchange,  and 
other  circ5uni8tance«,  there  is  no  improvement, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  l)e  prepare<l  to 
receive  a  further  representation  on  the  subject." 

That  representation  has  not  yet  been  re- 
ceivedy  because   the   latest  accounts  of 


the  financial  position    in  India  are  not 
alarming.     The   balances,   which   stood 
last  year  at  this  time  at  15  crores  stand 
now  at  25  crores,  and  the  present  situa- 
tion, indeed,  is  so  little  alarming  that  it 
has  been  found  possible  to  invite  tenders 
for    the    reduction   of  the    interest   on 
part  of  the  debt.      No  blame  can,  there- 
fore,  be   imputed    to    the   Government 
of  India  for   not   having    urged  on  the 
Home  Government  the  necessity  of  im- 
mediate   action     on    this     subject.       I 
claim    for    the    Government   of    India 
absolute      freedom      to     act     in      this 
matter  as  they  may  think  opportune  ;  but 
I  also   claim  for  ourselves  entire  free- 
dom to  consider  any  proposals  when  they 
are  submitted  to  us,  as  it  would  be  highly 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  India  in  any 
way  to  bind  the  liands  either  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  or  of  the  Government 
at  home  by  any   premature  declaration 
on    this    occasion.     But    before    I    sit 
down   I   wish  to  give   the   noble  Mar- 
quess this  assurance  :  that  Her  Majesty^s 
Government    are  well   aware   that   the 
finances    of    India  require  close  watch- 
ing,  and    that    the    interests    of   India 
ought  not  to  be,  and  should  not  be,  sacrificed 
to  any   extraneous  consideration.      The 
House  may  feel  satisfied   that  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  consider  this  to  be  in 
any  sense  a  Party  question,  but  that  they 
will    have   regard   to   the     interests    of 
India,  and    to  those  interests  alone,  in 
any  future  action  which  may  be  taken 
in  connection  with  this  most  important 
subject,  relying  upon  the  support  which 
your   Lordships  liave   always   given    to 
measures     calculated     to     benefit     Her 
Majesty^s  subjects  in  India. 

•Lord  ROBERTS  of  KANDAHAR 
said,  the  noble  Marquess,  whose  five 
years'  recent  experience  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  of  India  enabled  him  to 
speak  on  the  question  before  the  House 
with  an  authority  which  no  one  else 
could  claim,  had  so  fully  explained  the 
object  of  the  Motion  brought  forward  for 
consideration  that  he  would  not  venture 
to  take  up  their  Lordships'  time  with 
any  words  of  hi>»,  did  he  not  feel  that  he 
was  bound  by  all  he  owed  to  India,  and 
by  his  regard  for,  and  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with,  its  people,  to  tell  what  they 
thought  of  the  question.  He  would, 
therefore,  offer  no  apology  for  asking  the 
House  to  listen  to  him  for  a  few  moments. 
The  people  of   India  thought  that,   by 
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prohibit  log  the  extension  of  the  Import 
Duties,  levied  under  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1894,  to  cotton  goods,  the  interests  of 
their  country  were  being  sacrificed  to  the 
interests  of  this  country.  This  was  a  feeling 
which  ought  not,  which  he  thought  must 
not,  be  allowed  to  continue.  While,  as 
a  soldier,  he  believed  that  the  prosperity 
of  India  depended  on  the  maintenance 
of  our  naval  and  military  supremacy  ;  as 
an  Englishman,  who  had  lived  for  more 
than  40  years  in  that  country,  he  knew 
that  it  depended  to  even  a  greater  extent 
upon  the  contentment  of  the  population, 
and  their  belief  in  the  advantages  of 
British  rule.  The  extraordinary  position 
we  occupied  in  India  was  mainly  due  to 
the  natives*  firm  reliance  on  our  integrity 
and  honesty  of  purpose,  and  on  our 
determination  to  do  what  was  right  and 
best  for  them.  If  this  feeling  were  once 
destroyed,  the  consequences  would  be 
disastrous.  It  was,  indeed,  this  implicit 
trust  in  the  uprightness  of  the  British 
character  which  enabled  a  single  English 
magistrate  to  keep  peace  and  order  in  a 
district  far  larger  than  the  largest  county 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  amongst  divers 
races,  differing  in  religion,  and  often 
bitterly  hostile  to  each  other — a  unique 
kind  of  influence  which,  he  ventured  to 
think,  was  unknown  in  any  other  part  of 
the  world,  of  which  this  nation  might 
justly  be  proud,  and  without  which  we 
could  not  continue  to  hold  India.  The 
noble  MarquQss  had  shown  how  difficult 
it  would  be  to  make  any  material  military 
retrenchment ;  but  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  Army  in  India  was 
out  of  all  proportion  small  to  the  extent 
of  frontier,  more  than  5,000  miles  of 
which  it  had  to  guard  ;  the  enormous 
area,  upwards  of  100,000,0CX)  of  square 
miles,  over  which  it  was  scattered  ;  and 
the  population,  numbering  nearly 
300,000,000,  it  was  supposed  to  control. 
If,  when  the  hour  of  trial  came,  we  had 
only  our  few  troops,  our  guns,  and  our 
forts  to  rely  upon  ;  if  we  had  lost  the 
confidence  of  the  people  ;  and  if  our 
feudatories  were  not  loyal  to  us,  it  would 
go  hard  with  us.  The  faith  of  the 
natives  of  India  in  our  fair  deal- 
ing must  never  be  shaken.  To 
show  how  strong  that  faith  sMll  was,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  a\letter  he 
received  a  short  time  ago  from  »  noble- 
man in  Calcutta,  the  Maharaj 
Jotendro    Mohun    Tagore,    than 

/,ord  Roberts  of  Kandahar 


Sir 
hom 


there  was  no  more  loyal  subject  or  en- 
lightened gentleman  in  Her  Msjesty^s 
dominions.  In  referring  to  a  remark 
made  by  himself  in  a  letter  to  which  this 
was  a  reply,  the  Maharajah  says — 

"  You  tell  me  there  is  every  desire  in  Bngland 
to  deal  fairly  by  India  as  regards  the  cotton 
duties  matter,  ami  I  may  say  that  it  is  precisely 
because  we  are  so  sure  of  Bnfrland*8  £sir  dealing 
that  we  appeal  to  her  whenever  there  is  any 
matter  for  complaint.  If  we  had  no  foith  in 
England  and  EngliHhmen  all  agitation  would 
have  ceased  and  there  would  have  been  a  death- 
like calmness  —  not  perhaps  a  very  desirable 
thing  in  the  political  world  of  India.** 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  say  one  or  two  words  in 
this  matter — they  shall  be  very  few.  I 
cannot  help  knowing  what  a  deep  feeling 
there  is  all  over  India  in  regard  to  this 
question.  I  must  press  upon  your  Lord- 
ships the  importance  of  one  point  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Marquess,  and  that  is  the 
change  which  has  been  brought  about  in 
the  position  of  the  people  of  India  by  the 
reconstitution  of  the  Indian  Councils,  by 
means  of  which  the  feeling  of  the  people 
of  India  will  be  made  much  more  known 
both  here  and  in  India  than  hitherto  has 
been  the  case.  Members  of  the  CoudcIIb 
will  now  be  appointed  from  among  the 
people  themselves,  and  Parliament  must 
not  forget  that  the  power  given  to  those 
Councils  will  probably  become  very  great. 
I  do  not  think  the  noble  Marquess  has 
in  the  least  exaggerated  the  difficulties 
of  the  Finance  Minister  in  India,  who 
cannot  tell  whether  he  is  to  budget  for 
a  deficiency  or  not.  No  one  can  possibly 
exaggerate  the  lamentable  and  damaging 
fact  that  all  the  public  works  in  India 
are  practically  stopped.  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
said  that  during  the  last  12  months  27 
miles  of  railway  were  all  that  had  been 
completed. 

Lord  REAY  :  I  xaid  sanctioned  in 
addition 

ViscorxT  CROSS  :  I  mean  that  only 
27  miles  had  been  added.  I  have  had  a 
good  deal  to  do  with  the  increase  of  the 
railways  in  India,  and  I  believe  that  no 
greater  benefit  can  be  conferred  on  the 
country  than  by  a  vast  increase  in  the 
mileage  of  Indian  railways.  Wherever 
a  railway  is  opened  civilisation  and  pro- 
sperity follows.  If  27  miles  is  the  only 
adiUtion  that  has  been  made  in  the  course 
of'  12  months  to  the  existing  railways  1 
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thiuk  it  is  one  of  th<)  most  lamentable 
facts  that  could  be  laid  before  us. 

*LosD  BEAT:  I  have  stated  the 
sanctioned  mileage  in  contemplation, 
which  is  1,922  miles;  27  miles  merely 
represents  the  additional  net  mileage 
sanctioned. 

•Viscount  CROSS:  I  have  not 
the  smallest  doubt  that  there  are 
other  railways  in  contemplation  ;  but 
they  cannot  be  carried  out.  In  the 
present  financial  condition  of  India  it  is 
impossible  that  can  be  done.  I  en- 
deavoured when  I  was  at  the  India 
Office  to  multiply  the  number  of  miles 
that  were  made  ;  I  believe  we  made 
them  at  one  time  at  the  rate  of  1,000 
miles  a  year.  But  that  is  practically 
stopped.  You  might  go  on  making 
railways  at  the  rate  of  1,000  miles  a 
year  with  the  greatest  possible  benefit  to 
the  people  of  India,  and  yet  it  appears 
that  only  27  miles  have  this  year  been 
made.  This  is  one  of  the  greatest 
calamities  that  could  happen.  But  it  is 
not  only  the  railways.  The  irrigation 
works  also  are  being  stopped.  If  one 
thing  is  wanted  more  than  another  in 
India  it  is  irrigation,  because  if  works 
for  that  purpose  were  carried  out 
they  would  turn  what  is  practically 
desert  into  fruitful  and  fertile  places, 
where  the  inhabitants  of  the  country 
could  live  and  prosper.  It  is  not  simply 
a  question  for  the  future ;  it  is  of  the 
highest  importance  in  the  present. 
Again,  it  is  not  only  the  railways  and 
irrigation  works  that  are  stopped,  but 
works  which  are  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  health  of  the  Army  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other.  All  those 
works  are  stopped  on  account  of  the 
want  of  funds.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Reay)  said  that  this  is  only  a 
temporary  matter.  I  wish  we  knew 
that  it  was  really  so,  and  that  we  had 
got  to  the  bottom  of  the  hill ;  but  I  am 
sore  the  noble  Lord  knows  no  better 
than  I  do  whether  we  have  or  not,  and 
this  is  a  case  which  is  really  deserving 
of  the  most  serious  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  am  disappointed  in  looking 
through  the  Blue  Book  to  find  no  corre- 
spondence published  between  the  Indian 
Government  and  the  Government  at 
home»  The  noble  Marquess  wanted  to 
know  the  reasons  why  the  Government 
itook  this'  course,  and  one  would  natur* 
ally  look  for  a  reply  in  that  correspond* 


'  ence.  What  is  the  use  of  giving  us  a 
number  of  Blue  Books  when  the  one 
thing  we  want  is  not  contained  in  them  ? 
The  one  thing  the  noble  Marquess  asks 
for  is  not  to  be  found.  The  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  spoken  on  behalf  of  the 
India  Office  has  given  no  answer  to  that 
question.  Probably  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (LordKimberley)  will  answer  it  before 
this  Debate  concludes.  All  I  desire  to 
add  is,  and  I  have  always  said  so  with 
regard  to  the  affi&irs  of  India — this  is  no 
Party  question  whatever.  I  hope  it  will 
be  a  long  time  before  that  should  prove 
to  be  the  case,  and  it  has  been  greatly  to 
the  advantage  of  India  that  it  has  not 
been  the  case  hitherto.  I  must  say, 
in  conclusion,  this  is  a  matter  which  must 
be  decided  by  the  Government  of  the 
day.  It  is  for  them  to  say  whether  the 
course  which  has  hitherto  been  adopted 
should  be  persisted  in  or  not.  They 
have  the  information  which  we  could  not 
get  for  the  purpose  of  judging  what  is 
right  and  what  is  wrong.  I  ol^terve  that 
in  the  Debates  in  the  Indian  Council  one 
member,  who  is  also  a  millowner,  said  he 
would  be  very  glad  if  the  Import  Duties 
were  re-enacted — that  there  should  be 
an  Excise  Duty  imposed  on  cotton  manu- 
factured in  India,  though  he  points  out 
how  difficult  it  would  be  to  collect,  espe- 
cially if  you  went  beyond  the  cotton 
manufactures.  It  is,  however,  some- 
thing for  a  millowner  himself  to  say  that 
if  you  do  re-impose  these  Cotton  Dutie:^ 
you  should  also  be  at  liberty  to  impose 
an  Excise  Duty  upon  the  manufacture  of 
goods  in  India  itself.  All  these  are 
matters  for  the  Government  to  consider. 
Do  they  believe  that  without  the  reim- 
position  of  these'  duties  the  Indian 
finances  can  be  properly  balanced  ?  If 
they  do,  there  is  an  end  of  the  question  ; 
if  not,  are  the  duties  not  to  be  imposed 
simply  on  account  of  some  fad  about 
Free  Trade  which  ought  not  to  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  any  question  between 
great  countries  like  England  and  India  ? 
At  the  same  time,  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  still  stands,  and 
is  no  doubt  not  lightly  to  be  upset. 
It  is,  as  I  said  before,  a  question 
for  the  Government  of  the  day. 
I  am  sure  if  they  saw  their  way 
to  balance  the  finances  of  India  without 
re-imposing  these  duties  they  would  be 
happy  to  do  so  ;  but  if  they  cannot  find 
any  other  way  of  doing  it,  what  is  to  be 
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doue  ?  It  ie  euiirely  for  tbem.  If  they 
cnn  AToid  doing  [liie,  well  aud  f;ood  ;  bnt 
if  tbey  oannot  balttnce  tlie  fiiiancee  of 
imlia  without  re-impositi|^  this  pfirtiuular 
tax,  of  course  tbey  will,  at  tbe  proper 
time,  reconsider  the  qiiesliou,  aud  pt-o- 
Ittbly  re-impoi»e  it, 

•The  secretary  t,f  STATE  f.iK 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  {The  Earl  ok 
Kimhekley)  ;  Before  I  make  auy  other 
remark,  I  niui^t  (bank  the  luMe  Marqiieett 
for  tbe  fair,  teinpemle,  and  tulmirahly 
clear  iiiaiiner  iu  which  ho  has  broiigbt 
this  subject  before  the  House.  In  re- 
ganl  to  what  the  noble  Visi'ount  has  just 
saiil  ae  to  the  number  of  miles  of  railway 
my  noble  Friend  lias  beeu  aomewbat  nils- 
nutleratood.  What  be  staled  was  that 
dnring  the  year  lH9»-4  sanction  was 
given  to  the  uonstrucliou  of  additional 
niileagL*  to  the  extent  of  134  miles,  and 
that  the  sanctioneJ  mileage    in  Uarch, 

14,  esceeded  the  sanctioned  mileage  on 
tbe   31st  of  March,    l«9a.    by  only  27 

ee.  Tfaat,  of  conrte,  is  a  very  difTeraut 
Btatemeut.  I  may  also  add,  as  ilinstrating 
enact  position,  tliat  the  total  ont' 
lay  on  the  construction  of  railways,  hi- 
chiding  protective  milwav^  was,  on  the 
whole,  only  reduced  from  ks.4,027,000  in 
~Ti-4  to  Rx.3,430,000  iu  the  present 
liuancial  yeai.  My  Lords,  thongb 
making  that  correction,  I  am  not  iu  tbe 
slightest  degree  disposed  loi)uesiion  what 
the  noble  Viscount  said  wiiii  regard  u> 
B  lamentable  results  of  the  grent  dimi- 
Mulion  which  has  occurred  in  Indian 
nvailabie  revenues  owing  to  the  fall  in 
the  exchange.  That  fact  has  caused  the 
whole  of  the  embarrassment  we  havenow 
:fi  consider.  It  cannot  be  qucationed  for 
I  moment  tliat  large  reductions  iu  ex- 
penditure suddeuly  made  bring  with  them 
considerable  inconvenience  by  the  dislo- 
cation of  workH,  and  so  forth,  and  I 
thoroughly  share  the  noble  Visoount's 
opinion,  that  it  is  greatly  to  be  regretted 
that,  even  if  there  be  no  considerable  re- 
duction in  the  expenditure  on  railways, 

all  events  the  progressive  increase  in 
thai  expenditure  which  we  desire  to  see 
is  stopped,  and  I  agree  with  the  noble 
Viscount  that  it  may  be  stopped  possibly 
for  some  considerable  time.  The  noble 
Marquees  made  one  remark  with   which 

canuot  entirely  agree.  He  spoke  of 
the  suspension  of  the  Famine  Fund  as  a 
reversal  of  tbe  famine  policy.  It  cannot 
be  termed  a  reversal  of  ihe  famine  policy. 
yitcount  Crott 


,  toena*     i 
■on  a»^^ 


DS}  D«/,«. 

It  has  on  previous  occasions  been  fo< 
necessary,  and,  I  think,  during  the  tfm4 
ihe  noble  Viseotitu  was  in  Office,  owing 
to  temjiorary  financial  ditficnities 
pend  I  lie  famine  grants  aud  I 
Iioint  nut    to  the  House  that  it  i 

l<l     have    lieen  a     few     y<»i 
When  the  grant  was  instituted  ] 

lo    provide  n   fund    to    meet    tbe 

ible  occurrence  of  the  same  great 
famine,  and,  secondly,  you  desired  lo  con- 
struct as  rapidly  as  possible  the  railways, 
wliioh  were  called  famine  railways,  which 
would  enable  you  to  convoy  supplies  into 
territories  affected  by  famine,  and  so  pro- 
vent  the  lamentable  ruaults  which  might 
otherwise  ensue.  The  result  of  that 
{lolicy,  which  has  been  going  on  ever 
since  tbe  institution  of  the  fuuiine  grant, 
is  (bat  you  have  constructed  most  of  the 
railways  which  were  regarded  by  the 
Famine  Commission  as  urgently  necea- 
sary — I  believe  not  very  far  from  the 
whole  of  tbem.  The  construction  of 
these  railways  lias  diminished  tbe 
necessity  for  laying  by  the  fund  for  this 
reason  ;  that  there  is  every  reason  to  hope 
that  it  is  scarcely  possible  fur  a  famine 
with  such  results  as  former  famines  hud 
U>  occur.  bccAiise  by  timely  measures  and 
by  all  ibe  advantages  of  better  commimi- 
caiiou  you  would  be  able  to  prevent  such 
disastrous  results  to  a  very  considerable 
extent  as  you  had  formerly  to  meet.  For 
that  reason  the  famine  grant  has  beto 
one  which  may  be  taken  advantage  of  by 
the  Government  of  India  upon  en 
gency;  and  upon  the  present  emergenc 
is  perfectly  justifiabie,  iti 
make  that  suspension. 
i°uppose<l  that  the  mere  reimpositioi 
tbe  Cotton  Duties  would  given  yon  I 
the  relief  you  want,  supposing  it  were 
done.  The  condition  of  the  fiuaucee  of 
India  is  so  uncertain,  tbe  future  is  so  ob- 
scure, and  tbe  difficulty  of  making  nny 
trustworthy  forecast  is  so  great  that  yon 
cannot  by  any  means  be  certain  that  yoii 
will  meet  the  difficulty  by  any  one 
particular  expedient,  and,  iu  any  event,  I 
think  it  would  be  sanguine  to  suppose 
that  you  must  not  look  forward  to  a  period 
— possibly  for  some  time — when  you  will 
not  be  able  to  make  such  expenditures 
upon  public  works  as  were  fortunately 
(ftiite  possible  duringaportion  of  the  time 
when  the  noble  Marquess  watt  Viceroy  of 
India,  and  when  he  had  the  good  fortune 
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huve  &i]  overflowlug  ExcLequer. 
Haviog  made  these  few  ^eueral  remarks, 
I  will  DOW  come  to  what  is  the  real  itntl 
more  immediate  matter  for  us  to  coiieider 
— namely,  thie  questioti  of  the  re-imposi- 
tioa  of  the  Cotton  Duties  and  the  reasons 
why  Her  MajeBtyV  Government  <nd  not 
HheD  the  Budget  of  the  present  year 
framed,  give  llieir  i-onsetit  to 
re-impoaiiion.  It  is  necessary 
f  understand  the  precise  history  of  this 
Bttion.  Tlie  first  important  docnment 
S  a  despatcli  from  the  noble  Marquess 
iosite  (Lord  Salisbury),  dated  July  15, 
17S,  in  which  the  noble  Uan^uess  drew 
~  mtiou  to  the  effect  of  the  duty  on  the 
'  class  of  cotton  goodii  anil  the 
flity  of  removing  a  subject  of 
jerone  contentjun  tis  soon  as  the  state 
of  the  finances  would  permit.  That  is  a 
mere  summary  of  the  despateh.  Again, 
ia  a  Despatch  on  the  11th  of  November, 
'a,  the  uoble  Marquess  referred  to  the 
Kwt  Duty  in  these  words — 
j  Impeding  the  importation  of  an  article  of 
K  neoMBitf ,  and  an  tending  to  operate  as  a  uro- 
we  doty  in  favour  o[  a,  natire  msniifaoture, 
pi  UiuB  inconBiAtent  with  the  policy  which 
tment,  after  Tecy  mature  deliberation,  baa 
itlonal,  and  nbjch,  aa  that  account,  it  la  not 
1  to  Hei  Hajeaty's  QorenimeDt  to  allow  to 
A  aiide,  witliouC  special  cause,  in  any  port 
«  Smpire  under  its  direct  control." 

to  me  to  be  a  perfectly  fair 
ment  of  the  policy  in  tlie  matter, 
prill  not  pursue  all  that  was  done  before 
I  Cotton  Duties  were  ultimately  re- 
luse  I  do  not  think  that  it 
sary  for  understanding  the  matter 
p(  now  stands.  The  noble  Marquess 
)  the  KosolutiouB  of  the 
e  of  Commons.  The  second  Reao- 
i  certainly  most  nnqiialitied  in 
[tenns.  The  noble  Viscount  epnko  of 
ire  fad  about  Free  Trade  ;  but  a  Reao- 
n  of  this  kind  by  the  House  of  Com- 
iB  declaring  that  the  duties  operate  as 
MStivQ  duties,  and  the  Despatch  from 
k  Secretary  of  Htate  at  that  time,  then 
9  noble  Marquess  opposite  giving  his 
opiiiiou  to  the  same  effect  shows  that  in 
the  opinion  at  least  of  very  high  autho- 
rities this  was  not  n  mere  fad  of  Free 
Trade,  but  involved  questions  of  priu- 
ciple  of  a  very  serious  kind.  That  then 
n'BS  the  position  of  the  question,  and  I 
would  further  wish  the  House  to  re- 
member, what  is  often  not  sufficiently 
borne  in  mind  in  these  discus- 
sioas,  that    the    objections    entertained 
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in  India  to  the  removal  of  the  duty  upon  I 
cotton    goods    have   always  been  enter- 
tained,  and    very  strongly  pressed  ever  1 
since  the  Cotton    Duties    were  repealed.  I 
The  noble  Marquess  alluded  to  the  answer  | 
I  gave  to  the   deputation  from  the  Lan- 
cashire  man t) fact urers,    in    which    I  re- 
minded them  that  there  bod  never  been  J 
a  moment,  I    believe,  in    India  ^ 
time  when  the   Cotton    Duties  \ 
]>ealed  when  there  had  not  been 
less  of   an    agitation,  or,  at  all 
V.     continued     very     strong     espression  I 
of   opinion  that    an    injustice    had  been  t 
done   to   India    by    the    repeal    of    the  ] 
Cottou  Duties.    I  say  it  is  extremely  ii 
portant  to  bear  that  in  mind  because  you  j 
must  not  suppose  that  this  agitation  and 
strong  feeling  is  merely  the  result  of  what  | 
has  been  done,  or  what  has  not  beeu  done, 
during  the  present  year.  The  fact  is,  that  I 
UB  there  had  existed  in  India  for  yeara  T 
past  an  extremely  strong  feeling  against  I 
the  repeat    of    the    duties    upon    cotton,) 
inanufautures,  a   strong   feeling  not  c 
tioed  to  the  natives,  hut  also  very  largely 
expressed  by     the    Anglo-Indian 
munity,   the   occasion    which     presented 
itself  for   pressing  the  matter  still  more 
strongly  home  owing  to  the  difficulties  i 
which  the  Government  of  India  is  place 
by  the  deficit  in  its  finances  was  naturally   i 
seized  upon  by  all  those  who  desire  the  I 
re-imposition   of   the  Cotton  Duties,  iio^  J 
merely  because  it  miglit  be  necessary  Ity 
meet    the    preseut  emergency,    but    he- 
cause  they    have    invariably    and     con- 
tinually  insisted,   in  opposition   to    the  1 
{lolicy    of    Parliament    which    has    l>ecu  j 
adopted  by  both  Parties  in  this   country, 
that    the   duty  upon  cotton  goods  ought  1 
never  to  have  been  repealed.    I  do  not  by  | 
any  means    wish    either   to   neglect 
imder-estimaie   the  importance    of    that  I 
feeliug.  I  think  it  is  a  very  grave  feature  1 
indeed  in  the  consideration  of  the   whole  | 
of    this    question.     The   only    remark    '. 
would  make  upon  it  is  this  ;  That   I    di 
not  believe  that  it  is  sound  policy  to  con 
sider   these    questions    simply    with    re 
ference  to  each   member  of  the  Empire  | 
witltout  any  consideration  for  the  otnei 
members  of  it,  and  above  all,  strong  as  is 
my    feeling    in  regard    to    allowing  the 
Colonies  the  independence  they  enjoy,  and 
fully  as  I  share  the  opinions  expressed 
to-night  that  you  ought  to  have,  in  every 
respect,  full    regard  for   the  interests  of 
India,  on  the  other  band,  I  say  that   w&  J 


ol9 


Indian  CoUon 


{LORDS} 


Duties, 


520 


have  a  right,  as  the  head  of  a  great 
Empire,  to  see  that  the  interests  of  this 
country  are  also  fully  considered  and  that 
they  are  not  neglected.  The  real 
difficulty  we  have  to  confront  is  how  to 
conciliate  all  these  interests,  and  an 
extremely  difficult  task  it  always  must 
be.  I  come  now  to  the  actual  position 
of  affairs  when  I  had  the  honour  of  hold- 
ing the  Seals  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  we  had  to  deal  with  this 
difficult  question.  The  matter  presented 
itself  to  us  practically  in  this  form.  I 
may  say,  without  wearisome  details,  that 
the  Estimates  were  put  before  us, 
and  what  appeared  the  best  estimate 
that  could  be  formed  showed  that  in  round 
numbers — and  it  is  almost  the  exact 
figure — the  deficit  which  would  remain  if 
the  Import  Duties,  as  they  have  been  laid 
on,  were  imposed,  without  imposing 
duties  upon  cotton  manufactures,  would 
be  Rx.30(),000.  We  had  then  to  con- 
sider whether  it  was  desirable  we  should 
-at  once,  then  and  there,  consent  to 
the  re-imposition  of  these  Cotton  Duties, 
after  the  deliberate  opinion  of  Parliament 
and  the  deliberate  manner  in  which  the 
policy  of  not  imposing  such  duties  had 
been  accepted  in  this  country  before  we 
had  further  experience  of  the  condition 
of  the  finances  of  India,  and,  above  all, 
l>eforc  we  knew  what  would  Ikj  the  result 
of  our  measures  with  regard  to  currency. 
I  am  not  going  to  deal  with  that  most 
abstruse  question  of  currency,  but  every- 
one who  has  paid  the  slightest  attention 
to  it,  more  especially  since  the  measure 
we  adopted,  must  see  how  extraordinarily 
obscure  is  the  whole  matter,  and  how 
excessively  difficult  it  is  to  form  an 
estimate  of  its  result.  It  seemed  to  us 
that  to  reverse  under  these  circumstances 
the  policy  which  had  been  adopted  with 
regard  to  these  Cotton  Duties,  without 
having  further  experience  of  what  was 
likely  to  be — not  merely  for  the  moment, 
but  was  likelv  to  be  for  some  time  the 
financial  position  of  India — would  l>e  to 
pursue  a  most  precipitate  and  unwise 
course.  We  thought,  in  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  although  I  admit  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  the  matter,  that  on 
the  whole  it  was  better  to  accept  a  deficit 
of  Ex.300,000,  as  estimated,  and  to  wait 
until  we  had  further  experience  of  the 
effect  of  the  currency  measure  and  the 
general  financial  condition  of  India  before 
pledging  ourselves  to  any  further  step. 

The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


That  is  the  statement — and  there  is 
nothing  to  add  to  it— -of  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Cabinet  came  to  that  codc1u« 
sion.  Now,  my  Lords^  I  am  aware  I 
may  be  very  faurly  told  that  in  announcing 
that  decision  of  the  Government  of  India 
I  had  to  do  so  contrary  to  the  expressed 
opinion  of  the  whole  of  my  Council,  or 
of  those  who  were  present.  I  think 
there  were  11  present.  That,  again, 
was  a  step  which,  I  must  say,  I  had  to 
take  with  extreme  regret.  I  always  had 
felt  the  greatest  advantage  from  the 
advice  I  received  from  my  Council,  with 
whom,  I  am  happy  to  say,  although  we 
differed,  I  was  always  on  most  har- 
monious terms.  But  in  this  particular 
matter,  where  the  interests  of  this  country 
as  well  as  those  of  India  were  involved, 
and  where  we  had  to  deal  with  a  Reso- 
lution passed  by  Parliament,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  it  must  be  decided  upon  the 
responsibility  of  the  Cabinet  itself.  At 
the  same  time,  I  admit  that  my  Council 
were  perfectly  justified  in  placing  before 
me  in  plain  terms  their  opinion  from  an 
Indian  point  of  view,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  were  called  upon  or  that  I  could  re- 
quire them  to  take  a  view  of  a  larger 
kind,  and  they  were — if  I  may  venture  to 
say  so  of  men  of  so  much  ability — ^from 
the  very  nature  of  the  case,  not  so  well 
qualified  to  offer  me  a  really  autho- 
ritative opinion  as  to  the  considerable 
part  of  the  question  which  was  not  merely 
Indian.  There  was  another  point  which 
weighed  very  much  with  me.  I  may 
i\ave  over-estimated,  but  I  do  not  think 
I  did,  the  opposition  which  would  he 
met  with  in  this  country.  The  noble 
Marquess  alluded  to  the  deputation 
which  waited  upon  me.  He  said  that 
that  deputation  received  my  announce- 
ment with  loud  cheering.  It  was  a  de- 
putation, I  believe,  of  the  most  iufiuen- 
tial  kind  that  Lancashire  could  send  up, 
and  they  did  receive  it  with  loud  cheer- 
ing. But  there  was  something  more. 
They  told  me  in  explicit  terms — and, 
although  I  am  not  a  Lancashire  man,  like 
the  noble  Viscount,  I  have  always  believed 
that  the  words  of  Lancashire  men  meant 
deeds — they  told  me  that,  without  dis- 
tinction of  Party,  there  was  not  a  mitn 
among  them,  or,  they  believed,  in  Lan- 
cashire, who  was  interested  in  these 
manufactures  who  would  not  use  every 
possible  means  at  his  disposal  to  agitate 
against  and  destroy  any  such  measure  on 
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the  part  of  the  GrOTemment.  It  was  not 
mereljT  the  effect  that  might  have  upon 
the  Gt>vernment  of  the  day,  but  we  had 
to  consider  what  was  of  much  more  con- 
sequence, the  effect  it  might  have  on  the 
relations  between  this  country  and  India. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  if  there  could  be  one 
thing  which  would  be  more  disastrous  than 
another,  it  would  be  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  should  have  announced  that 
these  Cotton  Duties  might  be  reimposed, 
and  that  then  there  should  be  violent 
agitation  which  might  lead  to  some  reso- 
lution of  Parliament  or  expression  of 
opinion  contrary  to  that  decision  which  I 
think  would  have  embittered  opinion  in 
India  far  more  than  the  course  we  took. 
We  can  defend  the  course  we  took  upon 
the  solid  ground  that  it  would  have  been 
unwise  to  take  any  premature  step.  But 
if  we  had  once  committed  ourselves 
and  there  had  been  a  reversal  of  our 
policy  in  consequence  of  agitation 
against  it,  then  I  think  there  would 
Iwve  been  far  more  harm  to  our  relations 
with  India  than  by  the  course  we  adopted. 
I  do  not  believe  there  was  anything  we 
could  have  done  which  was  not  open  on 
one  side  or  the  other  to  grave  objections. 
We  took  the  course,  after  very  careful 
and  full  deliberation,  which  we  thought 
to  be  best,  and  I  also  authorised  the 
Viceroy  to  make  the  ntatement  to  his 
Council  in  those  words  which  the  noble 
Marquess  has  read  as  to  tlie  attitude  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  in  regard  to 
the  future  : — 

''I  am,  therefore,  able  to  state  that  if,  after 
an  interval  sufficient  to  judge  of  the  position  as 
affected  by  the  Act,  the  course  of  exchange, 
and  other  circumstances,  there  is  no  improve- 
menty  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  he  pre- 
pared to  receive  a  further  representation  on  the 
subject." 

That  is  how  the  matter  stands.  It  rests 
with  the  Government  of  India,  if  they 
think  it  necessary,  to  make  a  repre- 
sentation to  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  they 
think  best.  The  responsibility  will  then 
fall  on  the  Government  here  to  decide 
upon  the  course  which  they  may  take, 
but,  as  regards  any  indication  of  what 
may  be  the  policy  of  the  Government,  I 
entirely  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  that  the  very  nature  of  the 
case  precludes  us  from  making  any  an- 
nouncement. I  will  tell  you  why.  Suppose 
I  were  to  say  the  Government  had  con- 
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sidered  the  matter,  and  that  if  they  should 
receive  a  representation  they  will  be  pre- 
pared to  consent  to  this  or  that  measure 
which  may  impose  a  duty«  your  Lord- 
ships will  see  at  once  what  might 
be  the  result.  It  is  obvious  that 
whenever  a  duty  is  likely  to  be  im- 
posed the  natural  course  is  for  the 
importers  to  take  advantage  of  any  in- 
terval which  may  exist  to  pour  into  the 
country  where  the  duty  is  to  be  imposed 
as  much  of  their  manufactures  as  they 
can  send  over  before  the  duty  comes 
into  effect,  therefore  it  is  quite  clear 
that  at  the  present  time  it  would  be 
highly  improper  that  I  or  my  noble 
Friend  should  give  any  indication  beyond 
that  I  have  already  given — namely,  that  if 
the  Government  were  to  receive  any  re- 
sentation  from  India  upon  the  subject,  it 
would  be  fully  and  carefully  considered 
here.  My  Lords,  I  am  not  at  the 
present  time  so  well  acquainted  with 
the  precise  condition  of  the  finances  in 
India  as  to  be  able  to  give  your  Lord- 
ships any  very  accurate  details,  but  I  be- 
lieve that  although  there  has  been  a 
greater  fall  in  the  exchange  even 
than  was  anticipated,  still  there  has 
been  such  an  improvement  in  some 
branches  of  the  Revenue  as  practi- 
cally leaves  the  matter  at  present 
much  as  it  was  when  the  Budget 
Estimate  was  made.  What  the  future 
may  bring  forth  it  is  extremely  difficult 
to  say.  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  in 
the  position  in  which  India  now  stands  it 
may  be  necessary  to  have  recourse  to 
measures  which  otherwise  we  should  not 
adopt,  and  the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  in 
the  passage  I  read,  indicated  very  clearly 
that  that  was  his  opinion,  when  he  said 
'^  except  for  special  reasons,**  a  reserva- 
tion that  I  think  was  perfectly  right. 
The  only  other  thing  I  will  say  is  this  : 
I  entirely  agree  with  what  my  noble 
Friend  behind  said  in  conclusion,  and 
although    it     is,    in    my    opinion, 


our 


duty  not  to  confine  our  view  merely 
to  India  in  the  consideration  of  such 
questions  as  this,  yet  when  an  emergeucy 
arises  in  India  we  must  have  regard — it  is 
our  duty  to  have  regard — in  the  first 
and  principal  place,  to  the  interests  and 
needs  of  India  itself.  More  than  that  I 
do  not  think,  my  Lords,  I  can  say. 
If  there  is  any  other  explanation  I  can 
give  I  shall  be  happy  to  give  it  in  reply 
to  any  questions. 
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E*KL  or  NORTHBROOK 
u  ilie  low  remarks  be  was  nbout 
to  make  he  shoiilJ  foUow  the  eicelleut 
uxainple  net  to  him  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Marqueas  who  had  lately  re- 
turued  from  Iiiditi,  nnd  by  tbe  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foretgo  AtTiiir^,  mid  tbut 
they  ahould  discuss  this  qtiestioe  with 
the  greatest  calianess  and  dslibern- 
tiOD.  At  the  same  time,  he  must 
ezpreee  his  entire  coDcurretice  with 
what  fell  from  the  noble  ViscouDt  op- 
posite, who  regretted  that  !□  a  matter 
of  snob  importance  as  thix  they  had 
before  them  no  Desjiatehes  from  the 
■Secretary  of  State  for  India  id  Conucil 
aiul  no  Despatched  from  the  Government 
of  India.  Lord  Kimberley  had  felt  it  to 
be  his  dnty  to  overrule  the  ituauimoux 
opinion  of  the  Government  of  India,  of 
every  mem1>er,  he  believed,  of  tbe  Legifl- 
Ifttive  Council  of  India,  and  of  the  whole 
of  the  Council  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
— the  Council  established  by  Parliament 
to  advise  tbe  Secretary  of  State  npon 
Indian  matt«r»,  and  who  rertainly  ought 
not  to  be  lightly  overruled.  In  cimnm- 
etancee  so  grave,  when  a  responsibility 
90  tremendous  hud  been  undertaken  by 
one  individual  as  the  mouthpioce  of  (bo 
Cabinet,  be  thought  it  was  due  to  this 
country  and  to  India  that  the  reasons  of 
Che  Government  of  India  in  proposing-  to 
impose  this  duty,  tbe  reasons  for  Her 
Majeaty'fl  Government  deelining  to  assent 
to  that  proposal,  and  the  personal  reasons 
of  bis  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  nverrnliug  his  Council  should 
be  deliberately  expressed  and  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  thus  given  to  this 
country  and  to  India.  The  great  powers 
which  the  Coniititution  nndoubtedlygave 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  ought 
not  to  be  esercised  in  an  important 
matter  of  this  kind  without  publicity, 
and  be  thonght  of  all  the  manners  in 
which  publicity  could  lie  given  to  those 
reasons  tbe  worst  was  proliably  that 
wbieb  was  adopted  by  his  noble  Friend 
in  his  answer  to  tbe  deputation  from 
Lancashire,  who  were,  no  doubt,  inter- 
ested against  the  imposition  of  cotton 
duties.  That  fact  of  itself  had  created 
tbe  very  worst  feeling  in  India,  and 
luld  have  been  avoided  if  there  had 
1>een  a  deliberate  exprossion  of  opinion 
in  well-weighed  language  in  public  De- 
spatches. So  far  as  to  tbe  manner 
which      this      Dieasure      bad     been 


takcu  by  the  Government,  there  could 
be  no  reason  why,  as  fur  as  he 
understood  it,  tbe  whole  con  aspotid- 
ence  should  not  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  for  Inditt 
the  oilier  day,  iu  another  place,  was 
asked  whether  there  was  any  proposal 
now  before  the  Secretary  of  Stute  for 
India  in  Coimcil  dealing  with  this  quea- 
tioo.  He  answered  that  there  was  no 
proposal.  The  correspondence,  then, 
must  be  tinul  and  complete.  Tbe  Vice- 
roy, moreover,  in  his  speech  the  other 
day  in  the  Legislative  Council  of  India, 
said  publicly  that  tbe  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  would  be  seen  in  the 
papers  that  would  bo  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. He  should  like  to  know  whera 
those  Papers  were  'i  They,  doubtless, 
were  iu  the  cor respou deuce,  but  that  cor- 
respondence appeared  to  bo  in  tbe  archives 
of  the  India  Office.  This,  he  thougbl. 
became  of  greater  importance  because,  so 
far  as  he  understood  bis  noble  Friend's 
explanation,  be  gave  it  to  be  understood 
in  some  way  or  other  ibat  the  proposal 
to  impose  these  datiea  was  a  revival  of 
the  opposition  that  was  being  made  for 
many  years  for  these  duties  having  been 
taken  off.  If  his  noble  Friend  meant 
that  the  Government  of  India  were  in- 
fluenced by  any  such  considerations  as 
that  in  making  the  proposal,  it  wan  surely 
only  fair  that  the  statement  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  themselves  should  be 
presented  to  the  world  so  that  thej  could 
see  whether  there  was  any  foundatiou 
for  tbe  supposition. 
•The  Eahl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  1 
never  intended  for  a  moment  to  convey 
or  suggest  anything  that  could  imply  . 
that  the  Government  of  India  " 
that  view.  I  said  that  wa 
taken  generally,  but  not  by  the  Gov^ 
ment. 

Thb  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  t 
cepted  his  irofale  Friend's  explanation, 
and,  passing  from  that  particular  topic, 
expressed  very  great  regret  that  his  noble 
Friend  did  not  feel  himself  in  a  position 
to  indicate  more  clearly  what  the  policy 
of  tbe  Government  really  was.  He  ap- 
p«are<l  to  Ire  ready,  on  the  one  baud,  to  as- 
sume the  responsibility  of  overruling  tbe 
Government  of  India,  whilst  on  the  other 
hand  he  did  not  seem  to  be  ready  to  give 
the  Government  of  India  any  help  as  to 
what  the  solution  was  to  be  of  this  ques- 
tion.    His  noble  Friend  said  with  some 
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plausibility  that,  of  course,  it  was  rjuite 
impossible  for  him  to  give  »uj  indication 
of  his  views  in  this  matter,  beeauitc  the 
effect  might  be  to  deraugo  the  cotton 
trade  and  influence  the  e^tchanges,  and 
might  have  some  injurimis  effect  on  the 
Indiaa  finances.  His  noble  Friend  might 
be  reticent,  but  other  people  were  not. 
UnforlnnatBly,  the  trade  was  quite  ready 
which  way  the  wind  waa  likely  to 

>low,  nnd  to  act  iu  regard  to  their  own 
inlereHts  upon  their  view.  There  was 
no  Recret  in  India  about  it  ns  far 
AS  he  underHtood.  Only  yeaterduy  he 
gota  reoeut  copy  of  Tie  Bombay  Gazette, 
which  stated  that  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Westland,  the  Finance  Minister  of  the 
Viceroy,  was  to  go  to  Poonah  and  Bom- 
bay next  month  for  the  purpose  of  making 
bimself  familiar  with  mattera  a&ecting 
the  cottou  industry  would  bo  generally 
tsken  to  mean  that  the  re-imposition  of 
the  Cotton  DuiioB  bad  beeu  decided  upon. 
Then  followed  words  which  would  show 
hit  noble  Friend  he  neoil  not  be  so  appre- 
hensive that  he  would  do  any  harm  by 
giving  his  opinions  to  tlie  House.  The 
writer  stated  that  the  anticipiktion  of  some 
auch  step  had  nudonbtodly  led  to  large 
ilative  imports  of  Laucushire  cottons, 
a  beyond  the  actual  requirements  of  the 

Indianmnrket,  with  the  result  that  stocks 
unsaleable.  This  ntate  of  things 
'outd,  no  doubt,  lead  to  a  fall  in  prices 
id  discourage  imports  for  some  time  to 
Iu  face   of  that   how  could  his 

ioble  Friend  siippose  that  any  statement 
en  bis  part  could  do  auy  harm  to  the 
«Ottoa  trade  in  ludia  ?  He  thoughtgome 
more  explanation  would  not  do  any 
harm,  but  would  tend  to  steady  public 
foeliag.  The  evil  of  all  this  had  been 
thftt  great  excitement  had  arisen  in 
ladin.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Government  knew,  but  the  people 
ID  ludta  did  not  know  what  was  going 
to  happen  in  respect  to  this  matter.  The 
tnde  must  be  influenced  by  that,  and  he 
believed  the  sooner  the  Government  of 
India  and  of  this  country  could  make  up 
their  mind  on  this  important  question  the 
better  it  would  be  for  trade,  the  belter  it 
would  be  for  the  honour  and  interest  of 
the  English  Governmeut,  and  the  better 
it  would  be  for  alt  the  parties  concerned, 
both  in  India  and  in  England.  Ue  was 
<iuite  free  to  admit  that  the  remarks  made 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affaurs  as  regarded 


the  disadvantage  to  the  public  interest 
of  so  important  an  interest  as  the  cotton 
manufacture  of  Lancashire  being  in  col- 
lision with    the    whole  of   the   feeling, 
native  and  European,  official  and  UOQ- 
official   in  ludia,   was  a  matter  of  vary 
serious  concern.    He  greatly  regretted  to 
hear  what  his  noble  Frieud  said,  that  any, 
man  in  that  deputation  from  Laucaahi' 
should  have  said  if  this  duty  were 
posed,  for  whatever  reason,  there  woul 
not  be  a  man   in  Lancashire  who  would 
not  oppose  that  measure,  because  lie  had 
a  better  opinion  of  his  fellow-couutrymea 
in   Lancashire    than    to    believe    for   a 
momeut     that    if  the    necessity  should 
really  arise,  and  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
the  measures  taken  dealt  fairly  with  the 
Lancashire    mauafacturers,    the   feeling 
in  Lauoasbire  would  be  agniust  the  i 
imposition  of  the  Cotton  Duties.    He  w 
Cornell  the  words  iu  which  the  leader 
that    deputation      expressed     himself- 
oamely,  that  all  that  Lancashire  wanted 
was  fair-pUy  and  no  favour.     He  greatly 
regretted  that  his  noble  Friend  did  not 
think  it  his  duty,  after  full  cousideratiou 
of  this  question  with  the  Government  of 
India,  to  decide  it  before  the  Budget  of 
this  year.     It  appeared  from  thi 
siou    in   the    Legblatire    Council    that, 
much    correspondence    had    taken  plai 
upon     the     matter    betweeu     tl         " 
vernment     of    India     aud    the 
tary  of  State  in  Council.     There  coull 
therefore,    have    been    no    reason    wl 
the  whole  facts  of  this  case  should 
have   beeu    before  bis  nobis  Friend,  aud 
knowing,  as  he  did,  his  great  iudustry 
ability,  and   the  fairness  of  his  mind,  he 
felt  natisfied  that  haviug  these  matters 
all  before  him  he  could  have  been  of  the 
greatest  value  to  both  Government) 
bringing  about  a  settlement  of  this  qi 
tion.     His  noble  Friend  appeared  to  him 
to  attach  too  much  weight  lo  the  Resoli 
tion  passed  by  the  other  House  of  Pa 
liament  in  1879.     He  thought  his  nob 
Frieud  should  have  remembered  Ihatthi 
Resolution  was  passed  no  less    than  II 
years  ago,  and,  as  the  late  Viceroy  said 
his  speech,  in  different  circumstances  tft 
those  of  the  present  time.     It  was  passed 
after  a  controversy  which    lasted    some 
time,    and   which    ended,    to   his    great 
satisifactioo,  in  the  repeal  of  almost  nil  the 
Indian  Import  Duties  by  bis  distinguished 
relative   Lord  Cromer,  then  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring,   wko  woa  at  that  time  Finance 
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Minister.  No  one  who  eared  for  India 
or  this  country  could  have  failed  to  rejoice 
in  getting  rid  of  the  subject  of  dispute 
between  the  two  countries,  and  moreover 
no  one  with  any  knowledge  of  finance  or 
commerce  could  fail  to  rejoice  that  the 
Government  of  India  were  then  in  such 
circumstances  as  that  they  were  able  to 
remove  almost  all  the  Import  and  Export 
Duties,  and  give  to  the  world  an  example 
of  almost  perfect  free  trade,  such  as  he 
believed  no  country  in  the  world  except 
theirs  could  give.  The  advantage  of  the 
trade  of  India  was  very  great,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  Government  of  India 
had  been  obliged  to  re-impose  those 
duties.  The  reason  he  alluded  to  this 
Customs  Tariff  Reform  in  1882  was 
because  it  had  not  been  alluded  to  by  pre- 
vious speakers  and  it  had  a  great  l>eariug 
upon  this  question.  The  difference  of 
opinion  among  those  who  had  studied 
the  question  of  Cotton  Duties  before  that 
time  was  whether  the  Government  of 
India  were  right  in  supposing  that  the 
protective  effect  of  the  duty  of  3^  per 
cent,  upon  yarn  and  of  5  per  cent,  upon 
cotton  goods  was  great  or  small.  The 
Government  of  India  thought  that  the 
advantage  that  the  Indian  manufacturer 
had  in  having  cotton  supplied  at  his 
door,  with  cheap  labour  and  perhaps  some 
other  advantages,  would  enable  him  to 
hold  his  own  as  against  the  Lancashire 
manufacturers  in  respect  of  all  the  coarser 
description  of  cotton  goods.  On  the 
other  hand,  those  who  took  the  view  of 
the  Lancashire  manufacturers  in  those 
days  were  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
5  per  cent.  Import  Duty  bad  a  great  pre- 
judicial effect  on  the  importation  of 
Manchester  manufactures  into  India.  It 
was  impossible  at  the  time  to  prove  whe- 
ther the  Government  of  India  was  right 
or  the  Manchester  manufacturers  were 
right.  But  now  that  they  had  had  12 
years  of  Free  Trade— of  free  competition, 
he  should  say,  between  the  Indian  manu- 
facturers and  the  Lancashire  manufac- 
turers— they  could  judge  what  the  real 
condition  of  the  trade  was  much  better 
than  they  could  in  the  year  1879,  and  he 
thought  that  should  have  been  in  the 
mind  of  Lord  Kimberley  when  he  attached 
so  much  weight  to  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  of  1879.  The  result 
had  been  to  show  that  the  Government 
of  India  was  correct  in  their  supposition 
that  in  reality  the  effect  of  free  competi- 
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tion  was  to  give  the  whole  of  the  trade 
in  low  class  manufactares  and  low-claae 
yam  to  the  Indian  manufactures  mainly 
from  Bombay,  and  to  give  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  Lancashire  the  whole  of 
the  trade  in  the  finer  goods  manufaotured 
from  the  long  staple  eottons  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  manufactured  by 
processes  of  manufacture,  and  in  ciroum* 
stances  of  climate  with  which  India  oould 
not  compete.  That  had  been  the  result 
of  twelve  years  of  free  competition  be- 
tween Lancashire  and  Bombay  in  respect 
to  the  cotton  manufacture.  He  thought 
his  noble  Friend  should  have  borne  in 
mind  that  obvious  cu*cumstanoe  to  any 
one  who  had  paid  any  attention  to  the 
manufactures  of  the  two  countries,  and 
that  he  would  see  that  the  contention  of 
the  Government  of  India,  as  expressed 
by  the  Finance  Minister,  Mr.  Westland, 
was  the  contention  alluded  to  by  the  late 
Viceroy — namely,  that  although  the  duty 
now  imposed  might  to  a  certain  small  ex- 
tent be  protective,  it  would  make  no 
serious  difference  in  the  amount  of  the 
trade  of  the  two  countries.  The  coarser 
goods  would  still  be  made  almost  entirely 
in  India,  and  the  finer  goods  would  oome 
almost  entirely  from  Lancashire.  Mr. 
Westland  said  that  the  finer  goods  which 
Manchester  mainly  sent  out  to  India  were 
beyond  the  power,  at  present  at  least,  of 
the  Indian  manufacturer. 

"  India,  in  fact,  cannot  produce  the  cotton  re- 
quisite for  their  manufacture.  The  climate,  tea, 
I  understand,  is  in  some  cases  unsuitable  to  the 
processes  involved.  .  .  .  Manchester  and  Bom- 
bay overlap  to  a  certain  extent,  but  the  area 
which  Manchester  occupies,  and  must  oontinae 
to  occupy  without  competition,  is  Tery  wide  and 
comprenensive.'* 

He  knew  very  well  that  the  very  able 
gentleman,  Mr.  O'Qonor,  who  made 
annual  Reports  upon  the  Customs  trade 
of  India,  had  shown  there  was  a  develop- 
ment of  the  finer  manufactures  of  yam 
especially  iu  the  Bombay  mills,  that 
cotton  from  the  United  States  of  America 
and  from  Egypt,  of  a  long  staple  had  been 
imported  into  Bombay  to  be  spun  into 
yarn  at  the  Bombay  mills,  and  it  must  be 
admitted,  as  was  admitted  by  the  noble 
Marquess  who  opened  this  discussion,  that 
in  respect  to  a  certain  amount  of  the  trade 
there  might  be  a  protective  effect  in 
imposing  duties  upon  cotton  imports 
into  India.  That  being  admitted, 
let  them  see,  supposing  these  manufac- 
tures came  from  Germany  and  not  from 
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England,  whbt  the  revenue  necessities  of 
India  were  in  the  matter,  becaase  he  held 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  be  gnided  in  the  end  by  the  in- 
terests of  India,  even  if  he  had  to  do 
something  which  was  unpopular  in  this 
country.     But  looking  at  it  as  a  question 
merely  of  revenue,  he  thought  it  would 
be  disadvantageous  to  the  Indian  Revenue, 
and  therefore  to  the  Indian  taxpayer  and 
to  India  generally  that  by  the  imposition 
of  a  duty  upon  cotton  goods  into  India, 
the  Bombay  mills  should  be  induced  to 
produce  goods  of  the  same  quality  as 
those  which  came  from  abroad  into  India, 
because  thereby  the  Indian  Revenue  would 
lose  the  duty  upon  those  goods,  and  so 
far  there  would  be  a  loss  of  revenue. 
Moreover,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
considered  that  any  artificial  stimulus  to 
any  industry  was  ultimately  advantageous 
to  that  industry.     Something  might  be 
said  in  favour   of  imposing    protective 
duties  in  countries  where  a  manufacture 
was  just  beginning  ;    but  in  India  the 
Bombay    cotton    manufacture    did    not 
require  any  artificial  stimulus.     He  said, 
therefore,  that  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  see  how  far  such  a  duty 
Imposed  upon  the  imports  of  cotton  would 
really   be  protective.      His  impression, 
which  was  strengthened  by  the  experi- 
ence of  free  competition  between  the  two 
industries  in  the  last  12  years,  was  that 
as  respected  most  of  the  lower  grades  of 
goods  there  would  be  no  necessity  what- 
ever to  put  on  any  countervailing  duty  of 
any  kind,  and  it  would  be  only  necessary 
in  respect  of  some  particular  classes  of 
goods  in  which  the  two  industries  might, 
and  probably    would  overlap.     Having 
said  that  he  would   make  one  further 
remark  rather  of  a  technical  nature,  in 
consequence    of    something    which    fell 
from  Lord  Reay  in  his   answer  to  the 
noble  Marquess.   The  noble  Lord  alluded 
to  the  finer  class  of  yam  which  was  now 
being  spun  or  likely  to  be  spun  in  the 
Bombay  cotton  mills.     For  his  part,  be 
thought  the  policy  of  imposing  a  duty 
«pon  imported  yams  was  open  to  very 
considerable  doubt,  as  yams  represented 
no  more  than  one-tenth  part  of  the  value 
of  the  total  imports.    The  yam  imported 
into    India    was    a    semi-manufactured 
article  and  would  form  part  of  the  cotton 
nanufaetures    there,   being   worked    up 
either  in  the  mills  or  by  means  of  hand 
looms ;  and  he  thought  it  was  excessively 


doubtful  whether,  in  respect  to  yam,  it 
was  desirable  that  any  duty  should  be 
imposed  upon  imports.     He  thought  if 
that  view  should  commend  itself  to  the 
Groverament  of  India  it  would  relieve 
them  of  very  great  difficulty  in  regard  to 
arranging  and  finding  out  what  remedy 
should  be  applied   and   to   the  possible 
protective  effect  to  a  very  small  extent  of 
the  duty  upon  the  imports  of  cotton  into 
India.     He  thought,  then,  that  his  noble 
Friend  Lord  Kimberley  need  not  have 
attached  such  importance  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  of  the 
year  1879  as  he  had.    At  any  rate,  it  was 
in  the  noble  Lord^s  power  previous   to 
the  Budget  to  have  brought  the  matter 
before  either  House  of  Parliament,  to 
have  explained  his  views  and  have  got  a 
decision  of  either  House  of  Parliament 
upon  it.     Surely  so  important  a  subject 
as  this,  involving  the  present  and  future 
of  Indian  finance,  ought  to  be  postponed 
to  no  other  question,  however  important, 
and  even  the  Budget  of  this  year  might 
have  been  introduced  a  day  or  two  later 
in  order  to  have  given  an  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  this  question.     He  did 
not  know  whether  his  noble  Friend  the 
late  Viceroy  claimed  to  be  gifted  with 
prophetic  qualities,  but  in  a  speech  he 
made  just  before  he  left  India  he  made 
use  of  quite  prophetic  language.     At  a 
dinner  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
Calcutta  his  noble  Friend  made  a  speech 
in  which  he  referred  to  the  dangers  which 
there  were  in  India  ;  but  he  said  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  greatest  of  all  did  not  lie 
in  the  tendency  to  transfer  power  from 
the  Government  of  India  to  the  British 
Parliament.      Whilst  he  admitted   that 
the  Imperial   Parliament   must    be   the 
ultimate  source  and  depository  of  power 
in  an  extreme  case,  he  said  it  did  not 
follow  that  because  these  powers  were 
inherent  in  Parliament  they  should  be 
perpetually  exercised  by  it  and 


*Mt  ii  the  modem  tendency  to  exercise  those 
powers  oontinaally  and  at  the  instance  of  irre* 
sponsible  persons  which,  in  my  belief,  const!* 
tutes  a  grave  menace  to  the  safety  of  the  empire. 
The  policy  of  a  body,  which  is  admittedly  a 
bodv  of  eiperts  (the  Indian  QoTemment),  is 
liable  at  any  moment  to  be  thwarted  and  set 
aside  by  another  body  which  must,  in  the 
nature  of  things,  be  deficient  in  expert  know- 
ledge, and  wMch  in  recent  years  has  shown 
constantly  increasing  tendencies  to  be  swayed 
by  emotion  and  enthusiasm.  In  the  House  of 
Commons  an  erratic  Member,  in  a  thin  House, 
may  carry  a  Resolution  vitally   affecting  the 
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welfare  of  this  country  as  sammarily  and  as 
light-heartedly  as  if  the  proceedings  were  those 
of  the  debating  club  of  a  college  rather  than 
the  Senate  of  a  great  empire,  and  so  it  may 
come  to  pass  that  while  we  are  slowly  and 
laboriously  striying  to  obtain  an  equilibium 
between  income  and  expenditure  some  hap- 
hazard decision  of  our  masters  on  the  other  siae 
threatens  our  linancies  with  bankruptcy.  The 
whole  thing  is  done,  and  it  is  done  in  a  manner 
which  cannot  fail  to  impair  the  authority  of  the 
Government  which  can  carry  on  its  work  only 
if  its  authority  is  upheld." 

Those  weighty  words  appeared  to  him  to 
be  Id  the  nature  of  a  prophecy  of  what 
had  taken  place  now  when  they  heard 
the  Secretarj  of  State  for  India  had,  in 
dealing  with  a  question  of  this  magnitude, 
without  attempting  to  argue  the  matter  out 
or  bring  it  again  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  founded  the  whole  of  his  policy 
on  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
of  the  year  1 879.  He  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  any  further  except  to  say 
that  in  general  he  agreed  entirely  with 
the  views  taken  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
late  Viceroy,  who  had  not,  in  his  opinion, 
exaggerated  the  great  importance  of  the 
question  in  India.  Distinguished  mili- 
tary officers,  travelling  about  the  country 
and  becoming  acquainted  with  all  classes 
of  people  in  India,  had  perhaps  better 
opportunity  than  any  others  to  acquire 
an  accurate  knowledge  on  the  subject. 
He  was  therefore  glad  to  hear  his  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  Lord  Roberts,  with 
all  his  military  reputation  and  knowledge, 
declare,  in  almost  the  same  words  pre- 
viously employed  by  Lord  Lawrence  and 
Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  that,  although 
the  foundation  of  the  British  power  in 
India  was,  in  one  sense,  the  strength  of 
her  military  power,  yet^  in  another  and 
wider  and  nobler  sense,  the  real  power  of 
England  in  India  lay  in  this,  that  the 
natives  of  that  country  should  feel  that 
she  was  being  governed,  not  in  the  in- 
terests of  England,  but  of  India  ;  and 
that,  in  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  this  country  towards  our  groat  depen- 
dency, the  Government  should  be  guided 
only  by  the  interests  of  India  and  by 
sentiments  of  justice.  He  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  carefully  (*onsider  the 
questions  which  had  been  raised  and 
would  arrive  at  a  decision  upon  the 
lines  which  had  been  indicated  to  them  ; 
and  he  trusted  that  when  next  they  heard 
of  the  subject  of  this  controversy  it 
would  be  presented  to  Parliament  as  a 
matter  which  had  been  finally  settled. 

The  Earl  of  Northhrook 


Thb  lord  chancellor  (Loi4 
Herschbll)  :  There  are  only  two  or 
three  points  in  ther  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  to  which  I 
think  it  necessary  to  allude.  I  think  he 
scarcely  did  justice  to  the  statement  of 
my  noble  Frieud  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  in  saying  he  based 
his  action  wholly  upon  the  Resolution  of 
the  House  of  Commons  of  1879.  My 
noble  Friend  stated  that  that  was  one  of 
the  factors  which  had  to  be  taken 
into  account^  but  I  think  he  was  far  from 
stating  it  was  upon  that  alone  that  he 
rested  the  conclusion  at  which  he  arrived. 
My  Lords,  it  appears  to  nie  that  my 
noble  Frieud  a  little  overlooks  the  diffi* 
culty  iu  which  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
necessarily  placed  in  arriving  at  a  deter- 
mination bv  this  time.  It  is  not  until 
near  the  end  of  the  financial  year  tnat 
the  financial  position  is  known  to  be  esti* 
mated  by  the  Government  of  India. 
There  is,  therefore,  but  necessarily  a 
very  short  interval  for  any  decision  to  be 
arrived  at.  The  question  is  not  what 
might  have  been  done  if  there  hml  been 
time  for  mature  deliberation  and  inquiry^ 
but  rather  whether  the  course  which  my 
noble  Frieud  pursued  was  not  the  right 
one  under  the  inevitable  eircumstancea 
which  then  existed  ?  My  noble  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  himself  pointed 
out  that  to  impose  a  duty  which  is,  in 
fact,  protective,  is  iu  itself  necessarily 
mischievous  to  the  country  where  that 
duty  is  imposed.  Of  course,  one  result 
of  it  is  that  part  of  the  increased  price 
which  the  consumer  pays  goes  not  for 
the  good  of  the  country  and  to  iucrease 
its  Revenue,  but  into  the  pocket  of  the 
particular  munufacturing  or  trading  class. 
Everybody  must  admit  that  that  iu  itself 
is  a  disadvantage,  and  if  the  effect  of  im* 
posing  the  duty  be  to  stimulate  a  par- 
ticular trade  unnaturally  to  the  extent  to 
which  you  do  that  you  increase  the  dis- 
advantage by  diminishing  the  Revenue 
advantage  and  increasing  the  advantage 
to  the  individual  producer.  And  unless 
protection  of  that  sort  is  to  be  permanent 
there  is  no  more  cruel  kindness  you  can 
bestow  u|)on  the  manufacturers  them- 
selves than  to  give  them  such  pro- 
tection, because  if  you  have,  by 
means  of  the  protective  duty,  stimu- 
lated trade,  and  tliat  duty  l>e  removed, 
it  is  6bvious  that  you  have  done 
that  which  is  very  far  from,  on  the  whole. 
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being  beneficial  to  the  industry.  Now, 
mj  noble  Friend  has  pointed  out  that  so 
far  as  it  is  a  protection,  or  would  be  cal- 
culated to  become  protective  by  leading 
to  the  manufacture  in  India  of  goods  of 
a  fine  character  not  now  manufactured, 
but  which  might  then  be  manufactured 
and  become  competitive,  that  this  appre- 
hended evil  might  be  met  by  some 
countervailing  duty.  No  doubt  that  is  a 
very  grave  and  important  question.  My 
noble  Friend  will  see  at  once  that  the 
questions  how  far  it  would  be  prac- 
ticable, how  far  it  should  extend,  and 
how  it  should  be  imposed,  are  questions 
of  very  great  difficulty.  It  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  any  such  questions 
to  be  inquired  into.  If  the  duty  was  to 
be  imposed,  it  must  have  been  imposed 
absolutely  with  all  the  evils  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  alluded,  and  with  the 
impossibility  of  removing  these  evils  by 
any  of  the  expedients  he  ha^  suggested. 


should   be   certain   exemptions,   and    he 
indicated  yam  as  one  of  these  on  account 
of  its  being  used  in  India  in  manufactur- 
ing processes.     But  is  he  certain  that  no 
other  cotton  goods   imported  into  India 
are  used  in  manufacturing  processes,  aud, 
which,  for  the  same  reason,  ought  to  be 
exempted  ?      That,  again,  would  be  a 
matter  on  which  it  would  be  obviously 
necessary  to  make  inquiry,  and  the  truth 
is  that  if  I  wanted  reasons   for  showing 
how  impossible  it  was  to  take  any  other 
course  than  that  which  my  noble  Friend 
took    under    the   same  existing  circum- 
Btances  I  should  have  appealed  to  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just 
sat    down,  because    it    shows    the  diffi- 
culty    with     which     the      question     is 
surrounded  and  the  number  of  problems 
which  have  to  be  solved,  and  the  various 
considerations  which  have  to  be  discussed 
and   canvassed  before  you  come  to  any 
conclusion   on  the  subject.     All  that  is 
absolutely  impossible  between  the  time 
the  proposals  arc  made  aud  the  revenue 
received,  and  when  it  becomes  necessary 
to  make  a  decision.  That  is  the  explana- 
tion of    the  necessity  of  arriving,  as  I 
say,  at   a  decision  such  as  the  Govern- 
ment have  arrived  at  at  the  time,  but  not, 
AS  then  stated,  a  final  decision  applicable 
to  all  circumstances,  and  never  open  to 
review  and  reconsideration.      The  very 
contrary  was  stated  publicly  at  the  very 
time  the  decision  was  announced.     The 


noble  Earl  has  said  that  he  regretted  tha^ 
allusion  should  have  been  made  to  the 
statement  by  the  gentlemen  from  Lanca- 
shire who  attended  the  deputation  which 
waited  on  my  noble  Friend,  to  the  effect 
that  they  would  fight  as  one  man  in 
opposition  to  the  re-imposition  of  any 
such  duties,  and  he  said  he  had  confidence 
in  the  good  feeling  and  good  sense  of  the 
Lancashire  men,  that  if  they  saw  it  was 
necessary  and  right  in  the  interest  of 
India  they  would  not  let  their  own 
interests  stand  in  the  way  of  Indians  true 
interest.  I  entirely  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  in  thinking  that  would  be  the  view 
of  Lancashire,  and  I  would  remind  him 
that  what  my  noble  Friend  alluded  to  was 
the  statement  made  with  reference  to  the 
then  expected  deficiency  or  apprehended 
deficiency,  and  the  hope  then  expressed 
that  some  way  or  other  would  be  found 
to  meet  that  deficiency.  My  Lords,  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  believe,  with  my 


My  noble  Friend  suggested   that   there    noble  Friend,  that  if  there  was  an  emer- 


gency in  India  which  could  not  well  be 
met  in  the  interest  of  India  in  any  other 
way  than  by  dealing  in  some  manner  or 
other  with  the  duties,thatLancash  ire  would 
put  its  business  inconvenience  before  the 
real  interests  of  India  and  the  necessity 
of  meeting  any  great  emergency  arising 
there.  When  I  say  that,  I  lay  emphasis 
upon  the  interest  of  India,  because  that 
is  what  has  to  be  regarded,  not  the  iu- 
terest  of  any  section  of   India,  and  not 
the  interest  of  any  manufacturers  of  India. 
If  Lancashire   believed   that  was   what 
was  being  considered  I  think  they  would 
most  naturally  set  their  faces  against  the 
being   imposed   for   the   benefit   of    the 
manufacturers  of  India  protective  duties 
which     would     prejudically    affect    the 
manufacturers  of  Lancashire.     But,  my 
Lords,  if  once  they  are  satisfied  that  the 
interests  of  India  at   large   require  some 
reconsideration    and    re-arrangement    of 
these   duties  of  a    fair    and  reasonable 
character,  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
that  Lancashire,  no  more  than  any  other 
class  of  Englishmen,  would  not  ?et  their 
faces  against  a  change  which,  though  it 
might  chance  to  be  in  some  respects  pre- 
judicial to  themselves,  would  be  fair  and 
just  to  the  interests  of  India,  and    was 
demanded  by  the  righteous  consideration 
of  their  interests.     I  agree  with  what  has 
been  said,  that  in  circumstances  such  as 
those  to  which,  I  have  alluded   it  would 
not  be  right  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of 
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India  to  the  interests  of  atif  cIms  or 
section  of  this  oommuoitj.  Tbere  is 
entrusted  to  ub  a  high  misaioa  in  oar  Go- 
vernmeDt  of  India,  and  we  shonld,  it  seems 
to  mc,  fall  short  of  the  demanda  apon  ui 
ill  respect  to  that  mission  if  ire  were  to  do 
anything  which  was  against  the  interest 
of  that  coantry.  I  trust  that  in  our  deal- 
ings in  India  we  shall  show  that  this 
country  desires  to  pursue  do  selfish  policy, 
to  serve  DO  selfish  enda,  bat  to  govern 
India  in  the  highest  iu teres ts  of  the 
people  of  India  themselves,  particu- 
wrl/,  if  I  may  say  so,  bearing  in 
mind  the  interests  of  the  great 
inarticulate  masses  of  India,  and  to 
lay  before  itself  the  determination  tliat 
so  far  as  this  country  can  it  will  fulfil  the 
mission  entrusted  to  it,  and  seek  to  make 
the  people  of  India  see  that  this  country 
is  endeavouriDg  to  secure  their  content- 
meot  by  exhibiting  to  them  its  deterraina-- 
tion  to  do  them  justice. 

WOMEN'S  SUFFRAGE  BILL.— (No.  61.) 
SECOND    READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  DENMAN  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  He  observed  that 
it  seemed  almost  a  formality  to  make  the 
Motion,  but  some  women  bad  taken  the 
trouble  to  urge  him  to  proceed  with  it. 
He  did  not  see  any  great  advautage  in 
pressing  the  Bill,  but,  nevertheless,  be 
pleaded  with  their  Lordships  to  accord  a 
Second  Reading  to  the  Bill,  for  which 
many  women  would  be  grateful.  He  did 
not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  the  House 
of  Lords  was  against  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  had  beeu  for  10  years 
trying  to  obtain  that  stage,  and  hod  had 
many  instances  of  agreement  with  him 
on  many  points,  whilst  there  were  no 
points  of  difierence  which  could  not  be 
very  easily  adjusted  in  Committee.  He 
did  not  think  anyone  could  say  he  had 
been  hasty  In  this  matter.  He  had  tried 
for  many  Sessions  to  get  this  Bill  through 
the  Second  Reading  ;  he  had  on  many 
occasions  been  up  till  as  late  as  12  o'clock 
with  a  Tiew  to  secure  that  object,  and  bi 
trusted  their  Lordships  would  now  reward 
his  perseverance  by  agreeing  to  his  pre- 
sent Motion.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 
Lord  HmeAell 


Moved,  "Tfaatthe  BUI  be  now  read  2>." 
-(The  Lord  Denman.) 


On  Question  i 
tive. 


resolved  in  the  nega- 


VALOATION  OF  LANDS  (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS     AMENDMENT     BILL.-(No.    1«3.) 

SECOICU  REA.D1NQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
iog,  read. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
rwEEDXOLTii)  moved  that  (he  Bill  be 
read  a  second  tine.  The  Bill,  he  ex- 
plained, was  a  very  simple  one  designed 
to  remove  an  inconvenience  felt  by  the 
County  (^Qucils  of  Scotland  by  the  late 
date  at  whioh  the  assessors  made  up  the 
Roll  and  theComity  Valuation  Boll.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill  to  make  the  date  the 
ISthofMarchinsteailofthe  15th  of  August, 
and  by  the  alteration  proposed  the  County 
Councils  would  be  able  to  have  the  Roll 
before  them  at  a  convenient  time  to 
settle  their  assessments  for  the  October 
meetings. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  uow  read  2'.'* 
—{The  Lord  Twtedmouth.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
0RDBB8  (No.  lo)  BILL.-  (No.  126.)      _1_ 
Reported,    without   Ameadment,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 
Leave  given  to  the  Joint  Committee 
to  report  from  time  to  time :  First 
Report  made  ;  and  to  be  printed.  (SCo. 
170.) 

COPYHOLD  (CONSOLIDATION)   BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.  2.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills,  with  Amendments,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next ;  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.    (No,  171.) 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  17)  BILL.— (No   123.) 

AmeadmeQts  reported  (aceordiag  to 
Order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on 
Monday  next. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3^^  on  Mon- 
day next. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  161.) 

Read  3^^  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

ZANZIBAR  INDEMNITY  BILL.— (No.  808.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  amendment: 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

PEEBLES   FOOT  PAVEMENTS   PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  BILL. 

Read  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.     (No.  172.) 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Seren  o*clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  o  clock. 


flOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  20th  July  1894. 


PRIVATE     BUSINESS, 


GREAT    WESTERN    AND   MIDLAND 
RAILWAY      COMPANIES     BILL    \_L0rd9l 

(hjf  Order), 

SECOND   READINQ^ 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 


Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed, 
^'Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  in  moving  the  rejection  of 
this  Bill,  It  concerned  his  constitoency 
almost  exclusively,  the  whole  of  the 
Severn  and  Wye  line  (which  the  great 
companies  were  purchasing)  being  within 
the  borders  of  that  constituency,  except 
part  of  the  Severn  Bridge  and  a  little 
bit  of  junction  with  the  Midland  near 
Berkeley  Castle.  It  was  rumoured  that 
the  traders  of  the  district  had  come  to 
terms  with  the  companies,  but,  although 
a  majority  of  a  so-called  committee  of 
traders  had  proposed  to  do  so,  those 
gentlemeu  were  the  proprietors  of  the 
larger  collieries,  who  had  arranged  clauses 
through  Mr.  Cripps  which  met  their 
views,  but  did  not  meet  the  grievance  of 
the  traders  generally.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  interest  of  his  constituents 
was  opposed  to  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form,  and  that  they  had  far  better  reject 
it  than  run  the  smallest  risk  of  its  passing 
without  the  provisions  for  the  protection 
of  the  district  which  the  Board  of  Trade 
favoured,  and  which  the  House  of  Lords 
had  not  inserted. 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal 
Assent  to, — 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Act,  1894. 

Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892, 
Amendment  Act,  1894. 

Merchandise  Marks  (Prosecutions)  Act, 
1894. 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Amendment  Act, 
1894. 

Injured  Animals  Act,  1894. 

Commissioners  of  Works  Act,  1894. 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies) 
Act,  1894. 

Wild  Birds*  Protection  Act,  1894. 

Sea  Fisheries  (Shell  Fish)  Regulation 
Act,  1894. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children 
(Amendment)  Act,  1894. 
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Notice  of  Accidents  Act,  1894, 


Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  I) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  5) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Governmeut  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  13) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  1 4) 
Act,  1894. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  2)  Act,  1894. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  3)  Act,  1894. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Order  Coufirmatiou 
(No.  4)  Act,  1894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Coufirmatiou 
(No.  3)  Act,  1 894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Coufirmatiou 
(No.  4)  Act,  1894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  5)  Act,  1894. 

Gas  Orders  Coufirmatiou  Act,  1894. 

Gas  Orders  Coufirmatiou  (No.  2)  Act, 
1894. 

Water  Orders  Coufirmatiou  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisioual 
Orders  Coufirmatiou  (No.  7)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Governmeut  Board's  Provisioual 
Orders  Coufirmatiou  (No.  9)  Act,  1894, 

Local  Governmeut  Board's  Provisioual 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  10)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Goverumeut  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Coufirmatiou  (No.  11)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Goverumeut  Board's  Provisioual 
Orders  Coufirmatiou  (No.  12)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Goverumeut  Board's  Provisioiml 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  13)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Goverumeut  Board's  Provisioual 
Orders  CouHrmatiou  (No.  16)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Goverumeut  Board's  Provisioual 
Orders  Coufirmatiou  (No.  19)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Goverumeut  Board's  Provisional 
Order  Coufirmatiou  (Poor  Law)  Act, 
1894. 


GREAT    WESTERN  AND     MIDLAND 
RAILWAY     COMPANIES     BILL    [Zw-rf*] 

(hy  Order). 

Question  again  proposed,  *^That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  secobd  time.** 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  reBuming, 
said  :  The  traders  had  spent  a 
great  deal  of  monej  in  the  Loids  with- 
out tangible  improvement,  and  without 
obtaining  those  terms  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  thought  they  should  obtain. 
He  feared  that,  the  great  collieries  having 
made  their  own  terms,  there  would  now 
be  much  risk  in  going  to  a  Committee, 
in  which  the  interests  of  the  smaller 
men  aud  of  the  inhabitants  generally 
would  probably  be  sacrificed.  The  Boaid 
of  Trade  reported  in  favour  of  the  adop- 
tion for  the  lociil  traffic  of  the  Midland 
maximum  scale.  The  Lonls  inserted  only 
the  actual  rates  iu  operation  at  the  date 
of  the  passing  of  the  Act.  But  those  rates 
were,  as  the  Board  of  Trade  had  shown^ 
extraordinarily  high  rates,  which  were 
specially  grauted  to  this  little  local  com- 
pany on  account  of  the  curious  shortness 
of  its  ^^  lead.''  The  whole  line  was  on 
so  microscopic  a  scale  that  special  rates 
were  conceded  to  it^  by  consent  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  originally,  which  would 
never  have  been  granted  to  a  greater 
line.  Now  that  that  Hue  was  passing  to 
two  great  companies,  they  had  to  con- 
sider what  was  their  character  for  libe- 
rality ;  aud  he  had  to  say  that  if  the 
purchase  were  by  the  Midland  he  should 
be  couteut  to  trust  that  compauy,  but  the 
Great  Westeru  bad  not  met  the  traders 
iu  such  a  mauuer  as  to  make  him  inclined 
to  trust  himself  to  their  mercy.  The 
companies  said  that  tlicy  had  bought  the 
Hue  ou  the  uudcrstaudiug  that  they 
should  have  the  present  rates,  aud  they 
had  ofiered  to  improve  those  rates  in  the 
course  of  time  if  the  traffic  increased, 
aud  they  said  that  if  this  ofier  were  not 
adopted  they  should  drop  the  Bill.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  ruu  the  risk  of  the 
dropping  of  the  Bill,  in  which,  however, 
he  did  not  believe,  as  the  companies  had 
strong  reasons  for  desiring  to  keep  com- 
petitors out  of  this  district ;  aud  he  felt 
certain  that  (while  the  local  line,  so  far 
as  it  lived,  must  live  ou  the  district 
itself)  the  great  companies,  which  were 
wholly  independent  of  that  district,  aud 
to  which  it  would  be  but  a  small  item, 
could   not   be   trusted    without    Parlia- 
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mentary  control  to  thoroughlj  meet  its 
needs.  A  great  deal  of  favour  to  the 
Bill  came  from  those  who  were  share- 
holders in  the  present  line,  as  the  com- 
panies had  made  a  purchase  which  had 
conferred  a  value  opon  the  ordinary 
shares,  which  previously  had  none,  and 
had  raised  the  value  of  the  Preference 
Shares.  But  this  was  no  reason  why  the 
district  should  continue  to  he  handicapped 
by  rates  which  would  not  be  tolerated  in 
the  event  of  anew  line  being  applied  for  by 
the  larger  companies,  and  he  must  press, 
as  his  minimum,  for  the  principle  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Report — namely,  the 
Midland  maximum  scale. 

•Sib  a,  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
seconded  the  Motion.  One  strong  ob- 
jection to  this  Bill  was,  he  said,  its  ten- 
dency to  put  the  Forest  of  Dean  in  what 
he  might  call  a  railway  ring  fence.  He 
was  not  fully  acquainted  with  all  the  local 
circumstances,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
such  a  proceeding  ought  to  be  tolerated 
for  one  moment  except  for  the  gravest 
reasons  and  under  the  most  adequate 
safeguards.  This  was  especially  so  in  the 
present  absence  of  a  general  law  to  pre- 
vent undue  preference  being  given  to  one 
district  over  another.  A  company  ought 
not  to  he  permitted  to  abstract  trade  for 
its  own  benefit  from  a  district  to  which  it 
properly  belonged.  The  only  practical 
check  against  action  of  that  sort  on  the 
part  of  a  railway  company  had  been  found 
to  be  in  competition.  Yet  the  effect  of 
this  Bill  would  be  to  prevent  competition, 
and  to  place  the  district  in  the  hands  of 
at  least  one  railway  company  which 
bad  interests  conflicting  with  those  of 
the  district.  In  the  absence  of  a  general 
law,  there  was  only  this  course  open  to 
them  in  order  to  resist  the  Great  Wes- 
tern Company,  which  had  sinned  against 
the  interests  of  all  concerned.  The  ten- 
dency in  most  companies  was  to  reduce 
rates  in  order  to  attract  traffic,  but  here 
powers  were  sough c  under  an  antiquated 
Act  to  impose  heavy  rates  on  the  local 
traffic.  This  Bill  would,  if  it  passed, 
put  the  small  traders  in  the  district  into 
the  power  of  the  combination,  and  under 
the  circumstances  he  objected  to  the  Bill 
going  further.  Not  only  were  the 
powers  he  had  alluded  to  objectionable, 
but  other  parts  of  the  Bill  seemed  to 
him  to  be  quite  at  variance  with  modem 
railway  legislation.  For  instance,  no 
power  was  given  to  compel  the  company  I 


to  grant  through  rates  from  their  own 
systems  to  stations  on  the  combined 
line.  Surely  in-  these  days  of  bu8i«> 
ness  organisation,  when  through  rates 
were  so  necessary  to  the  success  of  a 
trader,  some  provision  of  this  character 
ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  BiU.  He 
understood  that  negotiations  had  taken 
place  on  the  subject,  and  l^e  thought  this 
was  a  matter  on  which  they  were 
entitled  to  have  further  information.  No 
doubt  he  would  be  told  that  matters  such 
as  these  could  best  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee, and  he  admitted  that  under 
general  circumstances  such  would  be  the 
case  ;  but  in  this  case  the  very  basis  of 
the  Bill  was  an  attempt  to  legitimise 
combination,  and  to  place  in  the  hands  of 
that  combination  a  large  district  inhabited 
by  small  traders,  while  no  power  was 
taken  to  impose  on  the  company  the 
ordinary  requirements  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  trader.  In  the  absence 
of  such  provisions  he  could  not  assent  to 
a  Bill  so  utterly  at  variance  with  modern 
railway  policy. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon 
this  day  three  months.^* — (<S7r  C,  W. 
Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  J.  DORINGTON    (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury)  said,  he  ventured  to  inter- 
vene in  the  Debate,  not  on  behalf  of  the 
Great   Western,  or  Midland,  or  Severn 
Railway  Company,  but  as  representing 
the  County  Council  of  (Tloucestershire, 
and    in    that  capacity  he  did  express  a 
sincere    hope    that    the   Bill   might   be 
allowed   to   go    before   the   Committee. 
Theqnestion  from  a  railway  point  of  view 
hot!   been  very  fully  dealt;p&tf^.jiy  the 
right  hou.  Baronet  the  Mmber  for  /^^^® 
Forest  of  Dean,  and  Wwould  only  t^^ 
that  the  body  which<vas  bound  to  f^k® 
action    in   the   iut^sts  of   the   li^tnqt 
most  concerned-Ve.^  the  County  (V""^^^ 
of  Gloucestershi/el-had  petitioned  when 
the  Bill  was  bjjfore  the  Lords,  and  as  they 
had  not  goti^j  they  desired,  they   had 
again  petit/^„ed  in  this  House.      They 
would  do^i  they  could  to  get  Midland 
rates  foB^^^i  traffic,  but  he  must  remin^ 
his  ri  '  -  -      .  -!-^  *u«*  ♦  ft 
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t  hon.  Friend  opposite  that  the 
a  very  poor  one,  and  not  likely 
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to  be  a  competing  one.  On  those  grounds 
he  thonght  that  -.they  ought  to  send  the 
Bill  to  a  Committee,  in  order  that  the 
matter  might  be  fullj  considered.  On 
the  general  question,  he  considered  that 
the  House  of  Commons  would  be  usurp- 
ing the  functions  of  a  Committee  were 
they  to  settle  so  complicated  a  matter  off- 
hand, and  he  ventured,  therefore,  to  ask 
the  House  to  agree  to  his  proposal. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol,  W.) 
said,  he  thought  he  might  claim  to  be 
taking  an  impartial  view  of  the  question, 
for  he  had  no  interest  whatcTcr  in  either 
of  the  companies  affected  by  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  desired  that  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  should  be  negatived,  provided 
that  he  saw  a  reasonable  prospect  of  the 
question  of  rates  being  carefully  con- 
sidered in  Committee  at  a  later  stage, 
and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  He  believed  that  the  district 
would  bo  better  served  by  the  joint 
railways  than  it  had  been  by  the 
small  company,  which,  as  had  been 
pointed  out,  had  not  sufficient  capital  to 
make  necessary  improvements.  He 
thought  Parliament  in  past  years  had 
been  far  too  neglectful  as  to  the  rates  it 
allowed  to  be  charged  when  it  sanctioned 
amalgamations  of  this  kind,  and  he  had 
always  thought  that  there  should  be  some 
department  or  official  specially  charged 
to  watch  these  amalgamation  Bills.  He 
saw  no  reason  why  the  company  should 
not  be  allowed  to  charge  a  somewhat 
higher  rate  over  that  portion  of  the  line 
joining  the  Severn  Bridge.  If  the  matter 
was  considered  in  Committee,  he  trusted 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  see  that 
the  interests  of  the  public  were  repre- 
sented, by  the  recommendations  to  rates 
which  were  made  in  the  Board  of  Trade 

b^f^'atL;  tfc«  Bill  If  ing  properly  brought 
^t»i        IT  r.  "nmittee,  either  by  an  offi- 
cial srs  the  Boam  •«  u 
p    ,             ijoaru,  of^  ,f  necessary,  by  a 

tul%»\  1  ."«f®"t  or  by  counsel,  as 
tfte  h^  lers  of  the  disti-ict  were  very  likely 
not  in  a  position  for  uant  of  funds  to 
?^  ,^T  ?7n  case.  Hrg  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  If  the  right  h(^n.  Gentleman 

«vT*  u  """l  ^  """"^  tl^-is  that  the 
?^t.uA°'  ?»™n«t  would  .be  willing 
towithdrawhis  opposition  to  tft^e  Second 
»eMing  of  the  Bill.  * 

«.5'k  T*  pBI^^'SON  (GlouJi ester) 
«»id,  he,  too,  hoped  that  the  Bill  wouK'd  be 

Sir  J.  Dotington  \ 

1 
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allowed  to  go  to  a  Second  Beading,  so 
that  the  details  might  be  thoroughly  gone 
into  before  a  Committee.  When  it  was 
first  introduced  certain  members  of  his 
constituency  were  opposed  to  it.  Since 
then,  however,  several  concessions  had 
been  made  by  the  promoters,  and  he 
therefore  felt  fully  justified  in  supporting 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  president  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  that  while  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
force  in  the  arguments  that  had  been 
raised  against  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  he  considered  that  it  was  in  many 
respects  a  very  useful  measure,  and  one 
likely  to  l>e  of  benefit  to  the  districts, 
especially  as  the  company  that  now 
owned  the  line  was  admittedly  not  in  a 
financial  position  to  work  it  with  advan* 
tage.  It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  do 
more  than  refer  to  the  docks,  as  the  pro- 
posal was  merely  to  transfer  them  from 
one  company  to  another.  On  the  question 
of  rates  he  considered  that  the  Committee 
had  taken  a  rather  singular  course.  The 
company  was  allowed  to  charge  higher 
rates  owing  to  the  great  expenses  in- 
curred in  making  cerfain  portions  of  the 
line  in  connection  with  the  Severn  Bridge. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  opinion 
expressed  in  the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  correct,  and  that  the  con- 
sideration that  induced  Parliament  to 
allow  the  company  those  higher 
rates  should  cease  to  carry  the  same 
weight  under  the  altered  condition  of 
things.  Why  the  Committee  had  not 
thought  fit  to  act  upon  the  advice  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  he  could  not,  of  course, 
say.  He  agreed  with  the  remarks  that 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol,  that  it  would  be  advantageous  if 
an  official  were  sent  down  to  investigate 
matters  in  order  that  he  should  be  in  a 
position  to  give  evidence  before  the 
Board.  The  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Bristol  was  one 
which  should  undoubtedly  have  considera- 
tion, with  a  view  to  seeing  how  far  it 
might  be  properly  adopted.  As  he  had 
said  already,  he  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  reject  the  Bill  on  the  Second  Reading, 
and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  satisfied  with  the  discussion 
that  had  taken  place  and  would  withdraw 
his  Motion.  For  himself,  he  was  not 
bound  by  anything  that  had  been  said 
now,  and  any  further  action  on  the  part 
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of  the  Board  of  Trade  might  depend  upon 
the  form  the  Bill  took  when  it  left  the 
Committee. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
give  evidence  in  support  of  their  own 
Beport.  That  suggestion  became  really 
more  necessary  in  view  of  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which 
pointed  to  the  possibility  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  objecting  to  the  decision  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  would  see  how 
far  it  was  proper  to  go  into  the  matter. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division,  and 
he  thought  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  pre- 
sent President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
a  former  occupant  of  that  position,  that 
he  and  those  who  agreed  with  him  on 
this  matter  had  gained  something.  He 
also  understood  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  sav  that  he  reserved 
complete  freedom  of  action  as  to  the 
course  he  would  take  on  the  Report.  On 
that  understanding  he  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Q  U E  S  T  I  0  N  S. 


GERMAN  PRISON-MANUFACTURBD 

GOODS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  when  the  Report  from  Her 
Majestj^s  Embassy  in  Berlin,  called  for 
three  months  ago,  on  the  question  of 
goods  manufactured  in  German  prisons 
bj  prison  labour  at  nominal  wages  and 
exported  to  England  and  sold  in  compe- 
tition with  English  manufacturers,  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  Report  from  Her  Majestj^s 
Embassy  at  Berlin  has  been  received.  It 
will  be  laid  before  Parliament,  together 
with  other  Reports  upon  the  same  sub- 
ject, as  soon  as  they  have  all  been 
received. 


Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 

When  are  they  likely  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY :  I  cannot  teli ;  there 
will  be  no  unjustifiable  delay. 

THE    INCREASB    IN    HOME    PENSIONS. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  if  he  can  explain  the  meaning  of 
the  explanation  given  on  Page  3  of  the 
Return  of  the  Military  Expenditure  of 
the  Government  of  India  in  India  and 
England  from  1875  to  1892-3  ;  the  item 
referred  to  is  the  increase  of  £929,822  in 
Home  pensions,  which  is  stated  to  be 
mainly  due  to  the  growth  of  the  Colonels* 
allowances,  derived  from  a  much  larger 
number  of  officers  than  that  now 
existing  ;  and,  if  the  number  of  officers 
was  at  one  time  larger  than  that  now 
existing,  how  the  amount  has  been  in- 
creased instead  of  diminished  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler, 
Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  As  each  officer 
successively  becomes  entitled  by  length 
of  service  to  ColonePs  allowances  the 
Home  pensions  are  to  that  extent  in- 
creased ;  and  the  number  of  those  who 
are  uow  becoming  entitled  to  such  allow- 
ances depends  upon  the  number  of 
officers  who  were  upon  the  establishment 
many  years  ago.  The  number  of  officers 
uow  upon  the  Effective  List  is  less  than 
half  that  of  officers  in  the  Indian  Army 
in  1857. 

EVICTIONS    IN    COUNTY    WESTMEATH^ 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  Mrs.  Roch- 
ford-Boyd,  of  Middleton  Park,  County 
Westmeath,  has  evicted  a  number  of 
tenants  from  her  estates  in  that  county 
during  the  past  seven  years,  and  that  she 
has  lately  put  in  possession  of  the  evicted 
farms  as  bona  fide  tenants  her  game- 
keeper, her  butcher,  her  coachman,  and 
other  retainers  of  her  household  ;  and 
whether,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  those  tenants  will 
be  entitled  to  compensation  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
constabulary  that  there  is  no  foundatioa 
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for  the  allegations  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  this  question. 

THE  SHIPMENT  OF  DYNAMITE. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretarj  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  the  Admiralty  as  the 
Harbour  Authority  for  Plymouth  is  aware 
that  German  steamers  calling  at  Ply- 
mouth are  allowed  to  ship  dynamite  in  the 
harbour ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Ad- 
miralty will  consider  the  expediency  for 
the  safety  of  the  port  and  shipping  in  the 
harbour  of  having  all  shipments  of 
dynamite  or  other  explosives  made  out- 
side the  breakwater  or  other  suitable 
place,  subject  to  the  like  conditions  as  are 
imposed  in  the  Thames  and  other  ports  in 
United  Kingdom  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  German  ships 
do  not  ship  dynamite  in  Plymouth  Har- 
bour. A  place  is  assigned  in  the  Sound 
for  that  purpose,  and  the  Queen^s 
Harbourmaster  sees  that  the  bye-laws 
made  under  the  Explosive  Act  are  carried 
out.  There  is  no  reason,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  for  altering 
the  present  arrangements. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  will  ask  is  it  not 
the  fact  that  a  German  steamer  shipped 
dynamite  at  Plymouth  for  Calcutta  on 
the  18th  June,  and  whether  a  second 
German  steamer  did  not  ship  dynamite 
at  Plymouth  for  Algoa  Bay  on  the  29th 
"•^^  June,  the  consignment  consisting  of 
^kyi^^l^  cases  of  dynamite,  equivalent  to 
about  70  tons  weight  ?  I  would  ask  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  whether  that  did 
not  take  place  in  Plymouth  Harbour  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
No,  Sir  ;  not  in  the  harbour.  I  have  got 
no  information  about  the  two  ships,  but 
any  consignment  of  dynamite  is  con- 
ducted in  a  part  of  the  Sound  specially 
set  apart  for  that  purpose. 

THE  "COSTARICA  PACKET." 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  now  in 
a  position  to  state  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to 
the  suggestion  of  arbitration  in  the  case 
of  the  Costa  Rica  Packet  that  has 
been  submitted  by  the  Netherlands 
Government  ? 

j¥ir,  J,  Morhy 


Sir  E.  grey  :  The  matter  will  have 
to  be  considered  in  consultation  with  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  I  cannot 
make  any  further  statement. 

PICTORIAL  ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mk.  FARQyHARSQN  (Dorset,  W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  imported  pictorial  ad- 
vertisements are  subject  to  the  Mer* 
chandise  Marks  Act ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  at  a  cost  of  £7,000|  the  posters 
advertising  Constantinople  at  Olympia 
were  brought  from  the  United  States,  and 
each  bear  in  large  letters  their  marks  of 
origin  as  having  been  lithographed  at 
Cleveland,  U.S.A. ;  and  whether,  for  the 
information  of  printers  and  lithographers 
in  this  country,  he  will  cause  a  separate 
record  to  be  kept  of  such  imports  in 
future  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  All  goods  are  subject 
to  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  which, 
however,  applies  only  where  misleading 
marks  are  in  question.  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  placarda 
and  advertisements  relating  to  the  exhi- 
bition at  Olympia  are  imported  ;  but  if 
the  facts  be  as  stated  in  the  question  they 
go  to  show  that  there  has  been  in  the 
present  case  no  infringement  of  that  Act. 
The  article  referred  to  does  not  seem,  at 
present,  to  be  of  sufficient  importance  to 
require  a  separate  record ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  can  supply  me  with  any  infor^ 
mation  tending  to  show  that  it  is  of  such 
importance,  the  matter  will  be  considered 
in  the  autumn  by  the  Committee  which 
annually  revises  the  list  of  articles  so 
recorded. 

BOVINE  TUBERCULOSIS. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen)  (for  Mr. 
Field)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
is  aware  that  considerable  and  wide* 
spread  dissatisfaction  exists  on  account 
of  the  delay  experienced  in  receiving  the 
Report  of  the  Bovine  Tuberculosis  Com- 
mission ;  and  whether  he  has  obtained 
any  further  information  as  to  the  probable 
date  of  its  publication  after  so  many  in- 
quiries ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefeyre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Commissioners, 
and   am    informed   that   they   are   fully 
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iware  of  tbe  dosiraliility  of  reporting  as 
early  B.a  possible  thnt  uo  pains  are  being 
spared  to  eoiiiplete  the  work,  and  that 
tUe  Report  will  shortly  be  issued, 

Sm  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcudbright): 
Is  there  any  hope  of  tbe  Report  being 
ffiveu  to  the  House  before  the  close  of 
me  Session  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRK 
from    the    replii 
iouers  supply  to  me,    I 
jommiinieatious   to  ther 
I  reBult. 

Mr,  CHAPLIN  (Liui^olnHhire,  Slea- 

Lford)  :  Will  he  repeat  those  comtnunica- 

nd  put  pressure  on    the    Commis- 

Bonera  to  let  us  have  this   Report  ?     At 

pe  CODimencement  of  the  Session  he  told 

B  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  lay  it  upon  the 

>ble  very  shortly.     Ilis  "     "' 

Bid  of  tbe  Session,  and  v.( 

i   positioD.     ' 

jotng  on  for  three  yearR. 

f  Mr,    SHAW-LEFEVRE  :     I     .juite 

vith  the  right  hou.  Geutlemau.     I 

HTe  already    put  whatever  pressure    I 

tnld  upon  the  Comuissiouers. 

INDIAN  JUDICIAL  APPOINTMENT. 
'  Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (BHnff- 
re)  :  I  beg  to  auk  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Imlia  will  he  explain  why, 
although  Mr.  N.  Subramaniem,  Barrister- 
■^^Kt-Law  and  Judge  of  tbe  Small  Cuiise 
^^BGmirt  at  Madras,  lias  acted  as  Chief 
^^^■odge  of  that  Court  for  tbe  last.  13 
^^^boDths,  aud  during  that  period  has  given 
^^^Mmplete  satisfaction  to  the  Government 
^^^Bsid  to  tile  pnhlic,  on  the  {termanent  ap- 
^^^■oEntmeut  becoming  vacant,  he  has  now 


V  uenrly  th 
re  precisely 
B    has    been 
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be  the  Cbief  Judge;  whether  the  Law 
that  the  Chief  Judge  should  be 
•  Earopeao  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  tbe 
"~  irotary  of  Sinte  will  state  the  grounds 
which  Mr,  Subramaniem  has  been 
iperseded  ;  and  whether  the  Secretary 
'  State  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  opiniouB  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Madras  High  Court  and  the  Correspond- 
enoe  between  the  Madras  Government 
and  tbe  Government  of  India  regarding 
this  ap[ioiutmeut  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  tem- 
porary discharge  of  the  duties  of  a 
judioial  post,  even  though  they  may  be 
performed  iu  a  perfectly  satisfactory 
manner,  does  not  either  in  Great  Britain 


any  claim  to  suctieed  to  the 
poet  on  the  occarrenoe  of  a  vacancy.  Tbe 
appointment  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  rests  exclusively  with  tbe  Govern- 
ment of  Madras,  and  lam  informed  that 
after  the  most  careful  inquiry  tbey  were 
of  opinion  that  Mr.  Micholl  was  the 
titlest  person  avuilable  for  the  post.  I 
do  not  propose  to  lay  on  the  Table  auy 
Papers  ou  the  subject. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  :  I  should 
like  to  usk  the  right  bon.  GeDllemau 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  tbe  only 
objection  to  Mr.  Subramaniem  was  that 
be  was  not  a  European  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEK  :  That  is  uot 
so.  It  was  not  a  question  of  objection 
but  of  selection,  I  have  seen  sufficient 
of  tbe  oorrespondeuce  to  show  me  that  the 
Mailraa  Government  took  great  pains  in 
the  matter,  and  tbe  decision  they  arrived 
at  is  a  decision  which  entirely  meets  the 
justice  of  the  case. 

KENSINOTON    LOCAL     EXAMINAllONS. 

Mr.  diamond  (Monaghan,  N.)  :  I 
Ijeg  to  ask  (he  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  has  any  official  knowledge  of 
Kensington  local  examinations  held 
under  the  auspices  of  a  body  styllug  itself 
tbe  Society  of  Science,  Letters,  and  Art 
of  London,  with  an  address  in  Holland 
Rood,  Kensington,  and  which  awards 
certificates,  medals,  honours,  &c.  ;  whe* 
ther  these  examinations  have  any  con- 
nection with  ony  Government  depart- 
ment, aud  whether  the  certificates  are  of^ 
nny  value  iu  any  Government  exaajnH'^ 
tion  ;  and  whether  he  can  take  steps  to 
put  a  Btop  to  proceedings  which  appear 
to  be  a  colourable  aud  misleading  imita- 
tion of  certain  examinations  conducted 
by  authority  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  ok  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclasd,  York, 
W.R„  Rotherbam)  :  1  am  informed 
that  there  is  a  body  calling  itself 
the  Society  of  Science,  Letters,  and 
Art  of  Loudon,  which,  in  its  prospectus, 
states  that  it  holds  what  are  called  the 
Kensington  local  examinations,  and  also 
awards  medals,  &o.  The  society  has  no 
connection  with  the  Science  and  Art 
Departmcut,  South  Kensington,  and  none 
of  its  cercitioates  are  recognised  by  ibc 
Government.  I  will  further  look  into 
this  matter,  but  in  auy  case  it  is  very 
desirable  that  the  difference  botweeu  the 


I 


{COMMONS} 


TreatiM. 


sea 


work  of  th«  SoMuoe  ftod  Art  Deport- 
ment  and  that  of  this  bociMj'  ehould  be 
knowD  bj  the  publie, 

PLOATIITO  DBBBLICTS. 
Mb.  MACDON  a  (Southwark,  Rotber- 
bitbe) ;  I  begtoaakthe  Fresident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that 
on  the  17th  instant  the  eteamahip  La 
Plata  reported  upon  her  arrival  at  Liver- 
pool that  OD  the  12th  instaat,  41-35  N. 
— 10'20  W,,  she  passed  a  partially-sab- 
merged  vessel  about  100  feet  long,  witJi 
heavy  bilge  frames,  about  eight  feet  out 
of  water,  evideatly  a  loug  time  in  the 
water,  and  most  dangerous  to  navigation  ; 
and  will  ho  notify  the  existence  of  this 
dangerous  floating  derelict  to  the  masters 
of  onr  marine  about  to  leave  our  ports  ? 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  am  aware  that  the 
La  Flala  reported  on  her  arrival  at 
Liverpool  on  the  17tb  instant  that  she 
had  passed  a  partially-eubmergeil  derelict. 
The  report  was  published  hj  Lloyd's  in 
The  Shipping  and  Mercantile  Gazette 
and  J-loffd'*  Li$t  of  the  following  day, 
the  Itltb  instant,  for  the  general  informa- 
tion of  mariners.  The  position  of  the 
derelict  on  the  12th  instant  was  reported 
to  be  about  20  miles  off  the  coast  of 
Portugal,  and  I  am  advised  that,  in  the 
absence  of  further  information,  it  would 
be  useless  and  even  misleading  to  follow 
the  practice  adopted  in  all  suitable  cases, 
aud  to  publish  its  position  on  that  day 
in  the  monthly  summary  of  notices  to 
mariners  issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
early  in  August,  as  this  derelict  will  pro- 
bably, ill  the  three  weeks  which  will  then 
have  intervened,  either  have  drifted  on 
shore  or  be  well  out  of  the  stream  of 
traffic. 

Mr.  MACDONA  :  I  would  ask  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  if  it  would  not  be 
of  the  greatest  importance  that  informa- 
tion should  be  conveyed  direct  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  the  shipmasters  ? 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  In  this  particular  case 
it  would  appear  that  everything  possible 
to  be  done  was  done,  because  the  La 
Plata  made  u  report  st  Liverpool  on  the 
I7th,aDJou  the  18th  the  report  appeared 
io  The  Shipping  and  Mercantile  Gazette. 
As  far  as  this  instance  goes,  the  report 
could  not  have  been  published  more  ex- 
peditiously  than  it  was. 
Mr.  Aeland 


AFFAIRS    IN    SIAH. 

Sir  a.  R  0  L  L  I  T  (Kensington, 
8. ):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  Am-  Foreign  Affairs  what  is  (he 
present  condition  of  afhirs  in  Slam  ;  and 
is  it  eonsistent  with  present  and  pro- 
spective British  commercial  and  other 
interests  P 

8iB  £.  GREY  :  It  is  not  possible  to 
give  even  a  bird's-eye  view  of  the  general 
condition  of  a  country  within  the  limits 
of  an  answer  to  a  question.  The  history 
of  what  occurred  in  Siam  last  year  is 
well  knowu,  and  there  has  been  no 
material  change  since  then.  It  is,  of 
course,  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  guard  against  any  pro- 
ceedings which  would  be  inconsistent 
with  the  British  interests  described. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Baronet  whether  an  opportunity 
will  be  given  to  the  House  to  discuss  the 
affairs  in  Siam  after  the  Papers  which 
have  been  promised  on  the  subject  have 
been  presented  to  Parliament  P 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  I  hope  they  will  be  pre- 
sented before  the  Estimates  are  reached. 

COMMERCIAL     TEEATIBB. 

Sib  a.  R  O  L  L  1  T  :  I  b^  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  A^irs  by  what  means,  if  any, 
and  under  what  conditions,  as  to  notice 
and  otherwise,  can  the  Commercial 
Treaties  with  Belgium  and  the  Germao 
Empire,  which  are  said  to  prevent  dif- 
ferential fiscal  treatment  of  the  Colonies, 
be  denounced  ;  and  is  such  the  effect  of 
the  Treaties  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Both  those  Treaties 
can  he  terminated  by  either  party  on 
giving  12  mouths'  notice.  It  is  not 
possible  to  give  a  general  answer  to  the 
question  how  far  tbey  prevent  differential 
fiscal  treatment  of  the  Colonies  ;  but  the 
actual  terms  of  the  articles  in  those 
treaties  referred  to — uamely,  Article  15 
of  the  Treaty  with  Belgium  of  July  23, 
1862,  aud  Article  7  of  the  Treaty  with 
the  Zollverein  of  May  30,  1865— will  be 
found  iu  a  Paper  recently  laid  before 
Parliament,  Commercial  No.  17,  189S 
(C.  7229),  pages  3  and  20. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  May  I  ask 
the  hon.  Baronet  whether  these  Treaties 
do  prevent  a  re-arrangement  of  Com- 
mercial Treaties  with  the  Colonies  r 
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Sir  E.  GREY:  I  would  rather,  in 
the  first  iastADce,  that  the  terms  of  the 
Treaties  should  sp^k  for  themselves. 
If  it  is  desired  that  an  interpretatioti 
should  be  given  of  what  may  be  con- 
sidered as  obscure  iu  the  terms  of  the 
Treaties  I  must  have  notice. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :'  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  Treaties  are  consistent  with 
inter-colonial  differential  duties  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  must  repeat  that  I 
must  have  proper  notice  before  I  can  pre« 
tend  to  give  an  iuterpretation  of  the 
Treaties.  I  am  not  at  present  aware  that 
the  terms  are  obscure. 

JABEZ  BALFOUR, 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  the  extradiction  of  Mr.  Jabez 
Balfour  from  Argentine  been  finally  re- 
fused or  otherwise  ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  in- 
tended that  proceedings  against  bis  col- 
leagues in  this  country  shall  be  further 
delayed  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  last  telegram  re- 
ceived at  the  Foreign  Office  was  dated 
the  15th.  It  staled  that  the  decision  of 
the  Federal  Judge  at  Salta  had  not  been 
given.  It  may  be  announced  at  any 
time,  and  we  shall,  of  course,  be  informed 
at  once  when  it  is  known.  Everything 
in  our  power  has  been  done  to  expedite 
the  legal  proceedings  in  the  Argentine 
Republic.  The  last  part  of  the  question 
cannot  be  answered  by  the  Foreign 
Office. 

COLONEL  EDWARD  MITCHELL,  R.E. 

Mr.  NAOROJI  (Finsbury,  Central)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
if  he  has  recently  received  any  com- 
munication or  affidavit  from  Colonel 
Edward  Mitchell,  R.E.,  retired,  denying 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  9th 
December,  1890,  by  the  then  Attorney 
General,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham,  that  the  Crown  did  not 
press  for  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings out  of  consideration  of  Colonel 
Mitchell,  and  at  his  request,  on  the  dis- 
tinct arrangement  in  writing  that  Colonel 
Mitcheirs  supposed  claim  should  not 
again  be  raised  in  any  shape ;  whether 
the  gallant  officer  has  appealed  to  him  to 
cause  justice  to  be  done  ;  whether  he  has 
forwarded  to  him  a  certificate  of  a  learned 
Queen's   Counsel  on  the  subject ;    and 
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whether  he  will  lay  the  Papers  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  Rig  BY,  Forfar)  :  I  have  received  com- 
munications from  Colonel  Mitchell,  in- 
cluding an  affidavit,  on  the  subject  men- 
tioned in  the  question.  Whether  such 
an  arrangement  as  is  mentioned  was  ac- 
tually entered  into  depends  entirely  upon 
the  correspondence  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  has  already 
promised  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  together 
with  a  relevant  portion  of  the  affidavit. 
I  think  that  these  Papers  include  every- 
thing material.  The  certificate  of  coun- 
sel referred  to  has  nothing  to  do  with 
this  arrangement.  I  have  already  stated 
to  Colonel  Mitchell,  and  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  puts  the  question,  and 
it  is  the  fact,  that  I  have  no  power  to  re- 
open the  claim  of  Colonel  Mitchell. 

BRAKES  IN  RICHMOND  PARK.^ 
Mr.  F.  FRYE  (Kensington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  by  whose  authority  the  keepers 
of  the  gates  at  Richmond  Park  are  for- 
bidden to  allow  brakes  to  drive  through 
the  park ;  whether  it  has  been  the  cus- 
tom in  former  years  to  allow  brakes 
equally  with  other  hired  vehicles  to  do 
so ;  if  there  is  any  reason  for  the 
present  prohibition  ;  and  whether  he  will 
give  orders  that  it  be  removed  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  There  has  been  some  doubt  as  to 
the  exact  interpretation  of  the  rule  of 
Richmond  Park  as  to  the  admission  of 
brakes,  and  the  practice  has  accordingly 
not  been  at  all  limes  uniform.  A  legal 
opinion  having  now  been  obtained,  brakes 
hired  by  an  individual  or  a  party,  and 
not  plying  for  hire,  will  in  future  be 
admitted. 

THE  DUBLIN  AND  CORK  TRAVELLING 

POST  OFFICE. 
Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther the  staff  attached  to  the  Dublin  and 
Cork  Travelling  .Post  Office  (American 
Mall)  are  the  only  sorting  clerks  in  the 
United  Kingdom  who  are  not  in  receipt 
of  payment  for  Sunday  work  ;  whether 
previous  to  payment  for  Sunday  duty 
being  granted,  a  2l8t  part  of  those 
officers*  weekly  pay  was  deducted  per 
diem  when  absent  on   sick   leave,  and 
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HLDce  puymeiit  was  ^muted  1-18th  has 
beeo  dediicteU  wliuu  nbaeut  ou  niuk  leave 
for  any  ptriwl  less  tban  it  week  in  com- 
mon with  all  other  officerB  who  receive 
Suudity  pay ;  wbetlier,  in  accordnnee 
with  the  latter  portioa  of  the  foregoiiijc 
paragraph,  the  working  week  uoosists  of 
sis  workiag  days ;  and,  if  go,  why  pay- 
ment for  Sunday  work  ia  withheld  from 
those  offieera  ;  whether  he  recently  re- 
fused payment  for  Sunday  duty  to  the 
BtafT  ou  the  representation  of  the  Dublin 
authorities  that,  iiiclndiiig  the  lime  of 
working  at  Queenstown  for  homeward 
Amerieau  maih,  their  average  weekly 
duty  does  not  amount  to  48  hours;  and 
has  he  received  a  Memorial  uddressed  to 
him  on  the  26th  June  by  the  Dublin  uud 
Cork  Travelliug  Post  Office  staff,  show- 
ing their  weekly  duty  (exclusive  of  Sun- 
day) to  average  abore  61)  hours  't 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  M0RI.EY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
am  not  nware  whether  the  staff'  referred 
to  by  the  hou.  Member  are  the  oulj 
sorting  clerks  who  are  not  in  receipt  of 
payment  for  Suuduy  work  ;  hut  it  there 
are  auy  others  who  do  not  receive  sucli 
payment,  it  would  be  for  the  same  reAson, 
aa  I  explain^  in  my  answer  to  the  bou. 
Member  of  the  ISth  Doi'ember  last — 
namely,  that  their  Siiuday  duties  added 
to  their  week-day  duties  does  not 
their  ntlendauae  to  more  than  the  regular 
aiumber  of  hours  required  of  them  in  each 
week.  Since  the  introduction  of  payment 
for  Sunilay  duty,  the  officers  in  que»iian 
t>ave,  in  regard  to  deductious  for  sick 
al>sence,  been  treated  in  the  same  wav  as 
Other  memliers  of  the  Dublin  Sorting 
Force,  of  which  they  form  part,  and  the 
deducliou  1ms  been  1-1  Htb  instead  of 
l-21st  part  oF  their  ordinary  weekly  pay. 
This  part  of  the  hoa.  Member's  question 
has,  however,  no  longer  any  practical 
raporiaitee,  as  under  the  new  Regulation 
uo  deduotiou  is  made  ou  neeounl  of  elek 
absence,  unless  the  sickriess  is  due  lu 
causes  wJlhiQ  tho  officer's  owu  control.  I 
find  that  »  Memorial  wan  received  from 
ing  clerks  employed  ru  the 
Travelliug  Post  Office  at  the  end  of  last 
mouth,  coutainlug further  represeniatioos 
respecting  their  weekly  attendance,  and 
these  are  now  under  iuvestigntioQ.  I  may 
add  that  theduty  iu  the  Dublin aud Cork 
(American  Mail}  Travelling  Post  Office 
oiuch-uovetiKi  one  ;  and  if  those  who 
now  engaged  in  it  are  not  conleuted 
Mr.  T.  M.  Ucaty ;.    , 


with  the  couditious  of  (heir  employment, 
they  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  give  it  op 
and  resume  their  ordinary  dtities  in  the 
Dublin  Sorting  Office.  Many  others  will 
be  only  too  glad  to  take  their  places. 

contba(;ts  fo«  naval  vessels 

Mr-MACDONALD  (Tower Haml 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  a»k  the  Secretary  to 
Admiralty   when    the    particulars    witn 
regard  to  the  contmets  ent-ered  into  by 
the  Government  with   private  lirros  for 
the  building  of  new  ^hips  will  be  gii 
to   the  House  ;  and  whether  he  will 
elude   in    those    particulars    the    pfl 
quoted  iu  ibe  accepted  tenders  for 
hull,  the  engines,  the  auxiliary  machinerr. 
and  the  masts  and  rigging  ? 

Sill  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOKTH  : 
I  have  before  explained  that  it  would  be 
coutmry  to  publie  interests  to  publish  the 
prices  for  which  certain  contracts  for 
ships  have  been  made,  before  all  the  con- 
tracts are  complete.  This  condition  is 
not  yet  fulfilled,  and  I  canuot,  therefore, 
say  how  soon  the  promised  Return  can  be 
grautoil.  My  hon.  Friend's  suggestit 
ns  to  publishing  details  of  prices  eh 
considered  iu  preparing  the  ItMurn, 

CiPTAis    DONELAK    (Cork,    E. 
Cao  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentleman  soy 
ther  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Adniiraltv 
tho  Passage  Docki 


•Silt  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOBTq 
This  is  not  aquestion  of  future  contn 
liut  relates    to   certain    contracts 
have  already   been  made.     The  Pass^j 
Docks    Company    have    recently 
asked  to  tender  for  certain  articles. 

LICENCE  TO  CAUIiV  ARMS. 

Mb.  .r.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  ^ 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
l.ord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaud   wiiether 
is  aware    that    Mr.  J.  K.  Bracken, 
I'empleraore,     County     Tipperary, 
been  refused  a  licence  to  carry  orma  bjr 
the  local  Resident  Magistrate  :  and 
thor  he  can  state  the  reasons  upon  ' 
thi»  refusal  was  luised  'i 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEV:  I  am  awar  _ 
the  Resident  Magistrate,  iu  the  exerciM 
of  the  discretion  vested  in  bim  by  la' 
has  deolineil  to  issue  an  arms  licence 
Mr.  Bracken.  It  would  be  contrary 
practice  to  state  the  reasons  '  '  '  • 
financed  the  Resident    Magistrate  m 
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*leciding,   but    I    may    slute   tlial    I    nc 
innking  furtiier  inquiry  into  tlie  matter. 
Mb.  J.  REDMOND:    I  will  repea 
this  question. 

THB  BOYAL  IBISH  t-ONXTABULARY. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  J  Iwg  to  as 
K  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
I'nfiiit  of  Ireland  Is  it  copuiatent  with  thi 
[".Royal  Irish  Constabulary  rules  that  uiei 
■"who  have  suffereJ  from  luuacy  should  be 
'ill  charge  of  stations  ;  and  are  any  per- 
f^sous  above  the  rank  of  sergeant  who 
.""liave  Buffer&l  from  luuacy  in   the  Ct 

J.  MOBLEV  :    Men  who  have 

t«hoWQ   aymptoms   of    meutal  depression 

I  are  not  placed  upon  duty  or  in  anj 

L«ponsible  positions  in  the  Coustabiilary 

FvalenB  the  atlatk  was    of    a.  temporary 

L«baraoter,  and  no  disposition  to  a  recur- 

|.reaoe  of  the  i^epression  appeared.     The 

seoDiid    paragraph    apparently    refers    tc 

tLe  cnse  of  a  member  of  the  force  whd 

suffered    from    mental    depreasiou    some 

^jeara   ago,    but   ouly    for  »    very    brief 

^leriod.     He  is  reported   l«  have  i^eeu  an 

f«xceUsut  olficer  siuce  his  reuover^'. 

jeCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION    IN  COUNTY 

ROSCOMMON. 

Mh.  combe  (Surrey,  Cherteey)  :  I 

Lbeg  to  aek  the  Chief   Secretary  to  the 

■tXiord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 

Ibead  Inspector  of  the  Board  of  Education 

"  I  Irelanil  viaited  the  proposed  site  of  a 

ihool    house   at    CloODCnii    (Union  of 

V^astlerea,  County  Roscommon),  on  llth 

■iHay  last  ;  and,  if  so,  what  report  he  had 

Pseoit  as  to  the  desirability  of  building  a 

Bchool  on  thiit  townlnnd  'i 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  inform  me 
.  lihat  there  was  a  difficulty  in  dealing  with 
L  this  case  owing  to  the  proximity  of  the 
rpropofled  site  to  an  existing  Tested 
rfeehooi,  hut  that  under  the  special  eircura- 
"ilanees  they  have  now  made  the  required 
grant  for  the  erection  uf  the  school. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  K.):  I  would 
ssk  ibe  right  hou.  Gentlcmau  whether 
tlie  reports  made  by  Inspectors  under 
||«uch  circumatauces  as  are  indicated  in  the 
•guestioil  are  open  to  the  inspection  of 
Members  of  this  House  ? 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  quite 
;  I  will  inquire. 


THK  OOWNPATRICK  WATER  SOPPLT. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  1  beg 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  is  ho  aware  thftt  the 
now  water  for  the  supply  of  Downpatrick 
has  been  analysed  by  Sir  Charles 
Cameron,  and  reported  as  full  of  micro- 
organisms, and  in  a  further  report  as  un- 
suitable for  a  town  supply  ;  and  that  Dr. 
Olphert,  theMedicalOfflcerof  Health  for 
the  town,  has  reported  to  the  Sanitary 
Authority  that  he  attributes  several  cases 
of  illness  to  the  drinking  of  the  water, 
and  has  recommended  the  people  to  dis- 
continue using  it ;  will  he  explain  why 
the  Sanitary  Authority  have  taken  no 
notice  of  these  reports  ;  has  hia  atten- 
tion been  called  to  the  discussion  at  the 
last  meeting  of  the  Sanitary  Authority,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  the  water  waa 
not  being  used  for  domestic  purposes  ; 
and  do  the  Local  Government  Board 
intend  to  take  any  notice  of  llie  matter  ? 

Mb.  M'CAKTAN(Down.  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Seerotary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion baa  beon  called  iq  the  report 
of  the  prooeftdinga  at  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Down|intrluk  Board  of 
Gnai'diaua ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  tlja 
reply  sent  him  to  a  recent  qiieatlouoti 
the  Downpatrick  water  supply  was  stated 
to  be  incorrect,  and  that  instead  of  the 
water  being  generally  used  by  the  inhal 
tants,  there  is  not  one  family  in  Dowj 
patrick  using  it  for  drinking  purpose 
whether,  not  withstand  iug  that  at 
previous  meeting  a  resolution  waa  passed 
to  put  up  notices  that  the  water  was  not 
fit  for  use,  no  aueh  notices  were  posted ; 
whether  the  water  was  condemned  some 
time  ago  by  the  Medical  Officer  of  the 
Board  of  Guardiaiu;  ;  and  if  he  will  state 
what  action  the  Local  Government 
prepared  to  take  in  the  interests  of 
health  of  the  town  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  In  reply  to  th. 
questions,  I  am  iufornied  by  the  Loci 
Government  Board  that  Sir  Charles 
Cameron  reported  iJiat  the  water,  though 
8ecoud-rat«,  is  not  dangerous  to  health. 
On  the  other  hand.  Dr.  Olphert  attributed 
oases  of  illness  to  the  n»B  of  the  wat«r 
&nd  recommended  the  people  not  to  use  it. 
The  Guardians'  consulting  sanitary  officer 
states  that  the  water  is  safe  and  harmless, 
and  their  engineer  is  of  opinion  that  it 
can  be  improved  by  filtration.  TUe 
2  A  3  I 
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Guardians  have  considered  these  reports, 
and  propose  to  adopt  measures  to  improve 
the  quality  of  the  water.  The  matter,  I 
understand,  is  receiving  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Guardians  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  be  prepared,  if 
called  upon,  to  afford  them  every  possible 
assistance  and  advice. 

Mr.  M*C ARTAN  :  I  would  ask  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Sir  Charles  Cameron  has 
described  the  water  as  very  second-rate  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  would  also 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
has  seen  the  report  of  the  last  meeting  of 
the  Guardians,  when  the  Clerk  to  the 
Guardians  had  practically  to  admit  that 
he  had  deceived  the  Government  in  the 
reply  read  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Of  course,  that  being  the  vital  portion  of 
my  question,  it  was  struck  out  at  the 
Table. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  had 
time  to  read  that  report. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  would  ask  if  it  is  fair  to  make  these 
insinuations  against  people  who  cannot 
defend  themselves  ?  I  know  this  clerk 
very  well. 

THE  T)E  PREYNE  ESTATE. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
last  week,  on  a  farm  on  the  De  Freyne 
Estate,  from  which  a  tenant  had  been  re- 
cently evicted,  at  Sheepwalk,  in  the 
County  of  Roscommon,  a  number  of  cattle 
belonging  to  the  landlord  were  driven  by 
his  bailiffs  into  a  crop  of  oats  and 
potatoes ;  and  that  during  three  days 
whilst  they  were  engaged  in  eating  and 
trampling  the  crop  they  were  protected 
by  five  policemen  and  six  of  the  landlord's 
bailiffs  ;  and  whether,  if  this  be  so,  the 
police  were  justified  in  assisting  at  such 
proceedings  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
on  the  10th  instant  a  number  of  cattle 
belonging  to  Lord  de  Freyne  were 
driven  by  his  steward  and  five  assistants 
on  the  evicted  farm  referred  to,  and  that 
since  the  date  mentioned  the  cattle  have 
been  cared  for  by  one  of  the  landlord's 
herds,  who  drives  them  to  the  farm  each 
morning  and  back  again  to  the  demesne 
at  night.  These  cattle  ate  down  the 
crops  of  oats  and  potatoes  on  the  farm — 
unlawfully  sown  by  the  tenant — as  well 

J/r.  J.  Morley 


as  the  grazing  of  it.  It  is  tiot  the  case,, 
however,  that  the  laudlord*0  employes^ 
while  engaged  ou  tbi^ ;  work^  .  were 
assisted  by  the  police.  Three  constables 
attended  ou  the  morning  of  the  10th 
instant  to  preserve  the  peaoe,  but  they 
did  not  remyiiu  loqg  at,  the  farm,  aa  their 
presence  there  was  not  requir9d.  Since  that 
date  the  police  to  the  number  of  two  men 
have  occasionally  patrolled  to  the  vicinity 
of  the  farm  in  the  capacity  of  peace 
officers,  as  they  are  well  aware  that  the 
landlord's  action  was  calculated  to  create 
a  feeling  of  hostility  against  him  and  hi» 
employes.  The  police  have  done  nothing 
that  could  be  regarded  as  assisting  the 
landlord  or  bis  employSs  in  any  way,  but 
have  acted  simply  in  their  capacity  oC 
peace  ofHcers. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  The  Chief  Secretary- 
admits  that  tliree  policemen  attended  on 
one  occasion,  and  what  I  want  to  know 
is  this  :  If  when  k  landlord  proceeds  to 
drive  cattle  on  growing  crops  ou  a  farm 
the  police  are  obliged  to  attend  the 
operation,  as  they  are  on  the  execntioo 
of  a  decree  of  the  courts,  and  if  not,  why 
do  they  put  in  an  appearance  when  ao 
breach  of  the  peace  had  occurred  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  police  put  in 
an  appearance,  because  they  were  giveo 
to  understand  that  a  breach  of  the  peace 
was  not  unlikely  to  happen.  Under 
those  circumstances  they  were  bound  to 
go,  and,  as  I  have  stated  to  the  House^ 
that  was  when  it  was  thought  a  breach 
of  the  peace  might  well  happen,  becauae 
of  the  indignation  and  disgust  whieh 
these  proceedings  gave  rise  to. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
hour)  :  When  the  police  went  on  tbia 
duty  were  they  aware  that  it  was  for  the 
pui:pose  of  placing  cattle  on  growing 
crops — were  their  services  asked  for  this 
purpose,  and  were  they  aware  that  was 
the  duty  they  were  on  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Their  services 
were  certainly  not  asked  to  assist  this 
transaction  of  driving  the  cattle  ou  to  the 
growing  crops. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  Were  they 
asked  to  be  present,  and  did  they  know 
the  purpose  that  was  to  be  carried  out  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  really  cannot 
tell  what  was  the  purpose  of  the  operation ; 
but  they  were  given  to  understand  that 
a  breach  of  the  peace  would  take  place 
on  this  spot,  and  they  did  no  more- than 
their  duty  in  being  there  to  prevent  it. 
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Mb.  W.  BEDMQND  (Clare,  E.)  :  Is 
not  the  Chief  Secretary  well  aware  of 
the  fact  that  coodnct  such  as  this  on  the 
part  of  .Lord  4o  Freyne,  which  causes, 
as  he  says,  iudignatioa  and  disgust,^ 
would  never  be  attempted  by  Lord  de 
Freyne  if  he  was  not  well  aware  that,  he 
would  reoeive  the  support  and  the  protec- 
tion of  the  police  ?  I  would  ask  him 
whether  once  and  for  all  he  will 
DOW  say  that  he  will  give  orders  to  the 
polioe  not  to  afford  protection  in  cases 
of  this  kind,  or  to  seem  to  afford  protec- 
tion In  such  cases  which  have  created 
disgust  and  indignation  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOKLE  Y  :  I  cannot,  of 
course,  give  orders  to  the  police  not  to  be 
present  on  occasions  when  they  are  in- 
formed that  a  breach  of  the  peace  is 
possible  and  likely.  It  would  be  quite 
contrary  to  any  sense  of  duty  that  I  should 
give  such  an  order. 

Mb,  W.  REDMOND  :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  on  such  occasions  it  is  perfectly 
notorious  that  the  presence  of  the  police 
Father  tends  than  otherwise  to  a  breach 
of  the  peace? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  terms  were  recently 
offered  on  the  part  of  the  evicted  tenants 
to  Lord  de  Freyne,  and  that  they  were 
refused  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLE  Y  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
that. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.):  Did  the 
information  as  to  a  breach  of  the  peace 
being  likely  to  occur  come  from  Lord  de 
Freyne  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLE Y  :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  describe  all  the  circumstances  of 
this  case. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  May  I  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Home  Secretary 
whether  in  England  if  a  case  occurred 
in  which  the  landlord  sent  cattle  in  to 
trample  down  the  growing  crops  pf  a 
farm  a  large  force  of  police  would  be 
ordered  to  attend  ? 

[_No  reply  was  given.] 
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WELSH  FORESTRY  EDUCATION. 

Mb.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint,  &c.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture what  proportion,  if  any,  of  the 
grant  given  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
towards  the  promotion  of  education  in 
forestry  ia  expended  in  Wales  ? 


Mb,  H.  GARDNER:  I  have  no 
separate  fund  at  my  disposal  for  aiding 
education  in  Forestry  either  in  Wales  or 
elsewhere,  but  of  the  £8,000  provided  in 
the  Estimate  for  my  Department  for  the 
work  of  agricultural  education  generally  I 
found  myself  able  last  year  to  award  £  1  ,oOO 
to  the  University  College  at  Bangor  and 
Aberystwith,  aud  it  would  bo  competent 
for  those  colleges  to  apply  a  portion  of 
the  grants  thus  made  to  them  to  such 
forms  of  forestry  iustruction  as  are  in 
demand  in  their  respective  districts  if 
they  considered  it  desirable  to  do  so. 

Mb.  HERBERT  LEWIS  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was 
aware  that  most  of  the  oak  used  in  build- 
ing Her  Majesty's  Fleet  was  grown  in 
Wales,  and  that,  in  fact,  the  wooden 
walls  of  old  England  consisted  of  Welsh' 
timber  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  that  question  on 
the  Paper. 

THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
Mb.  S.  KEA Y  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,- 
having  regard  to  the  expressions  of  public 
feeling  which  had  taken  place  throughout 
the  Country,  and  particularly  at  the  con- 
ference of  Delegates  recently  held  at 
Leeds,  against  the  rejection  by  another 
branch  of  the  Legislature  of  Bills  which 
had  been  passed  by  the  House,  Her 
Majesty^s  Government,  in  accordance 
with  the  precedent  already  laid  down  by 
the  House  in  three  Resolutions  passed  on 
July  6th,  1860,  would  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  again  bringing  forward 
resolutions  directed  to  a  similar  object — 
namely,  to  guard  for  the  future  against 
an  undue  exercise  of  the  power  of  the 
Lords  to  reject  Bills  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Habcoubt,  Derby): 
This  is  a  large  question,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  it  can  be  dealt  with  in  the  way 
of  question  and  answer. 


ANARCHIST  PLACARDS. 
Mb.  darling  (Deptford)  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  oould  give  the  House  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  statement  which 
appeared  in  The  Westminster  Gazette 
of  that  afternoon  that  the  police 
had  seized  a  large  number  of  Anarchists* 
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placards  in  Paris  which  had  been  printed  !      AiM  whfcfi  Ameddkn^t'^to,*  tb  leAftve 
in  England  ?  -  out  the  word  ^*  now,"  and,  at  the  etid 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  do  not  i  of  the  QneErtion,'t6  add  the  words  "upon 
know  anything  of  the  circumstance  of  I  this  V)ay  three  months."— ^(Co/due/ 5a«il^ 
the  statement.  derson,) 


THE  SUSPENSION  OF  THE  TWELVE 
O'CLOCK  RULE. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  his  name  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule  to- 
night. I  do  not  propose  to  object  to  that 
Motion,  but  it  must  not  be  understood 


Question  again  proposed,  ^^That  the 
word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  who 
said,  that  when  his  apeeeh  was  interrupted 
at  midnight  he  had  trace^l  the  history  of 
Irish  land  legislation  from  1870  down  to 
1887  ;   had  pointed  ont  that  tiie  nniform 


that  in  agreeing  to  it  I  think  it '  »^«a  which  unlay  that  series  of  Acts  of 
possible  for  the  Debate  on  the  I  PHrliament  was  the  dual  interest^  recog- 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  to  close  to-  \  "J^ed  and  matle  equal  of  the  tenants  and 
night.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  I  latidlords  in  the  **oil  ;  and  that  the  Bill 
hon.  Gentleman  has  come  to  the  same  J  now  before  the  House  was  only  a  further 
conclusion  as  I  have,  that  it  is  impossible  !  »"<!  consequential  step  towards  the 
to  finish  the  Debate  on  tlie  Bill  to-night,  I  recognition  of  that  interest.  He  did  not 
or  whether  he  proposes  to  sit  long  after  i  intend  to  pursue  further  that  brancU  of 
12  o'clock,  or  merely  proposes  to  use  the  i  ^^e  question,  but  desired  to  deal  with 
extension  of  the  time  to  allow  the  hon.  \  t^^e  arguments  that  had  been  put  forward 
Member,  who  mav  be  in  possession  of  I  ^^st  evening  by  the  hon.  and  learued 
the  House  at  midnight  to  finish  his  Meral)er  for  the  University  of  Dublin^ 
speech.  '  ^^i^  l^on.  and  learned  Member  asked  why 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  put  this  |  t^^e  "ght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Motion  down  in  the  hope  and  with  the  :  Secretary  for  Ireland  did  not  leave  the 
expectation  that  the  Debate  on  *  the  I  evicted  tenants  to  enforce  their  elaiim 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  might  be  concluded  i  ^o^  compensation  under  the  provisione  of 
to-night,  and  not  with  the  intention  of  '  ^^'^ting  legislation.  The  answer  to  that 
keeping  the  House  up  late.  I  wished  '  argument  was  conclusive.  There  were 
rather  to  give  the  House  an  opportunity  ^^^^ee  classes  of  evicted  tenants,  two  of 
of  concluding  the  Debate  to-night  if  it  ^^hich  had  been  wholly  and  totally  out- 
were  disposed  to  do  so,  but  my  intention  ^'^^^  of  those  provisions.  They  were, 
is  not  to  ask  the  House  to  sit  late.  '  ^''^^  ^^^  tenants  from  year  to  year  who 

!  were  evicted  before  the  Act   of    1881, 

SITTING  OF  THE   HOUHE  (EXEMPTION  '  "^"'^^    secondly,     the     leaseholders    who 

FBOM  THK  STAXBING  OHBER).  \  ^^  ^^t^l^ljfo:^^ 

Ordered  ,  beneficent   scoihj    of   the   legislation    to 

"That   the   i»]()ceeaing8    on    the    Evicted  ,  which  he  had  referred  ;  and  had  been  left 

,?^Zr.-l  ^'TW '^'^'\'''!'^^^  to  t»»e  mercy  of  the  landlords, 

dwcnssion  at  Twelve  oclock  thw  night,  be  not    rp,  ^    .£.•-.!     i  r        •  *    i    *  *     u   j 

interruptetl  under  the  Standing  Onler  Hittings  r^"®  '"^"^  ^^^^'^  "^  evicted  tenants  had 
of  the  House/'— OS/V  W.  Jiarrourt,)  I  been,  it  was  true,  within  the  scope  of  that 

I  legislation,   but    they    were    now   in    a 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY,  position  which  made  it  urgently  necessary 

I  in  the  interest  of  social  order  in  Ireland 

I  that  something  should  he  done  to  relieve 

EVICTED      TENANTS      (IBBLAND)       j  t^»^™-      '^^^^oae    who    knew    the   circum- 
ARBITRATION    BILL.-(No.  170.)  j  ^^^^^^^  ^f  the  agrarian  dispute  in  Ireland, 

r-  ^    knew  that  it  was  a  point  of  honour  with 

SECOND  READiN<^.  [adjourned  DEBATE.]    ^his  third  class  of  evicted  tenants  not  to 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  enter  the  Courts  to  make  a  olaim  for  com* 
Dehate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques-  pensation  for  disturlmtice,  because  of  con* 
tion  [19th  July],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  siderations  which,  whether  they  were 
read  a  second  time."  ^  i  right  or  wrong,  was   immateriBf  to  the 

J/r.  Darling  \ 


o65  Evicted  Tenants  {20  July  1894}  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill.  566 


issue.   That  was  the  answer  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  the  evicted  tenants  shoukl  be  left  to 
proceed  under  the  existing  Acts.     He 
now    came    to  the  scheme  of  the  BtU 
and  to  the  criticism  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  subjected  it.     Sum- 
marising  his   arguments,  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  said  the  scheme  of  the 
Bill  was  unjust,  confiscatorj,  and  without 
precedent ;  and   he  based  his  adjectives 
to  some  extent  on  argument,  but  prin- 
cipally on  strong  language.     A  greater 
misapprehension  of  what  were  the  proper 
inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  existing 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  and  more  ex- 
traordinary   perversions   of  the   position 
of    the    tenants   in    Ireland    than    were 
contained   in    the    speech    of   the   hon. 
and   learned   Member    for   the     Dublin 
University  he  had  not  heard  for  a  long 
time.     He  hoped  to  be  able  to  show  that 
the  principal  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member — ^for  he  did  not  propose 
to  deal  with  all  the  hon.  and   learned 
Grentlemau's  arguments — were  not  well 
founded  and  were  contrary  to  well- ascer- 
tained facts.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  described  the  tribunal  which  was 
to  try  the  cases  of  the  evicted  tenants  as  a 
political  job.      He  could  not  believe  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  applied  that 
term  in  its  proper  sense  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  tribunal.  The  ordinary  mean- 
ing of  a  political  job  was  the  creation  of 
an  appointment  for  the  sake  of  someone 
who  was  to  be  benefited.     But  the  arbi- 
ta^tors  had  been  most  carefully   chosen 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  with  a  view  to 
getting  the  best  men  that  could  be  found 
for  the  positions,  and  entirely  free  from 
partisanship.      One  of  them,  Mr.  Piers 
White,  was  a  distinguished  equity  lawyer 
and  a  well-known  Unionist ;  the  second, 
Mr.  Greer,  was  also  a  Unionist  ;    while 
the    third,   Mr.   Fottrell,   had    a   repu- 
tation of   having   succeeded  in   settling 
questions     that     had     arisen      between 
landlords      and      tenants      in      Ireland 
more  successfully  than  any  other  man  in 
Ireland.     A  tribunal  constituted  as  this 
was    must    command   confidence.       Its 
functions   were   to   deal    with   a   social 
emergency,  with   a   situation    of    great 
difficulty,  in  a  way  that  would  cause  the 
least  friction,  to  act  as  a  medium  through 
whom  landlords  and  tenants  might  come 
together  to  settle  their  difficulties.     It 
mightbe  asked  why  matters  were  not  left 


to  proceed  under  Section  13  of  the  Act 
of  1891.     All  parties  were  agreed  that 
that  section  had  failed,  though  there  was 
considerable  dispute  as  to   the    i*easons 
which  brought  about  its  failure.     The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  said  that 
it  would   have   attained   the   object    in 
view  if  only  the  tenants  had   been  left 
alone  and  had  not  been  intimidated.  This 
matter   had    been    investigated    by    the 
Mathew  Commission,  who  gave   various 
reasons  why  the  clause  had  been  inopera- 
tive, but  they  declared  that  there  was  no 
evidence   of   any   attempt   having   been 
made  to  induce  the  tenants  not  to  avail 
of   the   section.      It    was   sufficient  for 
present  purposes  that  the  section  had  not 
been  successfully  applied,  and  that  some 
other   step    was   necessary   to  heal  the 
social  evil  in  Ireland.      That  step  was 
proposed  by  this  Bill  with  the  object  of 
bringing  landlords  and  tenants  together 
and  putting  the  tenants  back  on  the  land. 
So  far  as  compulsory  powers  went,  the 
Bill  applied  only  to  holdings  which  were 
vacant  or  in  the  occupation  of  the  land- 
lord.    There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
interfere  with,  in  any  way,  the  rights  of 
existing   tenants.      The  procedure   was 
simple,  because  it  was  founded  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  arbitrators  were  to 
be  trusted  to  do  justice  between  man  and 
man,  and  were  therefore  invested  with 
large  discretionary  powers.     In  the  first 
place,  the  Commissioners  had  to  consider 
whether    there     was     a     prima    facie 
case    for    reinstatement.       There    was 
I  no      difficulty      or      ambiguity      about 
I  making     out     a     prima     facie      case. 
Paragraphs  38  to  42  of  the  Report  of  the 
Mathew  Commission   showed   the    per- 
sonal and  local  circumstances  which  en- 
tered into  the  question  whether  it  was 
desirable   that   an   applicant   should    be 
reinstated.     There  were  public   circum- 
stances to  be  taken  into  account,  such  as 
whether  the    reinstatement  of  a  tenant 
would  tend  to  the  peace  and  good  order 
of  the  district  ;  and  also  personal  circum- 
stances, such  as   whether  any  injustice- 
was  done  to  the  individual  in  the  eviction.. 
Having  decided  that  there  was  a  primir 
facie  case  for  reinstatement,  the  arbitra- 
tors made  a  conditional  order,  and  the 
landlord    was    entitled  to  come  in  and 
show  why  the  order  should  not  be  made 
absolute.     In  all  that  there  was  nothing 
new.     The  free-sale  clause  of  the  Land'  '■ 
Act  of  1881  left  more  difficult  questions 
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to  be  decided  by  the  Courts.  Under  that 
clause,  if  the  landlord  objected  to  the  new 
tenant  who  purchased  the  old  tenant^s 
property  in  the  farrn,  the  Court  was  to 
dive  into  the  mind  of  the  landlord  and  to 
consider  his  motiven  and  the  reasonable- 
ness of  his  refusal.  The  29th  section 
of  the  Laud  Act  of  1887  gave  power 
to  Commissioners  to  reduce  rents  merely 
upon  their  own  unfettered  discretion  and 
opinion,  without  hearing  evidence  or 
counsel  as  to  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  prevailing  in  the  particular  dis- 
trict. If  the  arbitrators  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  tenant  had  made  out 
his  case,  they  made  absolute  the  order 
for  his  reinstatement ;  and  even  then 
came  into  operation  provisions  which  fur- 
ther sheltered  the  landlord — namely,  the 
purchase  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1891. 
Dealing  with  this  part  of  the  Bill  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  said  that  it  introduced  the  en- 
tirely new  and  novel  principle  of  taking 
property  of  which  one  man  was  in  occu- 
pation against  his  will  and  transferring 
it  to  another  person,  and  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  things  which  the  Act  of 
1881  allowed  comparable  to  the  things 
sanctioned  by  this  Bill.  When  he 
said  that  nothing  in  the  Act  of  1887 
was  comparable  to  this  Bill,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  have  forgotten 
that  Section  13  of  that  Act,  among  other 
things,  provided  that^  when  a  landlord  had 
his  contract  of  tenancy  violated  and  had 
brought  ejectment  proceedings,  the 
tenant  was  stilt  entitled  to  ask  the  Court 
to  stay  proceedings  in  order  that 
a  fair  rent  might  bo  fixed.  In 
the  present  case,  of  course,  there  was 
no  tenant  in  occupation,  but  he  could  not 
5ee  the  difference  between  a  man  who 
had  no  legal  right  in  the  farm,  who  was 
there  as  a  wrong-doer,  and  a  man  who 
had  gone  out  of  occupation.  In  the  Act 
of  1887  the  very  same  provision  was  re- 
peated in  substantially  the  same  terms  ; 
and,  as  he  had  said,  under  the  free-sale 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1881  a  tenant  might 
be  put  into  a  farm  of  whom  the  landlord 
knew  nothing  and  with  whom  he  might 
wish,  perhaps,  to  have  nothing  to  do. 
The  principles  of  those  Acts  were  based 
on  the  fact  that  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
was  as  good  as  the  landlord's  in  the  soil, 
and  it  was  that  dual  ownership  in  the  land 
that  was  sought  to  be  further  protected 
by  this  Bill.  But  it  was  not  necessary  to  go 
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to  Ireland  to  find  a  precedent  of  a  Govern- 
ment taking  land  in  the  occupation  of  a 
landlord  and  handing  it  over  to  a  tenant, 
whom  possibly  the  landlord  would  rather 
not  have.  Only  a  few  weeks  ago  Par- 
liament carried  the  Parish  Councils  Act, 
a  clause  of  which  enabled  the  County 
Council  compulsorily  to  hire  land,  to 
take  it  out  of  the  occupation  of  the 
owner,  whether  the  owner  liked  it  or 
not,  and  use  it  for  allotments,  and  that 
was  a  precedent  which  it  was  also  pro- 
posed to  follow  in  the  Local  Governmeiit 
Bill  for  Scotland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  further 
said — 

**  You  are  not  only  doing  this  wrongly  and 
without  precedent,  but  you  are  doing  it  without 
giving  aaequate  compensation  to  the  landl(»d ; 
you  are  taking  away  the  landlonrs  property 
without  giving  him  adequate  compensation.** 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
cannot  have  examined  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  true  that  the 
Bill  proposed  that  the  tenant  was  to  be 
reinstated  in  the  holding,  and  pre- 
sumably at  the  old  rent ;  but  there  was  a 
section — which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  overlooked  —  which  pro* 
vided  that  the  land  should  be  subject  to 
a  fair  rent,  fixed  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  under  that 
section  any  improvements  which  the 
landlord  might  have  effected  in  the  hold- 
ing, while  it  was  in  his  possession,  would 
be  taken  into  account  by  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners in  determining  the  rent  of  the 
holding.  Therefore,  it  was  not  true  to 
say  that  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
no  compensation  would  be  ^iven  to  the 
landlord,  for  compensation  would  be 
given  and  would  be  fixed  by  a  tribunal 
which  no  one  would  say  had  been  unfair 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  also  said  that  it  waa 
a  monstrous  thing  to  go  back  to  1879 
— 15  years  ago — to  include  in  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  all  tenants  evicte4  since 
then  ;  and  that  such  a  course  was  con- 
trary to  the  analogy  of  the  Statute  of 
Limitations.  What  had  the  House  to 
do  with  the  Statute  of  Limitations  in  a 
question  of  this  kind  '^  They  were  settling 
a  broad  question  of  policy.  They  were 
not  prescribing  limitations  within  which 
a  Court  was  to  give  judgment ;  but  they 
were  providing  for  tenants  evicted  since 
1B79,  and  in  so  doing  they  were  follow- 
ing the  analogy  of   Section    13   of    the 
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Act  of  1891,  which  was  introduced  by 
the  present  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
Another  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  which,  he  confessed, 
filled  him  with  astonishment  was  that 
the  Bill  would  apply  to  holdings  of 
ever^  kind  ;  and  that  the  case  of  a  man 
who  was  evicted  from  a  house  in  Dublin 
15  years  ago  would  come  under  its 
operation.  Again,  he  should  ask,  Had 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  read  the 
Bill  ? — had  he  looked  at  the  Definition 
Clause,  which  said  that  the  word 
**  holding  "  was  meant  as  defined  by  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  ?  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  look  at  Clause 
o8  of  the  Act  of  1881  he  would  find 
the  definition  of  "  holding."  What  was 
intended  was  perfectly  plain,  and  no 
Court  would  have  any  difficulty  in  coming 
to  a  conclusion  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  CARSON  asked  whether  the 
whole  of  the  58th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1881  was  included  in  the  Bill  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  wrong 
in  sayidg  that  that  section  was  the 
definition  section. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  he  was  told  by 
those  responsible  for  the  Bill  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  draftsman  to  apply 
to  the  word  "holding"  in  the  Bill  the 
definition  in  the  Act  of  1881.  For 
himself  he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  the  Court  would  have  no  difiicultr 
in  construing  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ; 
but  if  there  was  anything  wrong  in  the 
matter — and  he  did  not  1>elieve  there 
was — it  could  be  set  right  in  Committee. 
In  any  case,  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  the  Bill  could 
be  applied  to  houses  in  Dublin  was 
absurd. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Does  it  apjdy  to 
demesnes  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  replied  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  expressly  excluded 
town  parks.  Another  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  that 
this  Bill  would  be  applied  to  purchasing 
tenants.  He  could  hardlv  believe  his 
ears  when  he  heard  that  suggestion. 
Where  a  tenant  had  purchased  his 
holding  the  landlord  had  no  legal  occupa- 
tion of  the  land,  and  the  Bill  applied 
only  to  holdings  where  the  landlord  was 
in  occupation  and  where  there  was  no 
tenant.  It  was  abundantly  plain  that 
under  |io  possible  circumstances  would 
the  position  of  the  purchase  tenants  be 


marred  in  the  slightest  ^logiQ^,  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  also  described 
some  cases  of  hardship  which  he  argued 
were  possible  under  the  BUI.  It  was 
easy  to  imagine  thousandsof  cases  which 
would  be  hard  if  they  happened  ;  but  the 
answer  was  th^t  here  was  set  up  a 
tribunal  composed  of  trusted  men,  the 
majority  of  whom  shared  the  political 
opinions  of  the  Irish  landlords,  to  whom 
Parliament  had  given  large  discretionary 
powers,  who  would  see  that  no  injustice 
was  done  to  anyone  in  the  administration 
of  the  Act,  and  who  would  certainly  not 
put  into  the  holdings  the  ragamuffin 
tenants  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  alluded.  The  hou.  and 
learned  Member,  in  alluding  to  the 
clause  which  enabled  the  arbitrators,  if 
they  thought  the  holding  was  an 
insufficient  security,  owing  to  the 
deterioration,  for  an  advance  for  pur- 
chase, to  demand  additional  security, 
said  that  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
in  such  a  case  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient security  for  the  advance  of  public 
money.  .  But  the  very  words  of  that 
section  were  the  words  of  the  13th  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1891.  They  were 
words  drafted  and  approved  of  by  the 
late  Government,  and  the  draftsman 
of  the  present  Bill  had  simply  taken  this 
provision — this  very  useful  provision— 
from  the  Act  of  1891,  which  the 
arbitrators  might  be  entrusted  to  exercise 
sensibly.  Then  came  the  question  of 
^^the  planters."  But  the  Bill  did  not 
propose  to  confer  any  powers  upon  this 
or  any  other  tribunal  for  evicting  tenants 
who  were  actually  in  occupation.  If 
those  tenants  did  not  wish  to  go  they 
need  not  go,  and  they  would  not  be 
asked  to  go.  They  would  have  a  con- 
ditional order  served  on  them,  and  then 
they  would  have  the  opportunity  of 
coming  forward  and  expressing  their 
will,  and  whatever  their  will  was  their 
legal  rights  would  be.  It  was  suggested 
that  if  the  Bill  were  passed  the  planters 
would  be  exposed  to  intimidation  and 
violence.  But  those  planters  were  not 
new  arrivals  on  the  scene.  Many  of 
them  had  lived  on  their  holdings  since 
1 879.  They  had  become  "  land-grabbers  " 
— to  use  the  expression  applied  to  them 
— a  long  time  since,  and  they  would  not 
become  land-grabbers  the  more  by  refusing 
to  leave  their  holdings  under  this  Bill,  and 
having  escaped  destruction  all  those  years, 
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it  was  hardly  possible  that  that  doom  peace  to  that  ^rt  of  the  oountry  in  which  my 
would  reach  them  in  the  year  1894.  property  was  Hituated,  and  to  see  that  on  fair, 
TTo^  «^K/iM>  iw^*%  «  *i^^  :«  4U  -.u  1  M  equitable,  an<l  even  generous  tcrniB  the  teoants 
Had  there  been  a  time  in  the  whole  of  ^^ere  re«tnre<l  to  th^ir  ancient  homen/  Buch 
the  last  20  years  when  Irelaml  had  vindictive  feeiing«  operating  as  a  bar  to  rein- 
been  more  peaceable  and  more  free  from  statement  of  solvent  tenants  I  believe  to  be 
disturbance  than  at  the  present  time  ?  ^"^^  exceptional,  though  landlords  who  have 
T/^  oov  *iio4^  *U4^^  «»^».  ,-.^«i  1  been  attackwl  by  the  Plan,  would  be  more  than 
To  say  that  those  men  would  run  a  human  if  thev  felt  very  chilritably  disposed  even 
serious  risk  of  outrage  under  the  opera-  towanls  the  tools  of  that  conspiiacy.  But  it 
tions  of  the  Bill  was  really  to  bring  for-  would  be  wit<cr.  in  my  opinion,  to  afford  a  iocu$ 
ward  an  argument  that  was  not  serious.  P^^^tenliat  even  to  the  ringleaders,  if  solvent^ 

He  bad  endeavou^d  to  put  before  the  ^La'^.d-^Ti^ionr  "'  '^'^  '""' 
House   considerations  vrhich  seemed   to    _,,  .  ,       . 

him  to  make  it  right  that  this  Bill  or  ^^^  'i^^'^  ^^^f,  *^«  views  of  a  great 
some  proposals  of  the  same  shape  or  '»«"y  »« 'I'e  landlords  of  Ireland.  He 
form  should  become  law.  It  seemetl  to  5™"*^  ^j"**  *''®y  wonW  prevwl  in  the 
him  that  the  lines  upon  which  the  Bill  pro-  House  of  Commons.  They  could  not 
ceededwerts  the  only  lines  on  which  it  was  ^?Pf  for  hnality  through  a  Bill  of  that 
possible  to  deal  with  the  social  problem  '""'^,'  *''7  *=»»¥  "?.*J'®P«  *•»»*.*•»«»»» 
in  Ireland.  Remember,  it  was  only  a  few  '^*'?'|^  solve  this  diflScult  and  mtricate 
days  ago  when  all  Parties  in  the  House  "««'*!  Foblem  in  Ireland,  but  it  was 
were  agreed  that  the  question  of  the  ««■•'»'"'>•  *  «tep  in  the  right  direction, 
evicted  tenants  needed  settlement,  and  w'J  a  step /u  the  only  direction  possible  ; 
that  that  settlement  could  be  accom-  '  *"**  ''?  l'e''eved  that  if  hou.  Gentlemen 
plished  by  setting  up  snch  a  tribunal  as  i  pPPOf'te  would  only  consider  the  matter 
was  proposetl  in  the  Bill  and  giving  it  a  !  "*  *  ^*""  ^""^  reasonable  spirit  they  would 
sufficient  grant  of  money  for  the  purpose.  ■  ?**"^  ***  '*'"  **'"«  co"ej«»8'<>n-  «« >»oped 
In  fact,  the  only  objection  then  uVged  i  ",  "i**  ""'  ^  }^^^  *•>'"  ^^.  House  aa  a 
against  the  proposals  of  the  Government  ■■  *''<»*«  ^  approach  the  question  inaapint 
was  founded  on  the  contention  that  the  i  !^*'  ''^f*  a^'ove  Party  ;  aud  he  trusted 
funds  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  tribunal  ■ '"  *H®  interest  of  the  evicted  tenants,  m 
were  insufficient.      That  defect  ha<l  now  ;  "'®  interest  of   the  landlords  of  Ireland, 


,     _    by    

Commission,  that  sum  onght  to  be  more  P**"*'  without  a  hostile  Division, 
than  sufficient  to  accomplish  the  end  in  ;  TA.H.  BARTON  (Armagh,  Mid)  said, 
view.  He  wished  this  matter  had  Imeu  ,  that  no  one  could  find  fault  with  the  tone 
approacht><I  in  the  spirit  which  ha<l  been  and  substance  of  the  speech  of  the  hou. 
evince^l  not  only  by  the  right  hon.  Gen-  and  learned  Member  for  Haddington  ; 
tiemau  the  Member  for  Bodmin  and  the  '  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
hou.  Member  for  South  Tvronc,  but  by  that  he  was  mistaken  in  thinking  that  bis 
persons  who  had  a  greater  interest  in  the  i  side  of  the  House  had  a  monopoly  of 
Irish  soil  and  a  greater  stake  in  the  '•  sentiments  of  compassion  for  the  evicted 
country.  He  referred  last  night  to  an  tenants,  or  of  the  desire  to  see  justice 
article  by  Lord  Monteagle  in  The  doue  to  them.  The  part  of  his  speech  iu 
Nineteenth  Centtiry  for  June.  He  '  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  least  suc- 
should  like  to  read  an  extract  from  that '  cessful,  and  in  which  he  entirely  failed 
article —  i  to  carrv  the  House  with  him,  was  the 

ui  „ „.i,  ♦u       1  •    *.  r  T  .  1-      ..  I  pttrt    in  which  he  tried    to  answer   the 

"1  ai>proa<."h  the  subject  from  an  Irish  iwmt,  i  '^       .     .  i    i  i.  i  i     .     •    u..  u 

(lisrejranlinK  party  considemtions.      \  shall  try;  !  convincing  8i)eech  delivered  last  night  br 


moreover,  to  treat  it  withfmt  any  landlord  bias, 
and,  especially  at  the  ontset,  I  wwh  to  disclaim 
any  sympathy  with  the  vindictive  feelings  im- 
l>utetl  (though  I  am  sure  in  the  great  majoritv 
of  cases  unfairly)  to  the  landlonls  affeote*!.  T 
heartily  endorse  every  word  quoted  by  Mr. 
Morley  from  Mr.  I^lfour'B  flpeech  in  1»91,  on 
the  13th  clause  of  the  Act  of  that  year  :— *And 
for  my  own  part,  if  I  were  an  Irish  landlord, 
even  if  it  were  not  wholly  to  my  own  ])er8onal 
and  pecuniary  interest,  I  should  desire  to  restore 

Mr.  Haldane 


the  hoiK  Member  for  Dublin  University. 
Nohody  who  had  heard  that  speech, 
which  had  so  deeply  iinpresseil  the  House, 
would  say — nor,  iiulcc<l,  did  he  think 
even  the  hon.  aud  learned  Meml>er  for 
Haddington  supponed  it — that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  an<l  learned  Member  had 
afTorded  even  the  fragment  of  an  answer 
to  the  convincing  arguments  of  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Dablin  University  against  the  ' 
Bill.  Tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Haddington  had  dealt  with  the  Bill  from  j 
two  points  of  view — ^from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  law  and  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  facts.  He  was  bonnd  to  dis- 
agree with  the  facts  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  when  hd  foiind  that 
thejhad  been  produced  from  the  Report  of 
the  Evicted  Tenatits  Commission.  He  had 
never  joined  in  any  disrespectful  observa- 
tions on  the  distinguished  Judge  who  had 
presided  at  that  Comrtiission  ;  but  he  said 
that  the  way  the  evidence  was  given — 
unsworn,  nntested  by  cross-examination, 
and  unanswered  by  any  evidence  on  the 
other  side — ^would  deter  anyone  who  de- 
sired to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  from 
paying  the  slightest  attention  to  the  con- 
clusions of  the  Commission.  He  would 
read  a  sworn  statutory  declaration  made 
by  Mr.  Long  of  Waterford,  which  would 
illustrate  the  way  the  evidence  was  col- 
lected.    A  witness  was  asked — 

**  How  coukl  you  have  given  such  evidence, 
which  you  must  have  known  to  be  untrue  ?  " 

The  answer  was — 

•*  Sore  you  will  not  blame  me  when  I  tell  you 
that  they  gave  me  Ss.  a  day,  paid  my  tram  fares, 
and  took  me  to  all  the  shows  in  Dublin.  They 
also  restored  my  ptension  of  £10  a  month,  and 
I  am  now  getting  it  regular/' 

That  was  only  one  example  of  the  statu- 
tory declarations  which  had  been  made 
on  a  number  of  estates  to  answer  the 
unsworn  statements  made  before  the 
Commission.  Therefore,  the  evidence  on 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
founded  his  facts  was  absolutely  unre- 
liable and  absolutely  misleading.  With 
regard  to  the  legal  arguments  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  he  would  not  argue 
with  him  as  to  the  compulsory  clauses  of 
English  Acts  of  Parliament ;  but  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  came  into 
conflict  with  such  a  distinguished  Irish 
lawyer  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
University  as  to  Irish  law,  no  one  would 
hesitate  in  accepting  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  University.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Haddington  said  that 
they  had  in  the  Land  Aot  of  1881  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  compulsory  putting  of  a 
tenant  on  the  property  of  a  landlord.  But 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  two 
cases  at  all.  fn  the  case  under  the  Act 
of  1881  there  was  an  existing  tenancy  ; 
there  was  a  tenant  in  possession,  and  it 
was  only  a  change  from  that  tenant  to 


another  tenant  who  came  in  under  that 
principle  of  free  sale.  But  the  case  in 
this  Bill  was  that  of  a  landlord  who 
had  his  own  property  in  his  own  hands  ; 
and  who  had  a  tenant  forced  in  on  that 
property  against  his  wishes.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  also  said  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  University 
was  wrong  as  to  the  definition  of 
''holding^'  in  the  Bill;  that  the  defini- 
tion was  the  definition  of  "  holding  "  in 
the  Laud  Act  of  1881,  and  he  quoted 
Section  58  of  the  Act  in  support  of  his 
argument.  He  had  not  the  Act  with 
him,  but,  speaking  from  recollection,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  left  out 
words  which  would  show  that  he  was 
wrong,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  University  was  right. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  words  are— 

*'  This  Act,  with  the  exception  of  so  much 
thereof  as  amends  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act,  1870,  in  respect  of  compensation 
for  improvements,  and  with  the  exception  of 
Part  P'ive  of  thin  Act,  shall  not  apply  to 
tenancies  in." 

Mr.  barton  said,  that  was 
his  point.  The  Act  of  1881  did  not 
include  those  tenants.  And  what  was 
further,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  on  the  previous  night 
could  not  answer  the  question  put  to 
him  as  to  whether  demesne  lauds,  pas- 
ture holdings,  and  town  parks  came 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  Categorical 
questions  were  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  each  of  those  points,  and 
the  answer  in  each  case  was  "  We  shall 
see."  This  point,  however,  was  impor- 
tant because  the  Bill  provided  that  where 
a  tenant  was  reinstated  under  its 
provisions  he  should  become  a  present 
tenant ;  so  that  while  the  honest  tenant, 
the  pasture  tenant,  the  town  park  tenant, 
and  the  demesne  land  tenant  would  be 
unable  to  come  in  and  claim  to  have  a 
fair  rent  fixed,  the  dishonest  tenant, 
he  who  had  l)een  evicted  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  would  be 
able  to  acquire  all  the  rights  under  the 
Land  Act  which  the  ordinary  tenant  in 
Ireland  would  have.  He  did  not  think 
it  would  l)e  contended  that  the  wonl 
"holding"  in  the  Bill  did  not  include 
every  *' holding  "  in  Ireland.  What  was 
the  rest  of  the  answer  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ?  He  appeared  to 
stake  everything  on  the  personnel  of 
this  tribunal.    They  asked  what  security 
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was  there  that  the  vague  aud  iudefinite 
powers  unkuowD  to  the  law  which  were 
conferred  ou  it  by  this  Bill  would  be 
exercised  properly  ?  aud  they  asserted 
that  the  House  had  no  right  to  make 
laws  according  to  which  the  rights  aud 
property  of  tenants  would  be  depeudeut, 
not  upon  the  l&w  of  the  laud,  but  ou  the 
individual  persons  who  composed  this 
tribunal.  They  asserted,  further,  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a  proposal, 
aud  nothing  showed  the  injustice  of  the 
Bill  more  than  that  reliance  upon  the 
sense  of  justice  of  the  Commissioners — 
this  falling  back  absolutely  aud  solely  ou 
the  personnel  of  the  tribunal,  and  this 
assertion  that  they  must  trust  entirely  to 
the  justice  of  these  men.  He  and  his 
friends  declined  thus  to  sacrifice  principle 
to  personality.  But  what  about  the 
personnel  of  the  Commission  ?  Nothing 
was  more  difficult  and  more  unpleasant 
to  him  to  have  to  criticise  particular  indi- 
viduals who  were  known  to  him  ;  but  this 
he  would  say  :  that  nobody  could  assert 
that  Messrs.  Fottrell  aud  Greer  were  ou 
the  side  of  the  landlords,  or  that  they 
would  be  on  the  side  of  the  new  tenants. 
He  had  not  a  word  to  say  against  these 
gentlemen  personally  ;  he  did  not  even 
know  Mr.  Greer ;  but  this  he  would  say 
— that  in  his  opinion  they  were  not  men 
with  that  backbone  and  of  that  firmness 
and  fortitude  of  character  necessary  to 
enable  them  to  deal  with  the  problems 
that  would  be  presented  to  them  under 
the  working  of  this  Bill,  nor  would  he  be 
willing  to  entrust  the  administration  of 
such  wide  powers  to  them.  Again,  what 
security  had  they  that  Mr.  White  would 
remain  on  the  Commission  ?  When  the 
Mathew  Commission  was  constituted  a 
Member  was  placed  upon  it  in  whom 
they  could  trust.  But  what  happened  ? 
Hardly  had  it  commenced  its  investiga- 
tions before  that  gentleman  realised  that 
a  task  had  been  imi>osed  upon  him  which 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  perform. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
argued  that  they  should  let  bygones  be 
bygones,  that  there  should  be  a  develop- 
ment of  Clause  13  of  the  Land  Act  of  1891, 
that  a  great  social  plague  should  be  cured, 
and  that  a  difficulty  should  l>e  removed 
from  the  path  of  the  Unionist  Party. 
What  did  this  mean  ?  He  joined  with 
every  Member  of  the  House  in  saying 
that  mere  resentment  against  the  tenants 
was  neither  statesmanlike,  humane,  uor 
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politic,  aud  he  hoped  that  the  vote  of  uo 
man  would  be  regulated  by  such  a  feeling 
of  reseutmeut.  They  were  willing  to 
admit  the  attractive  character  of  the 
appeal  so  far  as  it  did  not  iuterfere  with 
the  lawful  rights  of  other  citizens.  They 
might  forgive  those  who  had  broken  the 
laws,  but  at  the  same  time  they  must  uot 
forget  that  there  was  one  class  of  men 
who  deserved  uothing  but  consideration. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  the  landlord, 
who  had  offended  in  uo  way  against  the 
law.  He  was  offered  the  alternative 
either  of  accepting  a  tenaut  who  was  ob- 
noxious to  him  or  insolvent,  or  both,  or 
to  sell  his  property  at  a  price  which,  if 
it  was  to  be  fair  to  the  State  or  the 
teuaut,  must  be  unfair  to  him.  Besides, 
what  security  had  the  landlord  that  the 
rent  of  the  new  tenant  would  be  paid  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told 
them  he  would  be  compensated  by  the 
Government,  aud  that  he  would  have  a 
rent  fixed  for  his  land.  But  what 
security  was  there  that  a  single  penny  of 
that  rent  would  be  paid  ?  In  most  of 
these  cases  the  tenant  was  insolvent, 
and  he  was  to  be  helped  by  the  State  to 
pay  even  a  small  composition  for  arrears. 
Again,  there  was  no  power  in  the  Bill  to 
compensate  a  landlord  who  had  spent 
money  in  the  improvement  of  his  pro- 
perty during  the  interval.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  on  the  previous  night  quoted 
the  case  of  a  tenant  evicted  for  rent 
arrears  to  the  amount  of  £1,200.  The 
laudlord  resumed  possession  ;  he  found 
the  farm  buildings  and  farm  very  much 
deteriorated  ;  he  spent  considerable  sums 
ou  getting  them  into  proper  condition 
aud  last  year  he  made  £600  upon  it,  or 
£200  more  than  the  rent.  Was  the 
tenaut  iu  that  case  to  have  a  right  to  re- 
instatement ?  Was  the  landlord  to  have 
no  compensation  for  his  outlay?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Haddington  suggested  that  perhaps  the 
tribunal  would  refuse  to  reinstate  in  such 
a  case.  But  what  would  happen  to  the  pre- 
sent teuaut  ?  What  chance  of  social  order 
would  there  be  under  such  circumstances  ? 
The  new  tenant  had  the  terrible  alterna- 
tive either  to  leave  with  compensatiou  in 
the  shape  of  one  yearns  rent,  or  to  be 
boycotted,  intimidated,  aud  possibly 
killed.  Nobody  would  deny  that  a  man 
who  remained  on  a  farm  under  such  cir- 
cumstances would  do  so  at  the  risk  of  his 
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life.  Were  tbey  to  let  bygones  be  bygones 
on  terms  so  utijnst  as  these  ?  They  conld 
not.  But  there  were  other  tenants  in 
Ireland  who  had  to  be  considered — 
tenants  who  had  been  reinstated  by  their 
landlords  before  this  Bill  came  into 
operation.  What  was  their  position  ? 
There  had  been  a  number  of  such  cases. 
On  three  estates  tenants  had  been  re- 
instated, some  paying  six,  some  four,  and 
the  majority  two  years'  arrears.  Such 
cases  had  occurred  on  the  Cloncurry 
Estate  where  the  restored  tenants  had 
been  granted  Si  years'  lease  of  pasture 
land,  and  on  the  Olphert  Estate,  where 
a  namber  of  tenants  had  been  pnt  in  as 
future  tenants  on  paying  two  years'  rent 
with  costs.  It  surely  was  apparent  that 
the  men  who  had  resisted  the  law,  and 
who  would  be  restored  under  this  Bill 
would  be  more  favourably  situated  than 
the  men  who  had  submitted  to  the  law, 
and  who  had  been  reinstated  in  a  legi- 
timate manner  on  payment  of  a  certain 
amount  of  arrears.  He  had  consulted 
the  tenant-farmers  in  his  own  consti- 
tuency and  they  had  expressed  their  pro- 
found indignation  against  the  Bill,  which 
they  said  was  an  insult  and  an  outrage 
to  every  honest  tenant.  They  had 
directed  him  as  their  Representative  to 
oppose  the  Bill  as  far  as  he  could.  What 
was  the  position  oF  the  ordinary  solvent 
tenant  compared  with  the  tenant  who 
would  come  under  the  Bill  ?  As  to 
arrears,  the  honest  tenant  was  liable  for 
six  years'  arrears ;  he  could  be  made 
bankrupt  for  them,  and  he  conld  be 
evicted  for  one  year's  arrears.  The 
evicted  tenant  under  the  Bill  had  the 
benefit  of  a  compulsory  composition, 
under  which  he  need  pay  only  one  year's 
arrears.  As  to  arrears,  many  an  honest 
tenant  had  his  house  in  bad  repair,  and 
he  had  to  pay  for  the  repairs  out  of  his 
own  pocket.  But  the  evicted  tenant 
whose  house  was  in  bad  repair,  perhaps 
because  of  his  resistance  to  the  bailiffs, 
was  to  have  £50  to  eflFect  repairs.  Was 
that  a  fair  and  equal  arrangement  as  be- 
tween honest  and  dishonest  men.  As  to 
purchase,  the  honest  tenant,  if  he  wished 
to  buy  his  farm,  must  go  to  the  Land 
Commission,  a  permanent  Public  Depart- 
ment, which  required  the  strictest 
security  for  the  advance.  But  the 
evicted  tenant  did  not  go  to  a  Public  De- 
partment, bat  to  a  tem{k>rary  tribunal 
erected  for  the.  purpose  of  reinstating 


him.  Tfaie  hon^si-Md  solvent  tenant 
was  only  accepted  as  a  purchaser  with  a 
guarantee  deposit,  consisting  of  one- 
fifth  of  the  purchase-money  kept  back. 
But  the  insolvent  tenant  was  to  be 
accepted  without  any  guarantee  deposit. 
He  ventured  to  assert  that  this  was  most 
unjust,  unequal,  and  unbusiness-like,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  would  realise  the  risks  that  were 
thus  being  imposed  on  them.  It  was  said 
that  the  Bill  was  only  a  development  of 
Clause  13  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act. 
There  was  not  a  shadow  of  foundation 
for  the  suggestion.  Under  that  clause 
no  property  was  taken  from  anyone,  and 
still  less  was  it  taken  without  compensa- 
tion ;  but  under  this  Bill  the  landlord's 
property  was  taken  compulsorily  and 
without  compensation.  Under  Clause 
13,  again,  no  landlord  could  be  forced 
either  to  accept  an  obnoxious  or  insolvent 
tenant,  or  to  sell  his  property  at  a  price 
fixed  by  a  temporary  tribunal,  but  that 
was  what  the  Bill  did.  The  clause  did 
not  force  any  tenant  on  the  State  at  the 
discretion  of  a  temporary  tribunal  ;  and 
it  did  not  interfere  with  any  new  tenant 
who  had  taken  land  and  made  it  his  own. 
Under  the  Bill  the  new  tenant  must  go 
out,  or  remain  to  be  the  target  of  intimi- 
dation and  possible  outrage.  There  was 
no  objection  to  re-enacting  Clause  1 3,  in 
as  far  as  it  enabled  a  tenant,  if  he  were 
solvent  and  had  the  landlord's  consent, 
to  purchase  his  holding.  The  Chief 
Secretary's  chief  point  was  that  this  Bill 
would  settle  a  great  difficulty  in  Ireland. 
If  that  were  so,  no  doubt  many  Members 
would  be  prepared  and,  indeed,  willing  to 
make  many  sacrifices  of  principle.  But 
would  it  settle  the  question  ?  What  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Divi- 
sion of  Dublin  say  on  this  point  ?  He 
was  an  authoritative  witness,  and  he  said 
that,  so  far  from  settling  the  question, 
the  Bill  would  disturb  Irish  society  ;  it 
would  lead  to  disorder,  contention,  and 
strife.  Would  it  stop  crime  and  dis- 
order ?  No  ;  the  hon.  Member  told  them 
it  would  be  an  additional  incentive  to 
crime  and  disorder,  and  would  leml  to 
agitation  far  worse  than  had  ever  been 
seen  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  said 
to  the  evicted  tenants  that  if  they  did  not 
make  the  position  uncomfortable  for  a 
man  who  had  a  farm,  and  if  public 
opinion  was  not  strong  enough  to  drive 
him  out  of  it, there  was  no  hope  for  them. 
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govemnieiit  of  Ireltinil  fur  loauy  jeara  to 
come.  Otherwise  they  would  \m  glad  to 
bnve  this  (litfieiili  aud  burning  qiieatioa 
settled.  He  eoulJ  not  conceive  how, 
RODsideriug  tlie  pledges  miidu  by  hoa. 
Members,  they  should  Iwve  set  their 
facea  agpaiuiit  auy  »elLlem«ut  of  ibiti 
queHtioD.  The  hou.  aud  laanied  Meuher 
for  Dublti]  I'uivemity  hod  (|uuted  scune 
oritiuisRis  of  \i\t  m  uoudemuntiuu  of  this 
Bill  wlieu  il  was  Arst  iutriHluoed.  He 
wm  prepared  to  slaiiit  by  the  critieisina 
tvliLvh  he  uiude  tbeu,  and  which  be 
repeateil  uow,  thnt  the  Bill  was  utterly 
and  wholly  inadequnte  to  settle  the 
evicted  teuauts'  questioii.  Uf  course,  he 
knew  what  the  difficulties  of  the  rlglit 
hou,  Geutleniau  the  Chief  Seoratar;  tci 
Ireluud  were,  aud  what  were  the  lUf- 
fereut  iuterests  that  he  had  to  ooucilifttr, 
tiut  he  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Geotletnan  had  uot  takeu  a  bolder  course 
aud  a  iiigh«r  »tatid  with  regard  to  it. 
The  hou.  and  learned  Meraters  who 
opposed  the  Bill  had  endeavoured  to  laah 
themselves  iuto  fury  in  respect  of  severkl 
of  its  pro  visions,  aud  the  hou,  aud 
learned  GeulJeuiau  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  uhjei-t^l  to  the  toeaeui-e  ou  the 
grouud  that  the  laudlonU  were  uot  com- 
pelled under  its  provisiouE  to  give  a 
certain  aniount  of  security  th&t  tbe 
purchase  iuetalmeut!<  would  be  paid  by 
tbe  reinstated  teuauta.  But  surety  Id 
that  respect  a  couoessiou  bad  been  made 
io  favour  of  (he  landlords.  He  wan 
glad  to  find  that,  as  a  fact,  no  objection 
had  beeu  raised  lo  the  three  gentlemen 
who  hod  been  chosen  to  act  as  atbitrators 
under  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BAKTON  said,  that  he  was  one 
of  those  who  took  objection  to  the  gentle- 
meu  who  were  selected  to  at^t  under  tlie 
Bill. 

Mit.  llARlilNGTON,  continuing, 
said,  he  supposed  it  was  impossible  tu 
sattnfy  the  hou.  and  learned  Geiitlemaii. 
Two  of  the  ttrbitratortt  selected  belonged 
to  the  same  political  Party  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Barton)  belouged,  aud  one  of  tliom 
was  u  geutlemau  to  whose  opinion  upon 
matters  of  ilii^  kiud  tliey  might  very 
well  object  altogether.  He  had  pre- 
viously held  :aa  official  position  in 
IrelauJ,  and  ilfey  had  some  recoUeetiou 
of  his  eKtmor4inary  pranks.  Still,  they 
believed  that  he  was  impartial.  Hotvever, 
as  he  had  aaiOi  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
missiou    we(£    certainly    of    the    uuue 


Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt  the 
lion,  and  learued  Gentleman,  but  that 
was  uot  my  language  as  applied  tu  tbe 
Bill,  but  as  to  one  very  inadequate  provi- 
siou  of  it,  which  allowed  the  tenant-right 
of  an  evicted  tenant  to  be  taken  by  tiie 
new  tenant  without  compeusaliou. 

Mn.  BARTON  said,  he  admitted  the 
hoD.  Member  was  an  authority  to  whom 
they  ought  to  lisleu.  But  the  whole  of 
bis  speech  was  directed  to  the  fact  that 
compulsory  powers  were  not  to  be 
applied  to  the  new  tenant.  All  these 
great  saoriHces  of  principle  were  to  be 
made,  while  one  of  the  most  trustworthy 
the  subject  declared  that 
)t  settle  the  difficulty.  It 
the  Bill  would  rwnove  a 
from  the  path  of  the  Unionist 
I'arty.  But  he  denied  that  the  Unionist 
Party  had  miule  pledges  which  they 
could  uot  redeem.  That  was  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  Governmeut,  far  more  than 
disorder.  Right  hou.  and  hou.  Gentle- 
men now  seated  on  the  Ministerial 
Beuches  had  made  pledges  which  they 
now  found  it  difficult  to  fulfil.  The 
Amendment  left  Uuioniits  perfectly  free 
to  do  justice  in  this  matter  at  any  time. 
The  Uuioniat  Party  when  they  came  into 
Office  would  not  lind  themselves  bound, 
like  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  opposite 
was,  in  dealing  with  the  Irish  evicted 
tenants'  qnestion,  by  pledges  and  preju- 
dices. All  the  Unionist  Party  wished  was 
to  do  justice,  and  that  was  the  extent  of 
llieir  pledges  and  of  their  declarations. 
Tbe  Unionist  Members  had  some  diffi- 
culty in  finding  out  what  were  the 
motives  oE  this  Bill.  There  could  be  no 
question  involved  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
tenants  or  iJie  demerits  of  the  landlords. 
It  any  case  was  attempted  to  be  mode 
out  on  behalf  of  the  tenants  the  laudlords 
would,  of  course,  tnake  out  their  case. 
Believiug  as  he  did  that  the  Bill  was 
easeutially  a  dishonest  one,  he  should 
give  it  his  unqualified  opposition.  The 
measure  was  that  of  a  desperate  Govern- 
meut, aud  unworthy  of  the  character  of 
its  Members  as  statesmen. 

Mu.  HARRINGTON  said,  it  was 
quite  evident  to  him  and  to  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  that  the  Party  repre- 
sented by  the  lion.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  aud  the  hou.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oubliu  University  did  not 
contemplate  becoming  responsible  for  the 
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loliticftl  opiuiori  ne  ibe  boa.  iinii  learned 
inber,  and  be  uoiigratuUW  tbe  CfaJef 
Becretarjr  upon  the  fact  that  be  bad  ]>eeii 
"'"kio  pick  out  tbree  memlicru  for  the 
DDiissioD  about  whom  no  opluiou  of  a 
lile  character  eonlil  be  offered.  Tbe 
I.  HDii  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
iveraity  bad  declared  to  tbe  House 
ihat  tbe  Irish  laudlorU^  were  immaculate, 
aud  lhat  they  bad  never  robbed  tbe 
people  who  were  tbeir  tenants.  Surely 
tbe  bon,  and  learned  Gentleman  must  be 
iliamed  of  tbe  instance  in  which  a  laud- 
brd  recently  drove  his  cattle  through  the 
rowing  crops  of  au  unfortunate  tenant. 
St  was  very  well  known  that  there  were 
CMea  of  eviction  in  Ireland  which  no  oue 
could  d'-f(nd,  and  it  wan  admitied  nu  all 
hands    that    several    tlasseb   of    tenants 

I  ere  in  no  degree  protected  liy  legisU- 
Ml.     It  was  asked  that  there  should  be 
revision  of  judicial  rents,  aud  that  the 
w   should    be   mude    to    include   free- 
ddera,  but  this  wan  refused,  aud  then 
e  Plan    of    Campaign   followed    as   a 
■cessity.     A  year  after  a  Tory  Goveru- 
ent    proposed    legislation,    but    iu    the 
mettntime    all    the    mischief    had    been 
done.     He  was  not  going  to  n&y  that  tbe 
Plan   of   Campaign    might    not  be  con- 
demned, or  that  it  was  altogether  defen- 
aible.     It  wna  a,  terrible  necessity,  and 
thouaandg  of  tenants  were  saved  because 
of  tbe  pressure  that  it  brought  to  bear 
the    landlords.      What    was    tbe 
betweeu      those    who    were 
^icted  before  tbe  Act  of  1HS7  and  those 
I  saved  ?     Had  those  who  were 
BReved  by  it  a  stronger  claim  as  better 
mauls      tlian     those     who     were     re- 
X     months    before     by    more 
landlords  ?      There  was    no 
common  sense  in  deacribingone 
set  of  men  as  crimiuals  and  scoundrels, 
aud  tbe  others  as  honest  men.     Let  them 
^^^M>k  at  the  matter  from  the  point  of  view 
^^Be    the  Jaud lords.      Une    landlord    was 
^^^Ueraut ;  he  gave  a  little  time,  aud  did 
^^Hbt  put  Che  law  in  motion  early  enough 
^^TO  anticipate  delayed  legislation,  and  by 
keeping    his    tenants    he    had   his    rents 
reduced    by  Tory  legislation.      Kow,  it 
was  held  that  this  very  legislation  should 
tat  be  used  to  assist  the  poor  men  who 
!  turned  out  by  UDrcaaouable  land- 
i.     He  knew  one   leaseholder   who, 
K  the  Act  of  1^87,  got  bis  rent  reduced 
|fi!122,  which  showed  that  tbe  land- 
bad    been    chftrging  bim   to   that 


amonat  upon  the  tenant's  improvementa, 
This  roan  could  not  have  continued  pay- 
ing bis  full  rent,  but  liecaUKe  he  held  on 
until  he  nas  relieved  by  tbe  Act  he  was 
described  as  an  honest  person.  But  be 
bad  a  neighbour  who  was  unable  to  meet 
the  gale  of  tbe  rent  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  and  who  went  under,  but  wba 
was  just  as  worthy  a  man  aH  the  other, 
and  paid  as  long  as  be  could.  Was  there 
nothing  to  be  said  forCbis  man  and  others 
like  him  who  were  tbe  victims  of  tbe 
accident  that  the  Act  was  not  passed 
I  sooner,  and  were  these  men  to  be  ex- 
cluded for  ever  from  the  lieuelits  of  this 
legislation  ?  It  was  no  objection  to  the 
Bill  that  it  did  not  amend  ihe  law, 
because  its  only  object  was  to  bring 
within  tbe  scope  of  past  legislation  tbe 
cases  that  had  been  excluded  from  it, 
Aa  to  forcing  unworthy  teunuts  on  land- 
lords, his  experience  was  that  there  wera.^ 
very  few  tenants  who  would  refuse 
pay  rent  if  they  were  able  to  do  so.  If 
it  was  said  that  tbe  Bill  was  inlroduoed 
for  political  purposes,  lie  would  ask,  was 
tliere  uo  political  motive  behind  tli 
Op{>oBition  lionches  that  hod  dictated  tl: 
speeches  made  iu  the  course  of  thi 
Debate  ?'  If  a  Member  of  the  House 
could  go  down  to  an  estate  to  prevent 
Inudlord  coming  to  terms  with  b 
tenants,  was  it  wrong  of  other  Membera 
to  go  to  the  rescue  of  the  teuants  ?  He 
was  supporting  the  Bill  iu  tbe  hope  that 
it  might  be  ameuded  in  Committee, 
Many  of  those  who  opposed  it  would 
only  be  too  glad  to  avail  thomselvee  of 
its  provisions  for  tlie  purpose  of  read- 
mitting their  tenants,  just  as  was  the 
case  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Armagh. 
who  denounced  as  dishonest  cbo  Bill  ol 
1887,  but  yet  almost  took  tbe  doors  ofl 
tbeir  hinges  in  their  anxiety  to  get  intc 
the  Land  Coiut  to  avail  themselves  ol 
the  benefits  of  the  Act. 

Ma.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N-i  :  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  baa 
spoken  of  the  Unionist  Party  having  set 
their  faces  against  any  dealing  with  tbe 
difficult  question  with  which  we  are  m 
conoerned.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a 
justification  for  saying  that  tbe  Union 
Party,  as  a  result  of  tbeir  oppoeition 
this  Bill,  have  set  their  fsM^es  against  any 
plau  which  would  tend  towanls  solving 
what  I  admit  to  be  a  very  great  difficulty 
in  Ireland.  I  must,  therefore,  repudiate 
on  my  own  behalf,  and  I  am  sure  I  can 
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do  so  also  on  behalf  of  my  friends,  any 
desire  to  impose  difRcnlties  in  the  way 
of  an  honourable  and  honest  settlement 
of  the  existing    difficulties.     The  Chief 
Secretary  in    his    speech    deepened    the 
impression  which  he  already  entertained 
of  his  great  desire  to  find  some  solution 
of    this  very  difficult    question.     I  con- 
fess that  I  heard  with  some  regret  that 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  fiould  not  re- 
sist the    temptation    to  make  what  ap- 
peared to   me   to    be   a  very  gratuitous 
and  unnecessary  attack    upon    the  Irish 
landlords.     The    right    hou.  Gentleman 
had  no  goo<l  word    for   the   Irish  laud- 
lords,  and  be  described  them  as  persons 
who  in  the  past  had  often  blighted  the 
peace  and  order  of    Ireland.     I  wonder 
if  he  has  formed  any  opinion  of    those 
people    who    have    been    the    principal 
cause  of  the  trouble  which  he  has  now 
to   face — the    men   who   by   joining   in 
illegal    combinations    hare   crcateil    not 
only  difficulties  for  him,  but  much  greater 
difficulties  for  his  predecessors  in  Office. 
Not  one  single  word  had  he  to  say  in 
condemnation  of  those  who  hail  been  the 
main  cause  of  the  difficulty.     I  think  it 
behoves  everybo<ly   to    bring  to  bear  a 
calm  judgment  and  above  all  a  conciliatory 
spirit  upon  this  question.      I  recognise 
the   difficulty   in   which  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman    is  placeil,  but  at  the   same 
time,  after  having   carefully  considered 
this  Bill,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  ! 
that  it  would  work  great  mischief,  and 
that    it    would    inflict    great    injustice. 
Therefore,  I  can  with  a  free  conscience 
vote   against   the   measure.      Reference 
has   been    made   to    the  Mathew    Com- 
mission and  its  Report.     No  doubt  that 
Commission  reported  that  in  its  opinion 
the  re-enacting  of  Section  B  would  be 
ineffective  for  the  purpose  of  settling  this 
difficult  question.     The  Commission  also 
expressed  its  regret  that  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation appeared  to  be  absent  fromlx)th 
sides.      I  have    never  heanl    that    any 
attempt  has  lx3en  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  bring  about  that  concilia- 
tion which   apparently  the   Commission 
thought  might  have  produced  a  difTerent 
result.     The  hon.  and   learned  Member 
(Mr.  Haldane)  in  one  part  of  his  speech 
referred    to    Lord    Monteagle   and    his 
article    in     The     Nineteenth     Century, 
That  article,  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Meml>er  appeared  to  approve  of,  did  not 
recommend   the  drastic  provisions    con- 
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tained  in  this  Bill.     I  am  quite  sure  that 
everyone  who    knows   Lonl    Monteagle 
knows  that  he  tries  as  a  landlord  to  dis- 
charge   the    duties      of     his     position. 
Speaking  as  a  man  who  has  tried  to  do 
what   he  can    for  Ireland  and  for   the 
tenants,  Lord    Monteagle  expressed  his 
opinion  that  if  it  were  not  alt  that  was 
necessary,  at  all  events,  the  first  attempt 
should   be    some    conciliation   board   to 
bring  these  people  together  who  are  now 
so  far  apart.      I  am  sure    that   if  any 
attempt  of  this  kind    were  made  there 
is  no  man  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
would  offer  any  opposition  to  it,  but  that 
it  would  have  everybody's  support.     My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of   Dublin  (Mr.  Carson) 
in  what  I  hope  I  may  without  offence 
characterise  as  the  remarkable  and  power- 
ful speech  he  delivered  last  night,  pointed 
out  that  this    Bill  would    create   great 
difficulties    in    many    directions    where 
difficulties  did  not  at  present  exist.     He 
referreil  with  great  force  to  many  cases 
that    would     be     brought      under     the 
operation    of    the    Bill,   and    said    that 
if     action      were      taken     under     the 
Bill,     the     greatest      injustice      would 
be     done     to     individuals     in    Ireland^ 
His  statements  were  challenged  in  some 
respects  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member   (Mr.    Haldane),  who  had    the 
advantage  of   being  able  to  look  up  the 
authorities,  has  failed  entirely  to  meet  the 
case  put  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  difficulty  was^ 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  failed  to  appreciate,  at 
all  events,  some  of  the  points  which  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  made  last  night. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pointed  out 
that  in  the  case  of  new  tenants  there  was 
no  power  under  this  Bill  to  do  justice  to 
them,  and  that  they  could  not  be  com- 
pensated even  to  the  extent  the  law  at 
present  provides  for  certain  tenants  who 
may  be  disturbed  in  their  holdings.     He 
pointed  out  that  under  the  Act  of  1870  a 
tenant  disturbed  in  the  possession  of  his 
holding  was  entitled  to  claim   under  the 
present  law  compensation  to  the  extent 
of  seven  years.     The  hon,  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.   Haldane)  never  attempted 
to  meet  that  point.    Mv  hon.  and  learned 
Friend    asked   why,  if  these    men    had 
grievances,  they  did  not  go  to  the  Court 
and  ask  to  have  their  leases  cancelled, 
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%Ud  wUftt  was  the  boo.  and  learned  Mem- 
Iter's  answer  to  that  cballeiige  ?  Wby, 
that  tlicse  Kvicteil  ten&uts,  if  you  please, 
make  it  u  point  of  honour  not  to  go  to 
the  Courts  to  obtain  redress.  The  first 
Hcruple  of  honour  they  have  is  that  they 
do  not  pay  the  rent  they  have  uuUertakeu 
to  pay.  What  other  remedy  has  the 
laudlont  except  evietiou  under  such  cir- 
cumatauces  P  The  bon.  and  learned 
Member,  however,  defends  the  position 
of  the  evicted  tenant,  who,  without  any 
reason  or  excuse,  refuses  to  pay  his  reut, 
and  defends  his  action  in  not  going  to  tlie 
Court  to  obtain  reinstatement  in  bis 
holding  in  the  ordinary  course  and  process 
of  law.  I  do  not  understand  points  of 
honour  of  that  kind,  aud  I  do  not  ihink 
it  is  calculated  to  improve  matters  thnt 
statements  of  that  kind  should  go  forth 
from  tUis  House.  Mucli  has  been  said  in 
regard  to  the  Bill,  aud  the  right  bou. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  argued 
that  there  was  inthis  proposal  no  new  prin- 
ciple,  and  that  precedents  might  be  found 
for  practically  everything  it  contained. 
1  know  of  no  precedent  iu  the  law  of  this 
country  under  which  you  can  take  a 
inau'a  property  compulsorily  away  from 
him,  fixing  the  price  without  bis  inter- 
vention, or  even  force  on  him  a  tenant 
whom  he  is  compelIe<l  to  accept.  The 
Bill  DO  donbt  was  intended  to  be  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  difficulty  of  the  Ptau  of 
Cam  pa  igu  tenants.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
{rentlentan  thought  the  House  might  see 
some  objection  to  legislation  for  the  relief 
of  men  who  had  combined  against  the 
taw  as  had  these  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants.  I  will  not  say  that  was  the 
reason  ;  but  at  any  rate  the  Bill  we  have 
before  ns  is  a  measure  which  is  much 
wider  iu  its  scope,  and  which  I  think 
enlarges  the  area  of  mischief  by  reason  of 
the  widening  of  its  scope.  An  attempt 
has  been  made  to  set  up  some  analogy 
betweeu  Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1879 
and  this  Bill.  I  see  no  parallel  at  all 
between  the  two  cases.  Section  13  was 
passed  in  order  to  remove  the  disability 
under  which  tenants  And  landlords  alike 
laboured  because  they  could  not,  even 
though  they  were  agreed  as  to  the  price, 
go  into  Court,  aud  obtain  the  advances 
for  pnn;baee  which  would  otherwise  be 
opened  to  them.  I  see  no  analogy  atall 
between  the  two  cases,  Uuder  Section 
13  there  was  no  compulsion  either  upon 
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the  tenants  or  upon  the  landlortls  to 
This  Bill  widens  the  area.  It  sets  up  a 
new  tribunal  with  power  to  fix  prices, 
aud  to  take  action  far  and  away  beyond 
that  possessed  by  any  tribunal  at  present. 
It  extends  to  all  evictions  as  far  back  as 
May,  1879.  It  also  sets  up  this  new 
tribunal  which  has,  to  a  certain  extent, 
co-ordinate  powers  with  an  existing 
tribunal  dealing  with  precisely  similar 
cases.  There  is,  I  think,  uot  a  county, 
probably  not  a  barony,  in  Ireland  that 
will  not  have  hod  some  cases  of  evictions 
during  this  long  period  of  time,  and  evic- 
tions, it  must  be  borne  ia  mind,  for  per- 
fectly justifiable  reasons,  and  having 
attached  to  them  no  tincture  of  injustice. 
Yet  you  are  to  have  this  new  tribunal 
dealing  with  the  same  class  of  cases  as 
the  old  tribunal,  end  possibly  arriving  at 
different  decisions.  The  result  will  be 
to  produce  collisions  between  the  Laud 
Commission  Court  and  the  uew  tribunal 
and  to  create  wide  discontent  through- 
ont  the  length  and  breadth  of  Irelaud, 
I  think  that  is  a  serious  blot  upon 
the  Bill.  I  do  uot  know  how  it 
can  be  remedied,  eepeolally  if  you  are 
to  retain  in  the  Hill  the  compulsotr 
power  which  is  at  present  there.  I  think 
it  must  be  apparent  to  the  House  that, 
iustead  nf  tending  to  settle  mutters,  this 
Bill  will  leud  still  further  to  disturb 
them,  inasmuch  as  it  will  extend  the  area 
of  disturbance,  which  is  at  present 
limited  to  a  small  number  of  districts,  to 
a  much  wider  district,  if  not  throughout 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  I  thiuk  that,  if 
for  DO  other  reason  than  this,  we  should 
be  justified  iu  voting  against  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Ilaldane)  made  a  very  able  argn* 
meut  on  behalf  of  Clause  1,  but 
it  appeared  to  me  that  he  failed  to 
appreciate  the  point  made  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Carsou),  that 
the  compulsory  power  contained  in  the 
clause  will  and  must  work  great  hard- 
ship and  injustice  upon  Irish  landlords. 
The  landlords  in  Ireland  are  entitled  to 
justice  as  well  as  any  other  class  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  The  hou.  and  learned 
Member  expressed  his  opiuiou  that  the 
instructions  to  the  arbitrators  in  this 
clause  are  instnictious  to  do  justice. 
My  contention  is  that  they  have  no 
power  under  the  olanso  to  do  justii 
The  hon.  Member  denied  that  injustics 
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would  be  worked  under  tbe  clausey  and 
said  that  when  the  decision  had  been 
arrived  at  and  the  tenant  reinstated,  the 
landlord  would  take  tiie  tenant  to  the 
Court  if  he  wished  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed  under  the  Land  Commission.  That, 
in  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
opinion,  was  a  guard  and  protection 
against  anj  injustice  or  loss  being  in- 
curred by  the  landlord.  Let  me  put  two 
cases  to  him.  Let  me  iirst  take  the  case 
of  a  derelict  farm.  Tiie  hon.  Member 
will  probably  say  that  not  much  loss  will 
be  incurred  there.  Let  us  assume  that 
the  arbitrators  reinstated  a  tenant  on  a 
derelict  farm.  Why,  I  ask,  was  the  farm 
derelict  ?  It  was  derelict  because  the 
tenant  refused  to  pay  his  rent,  and  w:is 
evicted  under  due  process  of  law. 
The  farm  had  remained  derelict, 
let  us  say,  for  seven  years.  Has  there 
been  no  depreciation  of  the  property  due 
to  the  action  of  the  tenant  and  those  who 
supported  him  in  refusing  to  pay  rent  ? 
If  the  landlord  takes  the  tenant  to  the 
Land  Commission  to  get  a  fair  rent,  on 
what  basis  is  the  Land  Commission  to  fix 
the  rent  ?  Obviously  they  must  fix  it  on 
the  present  value  of  the  holding.  There- 
fore, the  landlord  has  imposed  upon  him 
this  loss  by  the  action  of  the  evicted 
tenant,  and  there  is  no  power  under  this 
Bill,  even  though  the  arbitrators  might 
consider  it  just,  to  make  compensation  to 
the  landlord.  The  other  case  I  will  take 
is  that  of  a  number  of  evicted  farms  on 
whicii  the  landlord  has  spent  a  consi- 
derable amount  of  money  with  the  object 
of  restoring  them  to  the  condition  they 
were  in  when  the  tenant  was  evicted.  The 
same  process  may  be  gone  through.  It 
may  bo  that  hundreds  of  pounds  may 
have  been  expended  on  this  property  in 
order  to  restore  it  to  its  former  condition. 
The  fair  rent  to  be  fixed  would  lie  fixed, 
of  course,  upon  the  present  value  ;  but  the 
whole  expenditure  made  by  the  landlord 
in  order  tu  restore  it  to  the  condition  it 
formerly  was  in  would  be  entirely  lost, 
and  no  compensation  could  be  given  to 
him  for  such  expenditure.  I  think  these 
two  illustrations  show  that  under  this  Bill 
injustice  must  be  worked,  as  there  is  no 
power  to  give  compensation  to  the  land- 
lord for  his  loss  owing  to  the  action  taken 
by  those  tenants  whom  you  are  now 
seeking  to  put  back  upon  their  holdings. 
The  other  alternative  which  t^e  landlord 
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has  is  that  he  may  require. the  tenant  ^to 
purchase.  The  hon.  Meniber  for  tbe 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Har- 
rington), I  am  sure  unconaciouBlyy  en- 
tirely misrepresented  what  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  said  with  regard  to  injury 
to  the  security  which  the  State  would 
have  for  the  advance.  My  hon.  Friend 
pointed  out  that  under  the  existing  law 
there  is  a  margin  deducted  from 
the  value  of  the  security  and  left  by  the 
Land  Commissioners  for  a  number  of 
years,  but  that  in  this  case  there  would 
be  no  margin  of  security.  My  hon* 
Friend  was  not  complaining  tliat  thin 
was  a  grievance  which  the  landlord 
would  feel,  but  was  pointing  out  that  it 
was  an  injury  which  the  State  might 
suffer.  There  is  -another  important 
point  which  must  be  borne  in  mind  with 
regard  to  this  security.  Under  this  Bill 
the  purchase  price  is  to  be  fixed  by 
arbitrators,  and  the  Land  Commissiou^ 
who  are  to  advance  the  money,  have  no 
power  to  refuse  this  security  or  the  pnee 
put  upon  it  by  the  arbitrators.  They 
will  therefore  be  in  the  position  of  having 
to  accept  any.  security,  whereas  at 
present  the  permanent  Department  of  the 
Land  Commission  is  responsible  for 
seeing  that  ample  security  is  provided 
for  all  advances  they  make.  I  think  thia 
is  a  very  important  point  to  bear  in  mind» 
inasmuch  as  it  considerably  increases  the 
risk  which  the  State  will  run  in  making 
advances  under  such  circumstances.  The 
hon.  and  Icai'ued  Member  opposite  tried 
to  make  another  point  with  regard  to 
the  free  sale  tenants.  He  said  there  was 
a  power  under  the  Act  for  the  tenants 
to  take  the  landlords  into  Court,  and  that 
the  Court  had  power  to  require  that  the 
landlord  should  act  reasouablv.  But 
surely,  Sir,  there  is  no  analogy  between 
those  two  cases.  In  the  former  case  Par- 
liament gave  protection  to  the  tenant  so 
as  to  prevent  some  interest  of  his  which 
possessed  a  considerable  value  being 
rendered  null  and  void  by  reason  of  un- 
reasonable conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord.  The  tenant  had  a  right  which 
he  could  sell  in  the  market,  and  it  would 
have  been  grievously  unjust  if  the  State 
had  not  protected  that  right.  In  the 
same  way  where  a  transfer  of  leave 
takes  place,  as  it  does  very  often  in 
London  and  elsewhere,  the  landlord  ought 


\ 


Kvieled    Tenant i 


{SO.TiLV  \mi\  (Ireland)  Arbitmtlon  Bill.  590 


not  to  be  able  to  retitse  to  iiccept  the  new 
tfinanC  esrept  upon  rensonable  grouncl]t. 
But  iurely  there  is  no  nualogy  bctweeu 
these  canes  anil  tbo  case  of  forcing  a  latid- 
lord  who  it  may  be   has  takeu  ilie  laud 
into  hie  own    liaiidsi,  and    who    haa  \>eeu 
culllvatiug    aud   improving   it  for  years, 
to   accejit  a  lentint   whom  be    doeti  not 
Wnnt,  unit  pos6iht;r  a    teuuut  who  is  un- 
able to  pay  his  rent.     I  desire  to  tiak  the 
Chief  Secretary  a  queatiou  as  to  Clause  3. 
M^fateaking,  of  course,  as  a  laymao   with 
^^K  knowleilge  of  the  law,  I  notice  thnt 
^^B  regards  Sec^tion    1    the  lau<)lord  has 
^^Rwer  to  require  the  tenant  to  purchase. 
^Tbllowiug  Section    1    comes    the  clause 
which  gives  to  the  arbitrators  powers  to 
lix  the  purchase  and  take  all  necBsflarj- 
^^woceediug?  iu  cniineutiou  with  it.    Then 
^^^HIows  Clause  H,  which    deals  ivith    an 
^^^■Urety  different  class  of  cases,  and  pro- 
^^^Hes  that  the   arbitrators  shall  havt 
^^Hation  to  the  holding  nil  the  power 
tbe  foregoing  provisions  of  ibe  Act.     My 
question  is  this  :   Does  this  power  to  th< 
arbitrators  confer  also  on  the  landlord  tbi 
power  to  call  on  the  tenant  to  ])urchasc  i 
If  it  be  otherwise,  you  might  have  ai 
agreement    come    to    between    the  new 
t^naul  and  the  evicteil  teaanl  under  which 
ho  objection  would  be  raised  by  the 
tenant  to  the  reinstatement  of  the  evicted 
tenant  against  the  will  of  the  landlord, 
would    like   au    explanation  of  what 
lUld  be  the  rights  of  the  landlord  sup- 
n  agreement  were  made  between 
tenant  and  the  reinstated  tenant 
;ainst  his  sanction.     There  is  nothing 
m  the  clause,  so  far  as  I  see,  that  pro- 
tects   the    landlord,    although    there    Is 
that   in     it     which     protects     the     nr- 
powers.     1     have     uoL    very 
ifa  objectiou    to    raise     to    Clause  3, 
iDse  Ii   has  been  rightly  recognised, 
I  think,  that  in  this  case  there  should 
be  no  compulsory  power  exercised.     B 
at  the  same   time  there   is,    I    think, 
grent       danger      of       injustice      lieing 
done     to     the     new     tenants,     not     by 
roaaon  of  the  operation  of  the   law, 
by  reason  of  what  we  may  call  the  pres- 
sure brought  to  bear  elsewhere. 
hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke  of  the 
new  tenants    not  in  terms  of  praise,  aod 
BAid    they    would    have    the    protection 
which   they   had    enjoyed  hitherto, 
that    view    the     hon.     Member    rather 
differed  from  the  view  expressed  by  the 
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Chief  Secretary  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  who  apoke  of  what  might  Ix 
the  effect  of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  message  thereby  sent  to  the 
evicted  tenants,  that  they  need  have  no 
further  hope.  At  present  the  uuw 
teniint  has  tho  law  in  supjioi't  of  his 
poi^itiou.  Yon  are  proposing  lo  amoiul 
the  luw,  and  the  new  tenant  will  then  be 
iu  this  ]>o3ition  that  there  will  be  nothing 
but  his  will  between  him  and  the  evicted 
tenant,  and  I  think  it  is  easy  to  conceive 
how  in  such  ciroumstancos  great  priissure 
will  be  brought  to  bear,  and  possibly 
gi-eat  injustice  worked,  by  reason  of  the 
altcralioti  which  you  are  propoainft  t 
make  in  the  law.  I  an)  not  one  of  thor 
who  are  going  to  charge  (he  Chief 
Secretary  with  an  indisposition  to  pi 
tect  these  new  tenants.  It  is  bin  iluty 
to  prolcct  every  subject  of  Her  Majesty 
ill  Ireland,  the  new  tenants  jusl 
as  tho  evicted  tenants,  and  I  do  not 
doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gcutlemi 
continue  lo  give  that  protection  to  them 
which  the  law  can  afford.  Clearly  they 
will  be  in  a  ranch  less  strong  posit; 
know  it  is  customary  to  speak  of  thoMe 
men  in  terras  offensive,  anil  Us  I  think. 
untrue,  aud  unjust.  But  1  would  ask  th^ 
House  to  remember  the  diflicult  position 
that  these  men  have  filled  in  times  of 
great  difficulty,  1  think  it  would  hardly 
be  exaggeration  to  eny  thnt  at  the  time 
when  the  war  was  going  on  betwoeu  thfr 
teliftiiis  and  the  landlords,  they  exer- 
cised tiie  rights  or  citinens,  and  took  pro^ 
perty  which  was  available  to  them — stood 
up,  in  fact,  iti  support  of  law  and  order, 
and  I  think  they  ought  rather  to 
be  praised  than  blamed  for  their 
Attitude,  I  remember  well  when  tiiat 
war  was  going  on,  how  carefully  and 
anxiously — and  I  am  sure  the  Mcnilicr 
for  Sonili  Tyrone  will  remember  thi^— 
that  lion,  Merobers  from  time  to  tiui^  J 
listened  for  the  Reports  as  to  1 
farms  bad  been  taken,  or  how  many  I 
teuHots  reinstated.  These  men,  T  ihirik, 
performed  difficult  positions  at  that  ] 
lime.  They  showed  the  courage  of  iheii' 
opinions,  and  1  think  really  thnt  thoso 
who  are  in  favour  of  the  niaintcuancc  of 
law  and  order  owe  them  a  debt  nf 
gratitude  rather  than  of  condemnatiort 
There  was  a  mcment  when  the  law  was 
almost  on  the  verge  of  coltapse,uud ' 
order  threatened  to  become  chaos, 
2  B  2 
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these  men,  I  repeat,  who  stood  yaliantlj 
to  tbeir  post  deserved  commendatioD 
rather  than  blame.  Thej  are  entitled  to 
protection,  and  I  hope  they  will  continue 
to  receive  it  as  long  as  they  hold  their 
present  position.  There  is  one  more 
reason.  I  will  ask  this  question :  Is 
this  Bill  likely  to  settle  this  question  ? 
The  hou.  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  has  told  us  that  he  adheres  to 
his  former  utterances.  Well,  those  of  us 
who  heard  the  hon.  Member  on  that 
occasion  will  remember  distinctly  that 
he  predicted  that  the  Bill  would  not 
settle  the  question,  and  I  think  there  are 
substantial  reasons  for  believing  that 
that  view  of  the  question  is  not  an 
inaccurate  one.  The  Chief  Secretary 
gave  us  some  interesting  figures  on  the 
First  Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  they  are, 
as  regards  the  totals,  confirmed  by  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  yesterday  on  the  Second  Reading. 
The  position  is  this  :  There  are  about 
4,000  cases.  To  how  many  does  this 
apply  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
us  figures  on  the  First  Reading,  which  I 
will  ask  permission  to  re-state  to  the 
House.  Quoting  from  the  Mathew 
Commission,  he  said  that  on  the  17 
estates  inquired  into,  there  had  been 
1,360  evictions,  that  there  had  been  re- 
instated 415  tenants,  and  that  there  were 
15  cases  of  settlements  come  to  between 
the  old  tenants  and  the  new  tenants, 
leaving  921  cases  to  be  dealt  with.  Of 
this  number  215  were  new  tenants,  20 
had  purchased  their  holdings,  and  482 
were  in  the  hands  of  landlords  or 
corporations,  and  204  were  derelict.  That 
accounts  for  the  921  cases.  In  addition 
to  the  92 1  cases,  there  were  2,755  other 
applications,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man pointed  out  at  the  time  that  this 
figure  did  not  necessarily  cover  the  whole 
ground,  because  the  figures  were  ad- 
mittedly incomplete.  This  would  make 
a  total  of  3,676  cases,  and  the  compulsory 
powers  of  the  Bill  would  apply  only  to 
the  686  eascii  ;  or,  in  other  words,  the 
compulsory  powers  of  the  Bill  will  apply 
to  less  than  20  per  cent,  of  the  whole  of 
the  cases.  Now,  I  ask  whether,  suppos- 
ing the  Bill  were  put  into  operation  to- 
morrow, and  supposing  that  you  deal  with 
the  20  per  cent,  of  these  cases,  do  you 
think  it  would  settle  the  question  ?  Is 
it  likely  that  those  gentlemen  who  have 
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carried  on  the  agitation  in  the  past,  fresh 
from  their  new  success,  would  be  satis* 
fied  to  leave  the  question  where  it  is  ? 
No,  Sir;  I  say  it  is  obvious  from  the 
figures  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  him- 
self that  this  Bill  cannot  In  its  present 
shape  settle  the  question.  Therefore,  if 
for  that  reason  only,  I  should  feel  justi- 
fied in  voting  against  the  Bill.  Bat  I 
think  there  are  other  reasons  also  which 
will  lead  me  to  vote  against  the  Bill,  I 
look  upon  this  compulsory  legislation  as 
being  in  itself  mischievous  and  unjust. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  admits 
that  the  Bill  is  mischievous  to  some 
extent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
remember,  I  think,  that  yesterday  he 
spoke  of  the  mischiefs  which  he  admitted 
were  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  demurred,  and 
was  understood  to  say  that  what  he  had 
said  was  that  for  every  mischief  that 
could  be  pointed  out  in  his  plan  he 
could  point  out  numbers  of  mischiefs  in 
others. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes;  then  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  saying  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admits  mischiefs  in  his  Bill 
to  a  certain  extent.  I  do  not  want  to 
misrepresent  what  he  said  in  any  way. 
I  look  upon  the  Bill  as  being  a  mischiev- 
ous one,  and  as  introducing  for  the  first 
time  powers  which  are  novel  in  this 
country.  I  do  not  say  it  is  necessarily 
objectionable  from  the  fact  of  certain 
provisions  being  new  ;  but  I  say  that 
looking  at  the  conditions  of  things  in 
Ireland,  looking  at  the  people  you  have 
to  deal  with,  looking  back  upon  the  past, 
that  you  may  anticipate  that  this  is 
merely  the  first  step  upon  an  inclined 
plane  upon  which  you  will  not  be 
allowed  to  stop.  What  an  encourage- 
ment this  will  be  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  threaten  you  with  a  new  campaign, 
who  are  certain  to  institute  a  new  cam- 
paign I  We  have  heard  much  about  the 
wounded  soldiers  in  the  old  campaign. 
What  a  glorious  argument  this  will  be 
for  new  recruits  for  the  new  campaign  I 
The  wounded  soldiers  in  the  old  campaign 
have  been  provided  for  at  the  cost  of  the 
State.  The  victory  rests  with  them,  and 
the  Government  has  absolutely  sur- 
rendered at  discretion.  What  a  war 
cry  it  will  be  !  for  those  gentlemen  will 
make  no  secret  of  their  intentions  in  the 
future.     Sir,  I  believe  the  Bill    to  be 
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dangerous ;  I  believe  it  to  be  mischievoos ; 
J  believe  it  to  be  calcalated  to  do  mach 
harm  ;  and  therefore  on  these  grounds  and 
others  I  certainly  shall,  with  a  clear 
conscience,  vote  against  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  said, 

he  desired  to  intervene  for  a  short  time 

In  the  Debate.  At  the  outset  he  might  be 

allowed  to  saj  that  if  he  knew  anything 

about  the  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland,  and 

what  they  had  sufTered  during  the  last 

seven  or  eight  years,  there  was  nothing 

in  their  lot  to  encourage  other  people  to 

assume  their  position.    If  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  imagined 

that  the  fact  that  these  people  who  had 

been  put  back  to  their  homes,  after  being 

out  on  the  roadside  with  their  families 

for  eight  or  ten  years,  was  sufficient  to 

encourage  others  to  become  evicted 
tenants  like  them,  he  was  speaking 
without  much  intimate  knowledge  of  the 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
menced his  speech  by  saying  that  he  was 
not  going  to  take  up  a  position  of  abso- 
lute hostility  to  the  settlement  of  this 
question.  He  said  that  should  a  well- 
considered  scheme  be  brought  forward  it 
would  be  regarded  by  the  Opposition,  if 
not  with  satisfaction,  with,  at  any  rate, 
a  certain  amount  of  toleration.  He  ad- 
mitted there  was  a  question  to  be  settled, 
and  concluded  his  speech  by  finding  fault 
with  this  Bill,  because  it  would  not  com- 
jifletely  settle  the  question.  That  was  a 
totally  different  position  from  that  taken 
up  by  the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
and  others.  They  denied  that  there  was 
a  question  at  all.  They  did  not  find 
ftiult  with  the  Bill  because  it  did  not 
settle  the  question,  but  what  they  ob- 
jected to  was  the  payment  of  any  public 
money  on  behalf  of  a  class  of  people 
whom  they  described  as  undeserving 
criminals  of  the  worst  kind.  If  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  and  the  other 
Representatives  of  the  landlord  party  in 
Ireland  were  right  that  those  people 
were  undeserving  criminals  who  had 
brought  disaster  upon  themselves,  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  mean  by  saying  that  there 
was  a  great  question  to  be  settled,  and 
that  a  well-considered  scheme  or  some 
other  scheme  than  this  would  receive  the 


consideration  of  the  Opposition  ?  These 
were  two  two  totally  different  positions, 
which  were  taken  up  by  the  representa- 
tives of  the  landlord  party  in  Ireland  and 
by  Members  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  knew  from  his  experience  of  Ireland 
that  there  was  a  very  serious  question  to 
be  settled  if  not  by  this  Government  by 
the  next.  If  it  was  not  settled  it  would 
ultimately  cost  the  country  far  more  than 
the  sum  allotted  for  the  purpose.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
had  said  that  the  Bill  would  not  settle 
everything.  Of  course  it  would  not. 
When  the  Land  Bill  of  1881  was  intro- 
duced into  this  House  the  great  argument 
used  against  it  by  the  landlords*  party 
was  that  it  would  not  be  a  final  settle- 
ment, and  that  Jf  that  Bill  should  pass 
the  representatives  of  the  Irish  people 
would  still  demand  more.  That  was, 
however,  no  real  argument  against  pass- 
ing that  Bill.  He  remembered  the  late 
Mr.  Pamell  said  at  the  time,  that  though 
he  looked  on  the  Land  Act  of  1881  with 
the  greatest  approval  as  going  a  great 
way  in  the  direction  he  desired,  yet  at 
the  same  time  it  would  not  be  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question.  The  way  he 
was  disposed  to  regard  this  Bill  was  in  the 
same  light  that  ihis  leader,  Mr.  Farnell, 
regarded  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  This 
Bill  would,  undoubtedly,  if  properly  ad- 
ministered, do  a  great  deal  towards 
settling  the  question  ;  but  it  would  not 
settle  it  altogether,  and  the  question  they 
had  to  ask  themselves  was  this  :  Were 
they  going  to  refuse  a  Bill  which  would 
partially  settle  the  great  evil  now  exist- 
ing in  Ireland  simply  because  it  would 
not  absolutely  and  completely  settle  it  ? 
He  for  one  would  not  do  that,  and  he 
supported  the  Bill  as  far  as  it  went.  But 
he  would  tell  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
Government,  what  they  must  know  per- 
fectly well,  that  there  was  a  class  in  Ire- 
land who  would  not  be  touched  by  the 
Bill,  and  who  were  causing  more  dis- 
turbance than  any  other  class.  They 
were  the  planters  who  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  eulogised,  and  who  by  their 
lawlessness  had  done  more  to  disturb 
and  break  the  law  than  any  other  men. 
The  present  Chief  Secretary  must  know 
perfectly  well  that  many  of  the  planters 
were  men  who  had  no  interest  in  the 
locality,  and  did  not  take  the  farms  in 
a  bona  fide  way  at  all.     They  came  as 
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the  representatives  of  the  landlords,  for 
the     purpose     of     carrjiog      out     the 
landlords*  policy,  and   he  asserted  that 
these  men,  iu  manj  cases,  by  their  law- 
lessness, drunkenness,  and  insults  to  the 
people  who  were  rightful  occupiers  of  the 
farms,  and  their  wives  and  children,  were 
the  cause  of  the  peace  being  broken. 
There    was   a  case  on  the  Coolgreany 
estate,  County  Wexford,  where  one  of 
the  unfortunate  tenants  was  shot  at  in 
open  daylight  by  one  of  these  men,  with- 
out any  provocation  whatever,  and  the 
whole  country  side   was   turned   into  a 
state  of  disturbance.     Yet,  these  were 
the  men  who  had  been  described  by  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  as  upholders  of  law 
and  onler  in  Ireland.      The    late  Chief 
Secretary  had  said  that  the  people  had 
been  evicted  because  of  their  own  fault. 
But  if   the   right  lion.  Gentleman  had 
listened  more  carefully  to  the  speech  of 
the    hon.    Member     for     the     Harbour 
Division,  he  would  have  understood  that 
the  great  majority — he  himself  believed 
nine-tenths — of  the  evicted  tenants  were 
evicted,  not  for  any  fault  of  their  own, 
but  simply  because  Parliament  did  not 
legislate  in  time  for  their  protection.    He 
must  say  that  with  regard  to  the  evicted 
tenants,  whose  farms  had  been  taken,  he 
did   not    know   what   was   to   be   done. 
There  would  be  many  cases  where  by 
the  Bill  one    evicted  tenant   would   be 
res^tored  to  his    holding,    while    another 
just  across  the  road  would  have  no  hope 
of  redress,  not  because  he  was  worse  than 
his  neighbour,  but  because  his  farm  had 
been  taken.      That  man  would   not  be 
satisfied,  and  he  hoped  that  in  Committee 
Amendments  would  be  accepted  to  deal 
with  "  grabbed  "  farms.     If  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  should   not  support  such 
Amendments,  it  would  be  no  reason  why 
this  Bill  should  not  be  uccepteil,  because 
they  had  the  precedent  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1881  to  prove  that  very  often  these 
things  had  to  be  done  by  successive  Acts 
of  Parliament.     He  and  his  hon.  Friend 
who  did  not  follow  the  lead  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Longford    had    been    de- 
nounced   for    opposing    this     Bill  ;     it 
was      said      that      they      had      thrown 
cold      water      on      it,     and     had     dis- 
couraged    the    efforts    of    the  Govern- 
me^it.     However  that  might  be,  they  had 
the  satisfaction  now  of  seeing  £250,000 
in  the  Bill  instead  of  £100,000.     That 
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was  a  great  step  in  the  right  direotion, 
because  it  was  money  that  was  wanted 
to  settle  this  question,  but  it  was  very 
unfair  that  it  should  be  Irish  money.  By 
delaying  legislation  Parliament  liad  in- 
curred the  responsibility  for  the  eviction 
of  these  tenants.  If  the  Bill  which  was 
passed  in  1887  had  been  passed  in  1886 
he  did  not  believe  there  would  have  been 
a  quarter  of  the  evicted  tenants  which 
there  were  now.  The  Irish  Church 
Surplus  Fund,  after  all,  was  a  purely  Irish 
fund  ;  and  although  he  admitted  that  this 
was  a  good  way  to  use  it,  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  for  going  into  ecstasies  of 
gratitude  about  the  remedying  of  an 
Irish  grievance  with  Irish  money.  The 
Irish  people  hail  a  right  to  expect  that 
this  Bill  ^vould  have  been  introduced 
long  ago,  and  he  now  gave  it  his 
support. 

Mr.     CHANNING     (Northampton, 

E.)   said,  he   strongly   approved  of  the 

principle  of  the  Bill,  and  was  glad  that 

the   right    hon.   Gentleman    the    Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  had  seen  his  way 

to    increase    the   amount   of    the   fund 

available  for  carrying  out  tlie  objects  of 

the   measure.      He    agreed   with    what 

had  been   said   by   the   lust   speaker  in 

one    respect     certainly — that    the     Im- 

l>crial     Parliament    had    responsibilities 

towards      Ireland      iu       this      matter. 

The      whole      difficulty      had      arisen 

because  Parliament  had  neglected  Irish 

land  legislation  and  had  not  endeavoured 
to  arrive  at  a  full,  complete,  and  accurate 
solution  of  the  problem  before  it,  a  settle- 
ment of  the  exact  relations  l)etween  land- 
lords and  tenants  and  the  method  to  be 
adoptcd:of  dealing  with  theevicted  tenants 
in  Ireland.  The  Irish  tenants  were  under 
a  sense  of  oppression  at  being  rented  for 
their  own  improvements^  and  there  had 
been  a  long  period  of  over- renting  in 
Ireland.  The  fault  of  the  land  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland,  from  beginning  to  end, 
had  been  that  Parliament  had  not  hitherto 
sufficiently  recognised  the  instinct  of  the 
Irish  people  which  had  animated  the 
entire  agitation  in  favour  of  perpetuity  of 
tenure  and  of  the  view  that  the  tillers  of 
the  soil  should  be  allowed  to  remain  upon 
It  as  tneir  predecessors  had  done.  It  was 
the  failure   of   Parliament  to  recognise 
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t  iusthict  thnt  vrh»  at  the  Itottoiu  of 
tli6  Irieh  land  war  uud  of  the  consequent 
detestable  outrages  aud  <Time  that  hud 
prevailoit  in  that  unhapj)^  country  for  so 
long.  I'hose  terrible  couseqiieucea  lay 
far  more  ftC  the  door  of  ParliameDt  than 
in  the  proi.M3eclm<!8  of  Irish  agitators  who 
bud  heei)  nccnscd  of  hriiigin^ about  those 

Ii^mes.  The  responsibiiityof  pHrlianient 
»d  been  greatly  increased  during  the  last 
BW  years  hi  couHequeoco  of  thi;  refusal 
f  the  la(e  Govemmaut  to  institute 
'oiirts  of  Arbitratiou  and  Couciliatiori 
^hich  might  have  brought  about  n 
baoefu!  solution  of  the  Imh  laud  difB- 
Blty.  Even  in  the  present  Sesttion  we 
lud  hikl  a  further  illustration  of  the 
necessity  of  dealing  with  these  quostions 
between  landlord  and  tenaui.  The  snb- 
ject  had  been  conslderetl  by  a  strong 
Committee,  and  it  (.'Oiild  not  lie  said  that 
the  flviilflnee  brought  l>efore  that  Com- 
loitte«  hnd  establiabed  the  laudlanls' 
thae.  Tberightsof  thelri<ih  teuauts  had 
nerer  been  suHii^iently  or  adequately  prO' 
tected,  Dud  he  maintained,  tlterefore,  that 
measure  was 
rlitioal  expediency,  but  wum  un  honest 
tempt  to  Settle  theq 
evicted  tenants  of  Ireland, 
frsuk  recognition  of  un  iinpcrial  duty 
do  justice  in  the  matter.  Tlie  question 
been  discussed  from  a  very  narrow 
lut  of  Ttew,  8B  if  the  Plan  of  Canipnigr 
las  the  sole  ground  on  wiiich  it  rested. 
ley  had  been  told  that  this  movement  waf 
reality  agrarian,  bill  was  a  mere 
tggleof  lawlessness  initiated  for  tix 
purpose  of  defeating  the  reasnnable  uon 
trol  by  this  country  of  the  aflalrs  of 
lieiaiid.  If!  erery  struggle  for  agrarian 
all  attempts  to  right  wrongs 
those  suHered  by  iho  Irish 
intrj-,  in  every  endeavour  to  soitle 
questions  between  landlord  and 
tenant  there  must  bo  a  certain  amouDt 
of  lawlessness.  That  was  inaeparuble 
from  such  a  struggle.  Fur  the  pnrpose 
of  this  attempt  by  the  Irish  people  to 
right  these  wrongs  and  to  bring  about  a 
better  !<lai«  of  tbiugH  a  less  demoralising 
machinery.  It  bad  Iteen  urged  that  the 
Bill  was  iutende<I  to  reward  the  dishouent 
tenants  who  ha<l  joined  the  illegal  com- 
binatiou  known  aa  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
He  was   not  ooneerued  to  apologit 
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tetter  of  the  law,  but  be  maintained  thM 
it  had  kept  Ireland  free  from  outrage  uinlS 
bad  lessened  the  bitterness  of  the  agrnrianfl 
Btruggle  iu  that  country.     From  what  hel 
hod   read  of    the  circumstances    of    the 
various  struggles  which  had   occurred  in 
Ireland,    it   was    literally    true  that    uo 
serious  crime  or  outrage  could  lie  fairly 
or  justly  attributed  to  the  operation  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  iu  Ireland,    lie  would 
ask  the  Hout^e  to  i-onsider  far  u  moment 
whether    the   more  serious  charges  had 
been    proved    by    the   actual  facts  ami 
figures  of  the  case,  and  whether  the  spirit 
manifesteil  by  the  Irish  teuanls  was  to  be 
attributed  to  unfair  demands  on  their  part,  ■ 
It  had  beeu  proved  in  every  ca^e  whored 
those  demands  hod  been  made  nnd  siih- 1 
stantiatedon  Irish  estates  for  a  reduction    \ 
of  rentK,  they   were,  in   comparison  with 
neighbonriug  estates,  found  to  lie  just  and 
fair.     In  one  typical  case  connected  with 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  it  wuh  fuund  by 
the   Court  that   tenuuts    who    had    dfr- J 
manded  that  their  rents  shonid  be  fixed! 
at   £i    iuslcad    of  £5   should    only  pi^V 
£'.i    ITs.    6<l.     That  was  nn  ilhistratioa  I 
of  the  justness  aud  fairness  of  the  Plan  I 
of  Campaign.     It  bad  beeu  proved  over  1 
and  over  again  that  the  demauils  of  the  f 
tenants  for  u  reduction  ii 
their  rents  were  fully  justified.     Out  of  1 
101    cases    in  which   entaies   had    Ijeen  I 
subjected  to  the  operation  of  the  Plan  of   \ 
Campaign,  satisfactory   settlemente    bad 
been  arrived   at  between    lanJIonls  and 
tenants    iu    84    instances,    while  in  the 
remainiug    17  cases  a  seltlement  might 
have  been    arrived   at  by  the  landlords 
agreeing    to    a  -SO  jyer   cent,  reduction, 
accordiug  to  au  article  attributwi  to  Mr, 
Davitt  in    one    of   the  oiagailne!*.     He 
would  nsk  his  lion.  Friend's  atteiitiuu  to 
those  facts  in  lefereuce  to  the  wild  and 
reckless     nrgiiments     brought     forward 
against    the    Plan    of    Campaign,    aud 
whiuh  hod  been  urged  against  the  Land 
League  as  having  forced  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  into    a  miserable   and    destitute 
situation       in       order     that      it      might 
succeed  m  its  political  objects.     Would 
any      fair  -  minded      man     say     when 
all     but     17     out     of      101 


^seltlemeiitB     recognised      as      fair     and 
reasonable  bad  l>een  arriveil  at,  whether 
It  was  just  aud  reasonable  to  deuouuoi 
that  Plan.     He  admitted  that  the  Plan  I  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as  n  mere  lawless 
of  Campaign  might  be  against  the  strict    political  plot  and  conspiracy,  and  not  to 
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reoogDigo  it  as  a  natural  outcome  of  the 
agruriau  position  in  Ireland  and  as  an 
endeavour  to  settle  the  question  hj  fair 
ineiius  ?  Reductions  had  been  made  to 
the  extent  of  15,  16,  and  17  per  cent,  in 
addition  to  the  originally-fixed  judicial 
rents,  which  might  be  taken  at  19  or  20 
per  cent.  That  would  afford  a  fair 
measure  of  the  reasonableness  of  the 
claims  of  the  tenants;  that,  on  the 
average,  reductions  had  been  made  to 
the  extent  of  at  least  30  per  cent.  This 
was  an  Imperial  question  in  more  senses 
than  one.  The  conduct  of  the  Irish 
landlords  in  not  listening  to  the  wise 
advice  given  them,  and  the  failure  of 
Irish  laud  legislation  had  cost  the 
English  Exchequer  an  enormous  sum  ; 
the  cost  of  the  evictions  on  the  17  estates 
he  had  mentioned  had  amounted  to 
£115,000  ;  and  it  was  estimated  that  the 
expense  of  the  extra  police  necessary  in 
Ireland  had  been  no  less  than  £120,000 
a  year.  That  was  not  an  unreasonable 
estimate  as  the  cost  since  1887  of  this 
policy  of  refusing  to  satisfy  by  fair 
means  the  traditional  demands  of  the 
Irish  people  and  the  right  which  they 
had  claimed  at  all  times  to  the  land 
which  their  ancestors  had  held.  That 
policy  had  cost  an  enormous  loss  to  the 
British  taxpayer.  He  earnestly  urged 
that  the  question  should  be  considered, 
not  as  a  violently-contested  controversial 
topic,  but  ns  a  recognition  of  the  failure 
of  Parliament  to  satisfy  the  legitimate 
and  traditional  claims  of  the  Irish  |>eople  ; 
and  he  was  prepared  as  an  English 
Member  to  support  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  making  the  Bill  as  effective  and  as 
sweeping  as  was  necessary  in  order  to 
achieve  its  purpose.  It  would  be  a  wise 
step  now  to  adopt  a  conciliatory  policy 
in  dealing  with  the  Irish  people,  a  policy 
which  would  promote  the  prosperity  and 
peace  of  Ireland,  and  he  would,  in  con- 
clusion, urge  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
strengthen  the  Bill  and  to  afford  protec- 
tion in  every  sense  of  the  word  to  the 
new  tenants  who  might  be  displaced. 

•Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom) 
hoped  there  would  be  no  confusion  of 
mind  on  this  subject,  and  submitted  that 
the  duty  of  the  House  was  not,  as  the 
last  speaker  suggested,  to  make  provision 
for  a  certain  class,  the  evicted  tenants 
alone,  but  to  see  if  it  was  possible  ''  by 
a  just  procedure  to  get  rid  of  a  source  of 

J/r.  Channiiig 


administrative  coofasioo  and  social 
trouble  in  Ireland.'*  Three  classes  weie 
affected  by  the  Bill — the  evicted  teiuuits, 
the  new  tenants,  and  the  landlords.  He 
appealed  to  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
every  Member  in  the  House  to  confirm 
thai  statement.  It  was  not  their  duty 
to  favour  one  class  against  aDOther, 
and  any  legislation  which  attempted  to 
deal  with  one  in  preference  to  the  others 
was  wrong  and  unjust.  In  a  letter 
written  by  the  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland 
to  an  hon.  Member  in  1892  be  spoke  of 
the  Commission  he  was  about  to  set  on 
foot  as  being  *'an  agent  ot  healing  and 
dt  peace** — ^meaning  no  doubt  between 
the  evicted  tenants  and  the  landlords,  not 
between  the  Government  and  the  evicted 
tenants,  or  between  the  Government  and 
the  party  politicians  in  Ireland,  who  had 
to  some  extent  been  responsible  for  the 
evictions  which  had  taken  place.  By  the 
Act  of  1891  something  was  attempted  to 
be  done,  but  not  what  the  Goremment 
was  now  trying  to  do  or  anything  like  it. 
He  contended  that  there  was  no  analogy 
between  the  13th  section  of  the  Act  cl 
1891,  which  was  purely  permissive,  and 
the  present  procedure*  which  was  com- 
pulsory, and  by  which  a  new  machinery 
was  to  be  created  which  he  could  not 
condemn  in  terms  too  strong.  He  did 
not  think  that  a  proper  foundation  could 
he  obtained  by  such  means.  The  evicted 
tenant  must  first  petition  the  arbitrators  to 
l>e  put  back  into  bis  holding ;  the  petition 
would  then  be  sent  on  to  the  landlord  in 
the  form  called  by  lawyers  a  rule  nUi 
— t.e.,  with  an  intimation  that  if  the  land- 
lord could  not  answer,  the /irtm£  yacte 
case  made  out  by  the  tenant  he  must 
accept  him,  and  put  him  back  again 
upon  his  holding  even  after  an  absence 
of  15  long  years;  that  was  not  like 
Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1891,  in  which 
there  was  no  similitude  to  such  a  pro- 
ceeding. What  could  the  arbitrators 
do  if  within  the  prescribed  time 
the  landlord  made  out  no  case 
in  answer  to  the  tenant^s  claim  ? 
They  would  have  no  choice  in  tiie  matter, 
but  would  be  bound  to  reinstate  the  tenant, 
and  the  landlord  would  have  nothing 
further  to  say  in  the  matter.  He 
could  not  say,  ^  You,  the  arbitrator, 
have  said  I  have  not  made  good  my 
answer  to  this  petition,  therefore  I  will 
sell,**  for  he  had  then  no  choice.  He  must 
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either,  witliiA  the  prescribed  time,  sajr  he 
would  sell  or  make  answer  to  the  petition. 
Uuder  the  Bill  A,  the  evicted  teoant, 
made  his  petition,  and  was  supposed  to 
present  a  primA  facie  case.  The  arbi- 
trator sent  it  on  to  B,  the  landlord,  who 
attempted  to  answer  it.  The  arbitrator 
said,  **  Yon  have  not  made  an  answer, 
and  I  therefore  have  to  reinstate  the 
tenant.**  So  far  as  the  hindlord  was 
concerned  he  had  no  choice,  and  could 
not  say,  '<  I  will  sell  the  land.*'  Let  the 
House  consider  the  hard  case  of  the  man 
evicted  by  "  due  process  of  law  "  in  1879 
after  the  month  of  May.  The  landlord 
of  that  day  who  evicted  the  tenant  was 
dead,  and  his  property  had  passed  to  his 
successor,  who  might  be  a  purchaser  or 
an  heir.  Would  anyone  say  that  it  was 
&ir  that  such  a  teuant  should  be  entitled 
and  able  now,  on  good  cause  as  between 
himself  and  his  landlord  in  the  first  in- 
stance, to  say  he  was  entitled  to  come 
back  and  turn  out  the  preseut  landlord  ? 
Certainly  not.  This  case,  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Buckuill),  ought  to  be  provided 
for,  but  it  was  not.  The  arbitrator 
could  not  say  to  the  tenant  who  had 
shown  good  cause,  '^This  is  a  hard  case 
—it  must  not  be.**  He  was  bound  to  re- 
instate the  tenant  in  his  holding.  He 
would  call  attention  to  another  hard 
case.  A  landlord  might  say,  ''  I 
don*t  want  to  sell;  I  dou*t  think  I 
have  power  to  sell  ;  I  am  trustee  for 
other  persons,  though  the  legal  owner- 
ship vests  in  me.**  Because  the  landlord 
could  not  sell  were  the  evicted  tenants 
to  be  put  in  possession  ?  Uuder  such 
circumstances  would  anyone  willingly 
reinstate  even  a  friend  or  a  relation  ? 
Why,  then,  should  a  landlord  be  bound  to 
reinstate  under  the  Bill  ?  The  answer 
was  that  which  was  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  York  yes- 
terday :  ''  If  you  do  not  do  this  you  will 
have  social  disorder  and  danger,  and  the 
Government  know  they  have  got  to  deal 
with  you.** 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  So  wiU  you  have 
to  deal  with  it. 

•Mr.  BUCKNILL  :  But  did  the  Go- 
vernment deal  equitably  and  justly  with 
all  classes  ?  If  not  they  were  in  the 
wrong.  They  had  no  right  to  conciliate 
one  class  of  the  community  at  the  ex- 
pense of  another.  They  had  no  right  to 
eouciliate  the  evicted  tenant  at  the  ex- 


pense of  the  new  tenant,  and  they  had 
no  right  to  conciliate  the  evicted  tenant 
if  they  were  unjust  to  the  landlord.  In 
the  present  case  the  Government  were 
proposing  to  do  a  vast  amount  of  iujus* 
tice.  The  Bill  was  not  an  attempt  to  do 
justice,  but  an  attempt  to  do  the  im- 
possible. They  had  heard  to-day  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  that  the  Government 
were  aiming  at  the  impossible.  This 
hon.  Member,  though  he  had  spoken  in 
terms  of  strong  commendation  of  the  Bill, 
had  said  on  the  First  Reading  that 

*Mt  would  disturb  Irish  society,  and  par- 
ticulsrly  in  those  places  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had  referred.  He  made  told 
to  say  that  the  proposal  developed  to  the  Ifouse 
was  one  that  must  inevitably  lead  ta  disorder 
and  contention  and  strife,  and  to  an  agitation 
worse  than  anything  which  had  yet  been  seen 
in  Ireland." 

The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 

said— 

"  I  believe  in  my  heart  it  is  beyond  the  power 
of  this  House  ever  to  settle  the  Irish  Land 
Question  finally." 

The  hon.  Member  said  the  Bill  would 
not  settle  the  case  of  the  tenants  who 
were  to  be  evicted  in  the  following  year, 
or  of  those  who  were  under  notice  of 
eviction.  It  would  not  settle  cases  in  the 
future,  but  it  would  be  a  bad  precedent. 
Those  who  thought  they  had  forced  the 
hand  of  the  Grovernment  now  would  not  be 
slow  to  use  this  machinery  in  the  future. 
They  would  say,  ^*  We  made  you  do  it  in 
1894,  and  we  will  make  you  do  it  in 
1898.**  He  had  no  interest  in  Ireland. 
He  was  not  an  Irish  landlord  nor  an  Irish 
tenant ;  but  he  had  the  common  interest 
that  every  man  in  the  House  ought  to 
have,  and  that  every  honest  Englishm^in 
had,  and  that  was  to  see  that  they  did 
not  pass  legislation  that  was  not  pro- 
ductive of  good,  but  which  might  be 
productive  of  evil.  That  was  the 
common  interest  of  every  man  in  the 
House.  He  had  not  said  a  word  about 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He  wished  to 
treat  the  question  as  if  there  had  been 
no  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  to  put  on  one 
side  whatever  might  have  led  to  evic- 
tions. But  he  could  not  help  putting 
this  question  to  himself :  *'  Having  this 
great  difficulty  to  deal  with,  are  you 
dealing  with  it  in  such  a  way  as  will 
be  equally  just  and  fair  to  the  man 
whom  you  have  in  the  first  instance  % 
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desire  Co  ussiHt — iimnel}'',  tlie  evicted 
teosnt,  and  the  idhu  who  ie  now  lawfully 
iu  poaxesfiou,  aud  agninst  whom  no  one 
)]&■  ft  right  Ut  any  a  word,  ant)  who 
nboutd  only  be  turner)  out  iinder  'due 
prooORS  of  law,'  nud  nhioh  is  just  and 
fair  to  the  landlord  ?"  He  could  not 
Auawer  that  qiicatiou  iu  the  affirmative. 
He  did  not  hclieve  that  the  Bill  woiihl 
teud  to  a  peaceful  itettletneat  of  the 
difficult;.  Therefore,  he  should  vote 
against  thc!  Second  Keaiiing  of  the  Bill. 

Mn.RENTOUL(Down,E.)8Bid,  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  iu  his  speech 
introducing  the  Hill  referred  to  curuiii 
gentle  me  II  whom  ho  denominated  Hd 
"  irroconcilaldeo."  Persoually  he  drd  not 
think  he  conid  he  anU\  to  conienuderthiLt 
descriiition,  hecause,  if  thi»  Bill  were 
posHible  of  Ijeing  carried  out,  he  should 
oooBider  that  it  would  be  a  gooi)  and  wise 
Bill  to  have  brought  iu  and  he  would  not 
oppose  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
referred  to  the  evicted  tODauta  under  the 
Plan  of  Compaign  as  the  "wounded 
aoiaiors  of  the  battle."  That,  he  thought, 
w»8  ft  poetic  and  correct  description. 
Undoubtedly  thoy  had  been  wounded  iu 
endeavouring  tn  cnrry  on  the  battle.  But 
what  had  to  be  coafiLdere<l  was  this  : 
that  it  was  A  foolish  battle,  and  the 
getternig  who  conducted  it  were  careless 
in  regnrd  to  their  men.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary claimed  that  he  was  trying  Co  heal 
their  wounds  and  to  pour  halm  into  them, 
and  undoubtedly  if  bij^  plan  for  doing 
that  were  a  feasible  one  it  would  be  a 
very    ungraciouH    thing    to    oppose   bis 
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that  these  men  engngeil  in  a  u-arfare 
which  tbey  were  not  justified  in  under- 
taking. He  objected  to  ihe  Bill  because 
it  was  not  a  reinstating  but  an  evicting 
Bill,  which  was  not  in  itself  a  l>ad  Bill, 
bill  which  was  proposing  to  do  an  im- 
possible thing,  because  if  it  were  put  into 
force  a  great  many  fnmilie'i  would  be  put 
out  in  the  cold.  Fifteen  hundred  men 
ha<l  been  put  into  as  tuany  evicted  farms, 
and  those  farms  which  were  still  untakeii 
might  be  assumed  to  he  the  farmt  of  the 
most  dangerous  of  the  men  who  had  be«u 
evicted,  while  the  1,500  which  had  been 
taken  were  Ibe  farms  of  the  best  of  the 
ictod  tenants.  At  the  very  threshold, 
therefore,  they  bad  to  face  the  objection 
that  this  proponal  woulJ  be  putting  a 
premium  on  the  lawlo^i^ness  of  the  worst 
Mf.  BuckniU 


portion  of  Che  evicted  tenants, 
would  be  relieving  them  at  thi 
pease  of  tenants  who  moat  ni 
the  ayrapathy  of  the  House, 
was  very  possible  that  thoee  leuJ 
who  obeyed  the  mandate  of  hon.  Mi 
beni  below  the  Gangway  hnl  tin 
themselves  out  iiifj>  the  co' ' 
their  real  friends  wer«  those 
them  and  wanted  them  M  fultit  their 
obligations.  The  tenants  to  l>o  reinstate'l 
must  have  been  evicted  either  becanse 
they  could  not  pay  or  because  they  could 
pay  and  would  not.  If  a 
not  pay  then,  was  be  likely  to  bo  able 
to  do  BO  now  ?  Would  not  a  luiidlord  ■ 
in  a  better  position  if  he  look  those 
could  have  paid  and  would  not,  n 
than  those  who  could  not  hnvi:  paid 
all  tiie  fnnns  were  vacant  and  if 
were  to  be  re-oocnpied  by  those 
could  have  ]>aid  and  did  not,  be  shi 
have  had  much  less  objection 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  made  an  iiivesCigation  on  the 
Oxford  estates  tn  Donegal  and  fuuud 
that  the  lea.st  arrears  that  were  owinjr  by 
any  evicted  tenant  were  four  aud  u-half 
years'  rent.  Consequently,  that  state- 
ment made  by  ttie  bon.  Member  for 
Armagh  wa^t  no  exaggeration.  The 
Chief  Secretary  knew  a  good  deal  about 
Ireland,  and  be  sbouhl  know  thai  in 
every  part  of  Ireland  a  man  taking  a 
farm  from  whiclv  anoclier  man  bad  been 
removed  was  called  a  grablier.  That  wa» 
to  say,  if  the  previous  tenant  hud  gone 
out  against  his  will,  his  s 
called  a  grablter,  no  matter  what 
circumstances  were ;  and  thi 
dislike  of  ibo  Irish  tenants  to  grabl 
bad  Iwen  alimtilated  by  the 
which  they  had  hearil  from 
Nationalist  leaders.  That  being 
was  it  possible  that  l,oOC) 
could  be  removed  to  make 
tonanlfl  without  exposing  the  latter 
the  natural  dislike  of  grabbera, 
bringing  about  u  terrible  state  of  affain^_ 
The  Chief  Secretary  said  there  would  be 
a  terrible  state  of  things  if  tho  Bill  did 
not  pass.  If  he  believed  that  the  passing 
of  it  would  not  produce  great  difficulties 
be  would  not  oppose  it.  The  Bill  need 
not  bo  roganled  in  any  Reuse  a.s  a  Part^ 
measiiro,  because  it  was  simply  an 
attempt  to  get  a  number  of  unfortunate 
men  out  of  the  difficulties  in  which  tbey 
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bad    iuvotved    tUeinselves. 
Secretary     was     ei 

hj-  law  whut  tlie  Uon.  Member 
Tor  South  Hiiiils  ilid  without  the 
HBsUtance  of  the  law.  It  ilie  1,500 
new  teuADls  could  bu  remored  witliout 
injuBtice,  be  .lid  uot  thiuk  that  any 
ITuionist  Member  would  oflbr  anything 
but  bia  support  aail  QUCDurai;eroeiit  to  the 
Bill.  Pat  the  Uuioiiist  Mombers  took 
absolutelv  opposite  view  ;  they 
!,elieved  that  the  Bill,  by  displaoiug  the 
~~!W  tenanta,  would  bring  about  a  large 
ipunt  of  crime.  Were  it  not  for  their 
lapatby  witb  (hone  who  bail  talteu  the 
■ealled  grabbed  faniw  Ihey  would  bo 
inclitietl  to  allow  the  Chief  ^euretory  \o 
have  hiB  way  and  to  let  the  Bill  go 
through  in  order  to  prove  the  disaster 
wbich  must  ensue.  But  for  this  appre- 
bensioD  be  would  say  chat  the  Chief 
Secfetary  waa  trying  to  do  au  impoxsible 
tluug  about  aa  well  as  it  i!OuUl  be  doue. 
Admitting  that  the  airempt  of  tbe  Cliiel 
Secretary  might  bo  poaaible,  he  did  not 
Bay  that  any  case  bad  been  made  out 
;ainst  the  clauam  of  the  Bill,  and  bo 
lUght  the  hoD.  Member  for  North 
lagh  was  well  advLsed  wheu  bo  spoke 
the  general  principles  of  the  case. 
Ibjextiou  might  bo  taken  to  the  disLTetion 
with  which  the  arbitrators  were  r.o  be 
iuveited,  or  the  source  from  which  tbe 
money  whs  to  be  taken  ;  and  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  narrowed  itself  down  to 
tlie  single  point  that  I,a03  tenants  would 
bavd  to  go  out,  and  that  this  was  an 
'iotioa  Bill  as  well  aa  a  reinstatement 
oubt  when  the  Unionist 
ifty  returned  to  power  they  would  \>e 
to  have  this  (juoBtion  out  of  the 
ay,  and  if  this  ilill  would  get  it  out  of 
the  way  they  would  be  blind  to  oppose 
it.  But  if  tbe  Chief  Secretary  got  tbe 
farms  now  vneant  relilled,  lie  would  leave 
to  bis  successors  the  legacy  of  dealing 
witb  tbe  1,500  new  tenants,  for  tbe  right 
bou.  Gentleman  did  not  expeet  to  be  in 
Office  when  this  dllfii^nlty  would  have  to 
be  dealt  with.  The  Uuioniata  would  Iw 
left  face  to  face  witb  greater  difficulties 
tiiaa  ever,  and  tiie  right  hou.  tieutleraan 
would  aay,  "  See  what  the  Unionists  are 
dolug."  There  did  not  aoem  to  be  aiiy 
proapect  of  getting  rid  of  the  new  teuauts 
vUhout  bloodshed.  If  the  Bill  had  dealt 
delusively  witb  the  vacant  farms,  there 
Vuld  hare  been  very  littlo  opposition. 
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The  Chief  iind  uut  any  united  opposition,  on  thati 
ing  to  do  side  of  the  Houae.  Many  of  tlieut  whoi 
<d  tbe  sufferiuga  of  tbeae  tenantai 
the  greatest  ijorrow  felt  compelledf 
to  oppose  this  Bill,  believing  that  iK 
Foiild  be  fruitful  in  crime  and  disaster. 
•Mr.  BYLES  (York.  W.B.,  Shipley), 
Haid,  the  one  objection  urged  by 
Members  in  opposition  to  tite  Bill 
in  referenco  to  planters  ou  the  grab  bail - 
fivma.  He  could  not  but  feel  that  there 
was  some  exaggeration  iu  the  statement, 
that  there  were  1,300  planted  farm 
teuauts.  But  even  if  there  were,  mauy 
of  tbem  were  uot  hanojide  tenants.  \mU 
were  simply  creatures  of  the  landlords^ 
caretaker*,  who  jolibed  iilKiut  the  farm 
until  the  present  diffiuulty  should  be 
settled.  Even  if  there  were  1,500  of 
(liese  iiieu,  he  did  not  tlunk  that 
that  WHS  a  sufiioient  reaaou  why  they 
should  not  endeavour  to  arrange  the  ' 
balance  of  diflputes  between  other  tetmnts 
and  tbeir  landlords.  A  good  deal  bad 
been  said  about  the  iojustieo  of  forcii 
upon  landlords  tenants  whoiu  th&y 
unwilling  to  receive.  But  the  {M-iuoipl' 
of  the  Bill  was  exactly  the  same  as  that 
uoutained  In  tbe  Parish  Councils  Bill, 
Buabtiug  the  now  bodies  to  hire  land 
pulsorily,  arid  it  was  the  same  as 
under  which  railway  companies  werti. 
empowered  to  acquire  land  oompulsorilr«| 
But  that  was  uot  tbe  whole  eas< 
had  been  poirited  out  over  and  over  agaitk 
that  these  farma  were  really  possessed 
bv  two  owners.  Parliament  bad  realised 
by  past  legislation  that  the  tenant  was 
partner  witb  tbe  landlonl,  and,  therefore, 
all  tbey  now  proposedlodo  was  to  restore 
tbe  partner.  For  bis  part,  he  would  say 
that  if  either  of  tbe  two  partners  ia  this 
dual  ownership  bad  power  to  evict  the 
other,  it  sbould  oertaiuly  l>e  the  tenant 
who  shonbl  have  tbe  power  to  evict  the 
landowner.  In  99  cases  out  of  100  in 
Ireland  tbe  landlord  did  ahaolntely 
nothing  esuepl  draw  tbe  rent.  That 
was  his  sole  function  in  life.  He  was  a 
perfectly  useless  being.  He  [Mr.  Bytes), 
would  probably  be  misunderstood  if  hft 
said  that  the  sooner  the  laudlordi 
got  rid  of  tbe  belter.  What  he  meant 
was  that  if  the  landlords  were  away  from 
Ireland  altogether  it  would  lie  for  the 
benefit  of  Ireland.  Ue  did  not  wish  his 
remarks  to  be  misconstrued.  Ue  wai^ 
quite    sure   many    landlords    recoguiseiL 
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duties  a.s  lautllords  juM  sa  Bngliafa 
landlonlt  did,  aod  were  benefactors  to 
t}ie  people  who  lived  upon  their  land. 
But,  upon  the  nhole,  to  sweep  out  «f 
Ireland  those  ueelesB  persane  who  simply 
drew  the  rent  would  Ife  for  the  benefit  of 
tlie  countrj-.  The  Irish  tenants  had 
erected  their  farms  oot  of  laud  which 
was  not  worth  a  peppercorn.  \_Cries  of 
"  Oh  !  "]  He  knew  what  he  was  tHlkiog 
about.  But  for  the  industry  of  the  poor 
peasant  teuants  much  of  the  land  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland  would  have 
lH!en  abHotut«ly  worthless.  For  genera- 
tions the  property  of  these  poor  people 
had  been  confiscalecl  by  the  landlord 
class  in  Ireland.  That  was  the  basis 
and  the  root  of  the  whole  agrarian  ques- 
tion, and  it  was  at  the  bottom  of  the  de- 
mand for  Home  Rule.  If  it  had  not  been 
for  that  kind  of  robl>ery  they  would 
never  have  been  where  they  were.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  described  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenants  as  a  lawless 
class,  and  hou.  Gentlemen  on  his  owu 
side  bad  spoken  of  the  combination  in  an 
apologetic  tone.  He  made  no  apology 
whatever  on  behalf  of  the  Plan  of  Cmn- 
paigu  or  of  those  tenants.  These  men 
were  models  amongst  the  teuantry  of 
Ireland,  because  they  had  the  courage 
ftnd  manhood  to  resist  the  enslaving  in* 
fliiencee  to  which  the  t-enantry  of  Ire- 
laud  had  so  long  been  subject.  They 
had  the  manhood  to  say  that  they  would 
not  mulct  their  daughters  who  had  been 
driven 
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of  their  Imrd-cttroed 
pay    impossible 


To    say    that    they 

ould  afford  to  pay  aud  would  not 

as    to    overlook    the  whole    facts 

case.  He  hoped  that  their  example 

be    followed,    and    that   in    the 

I  future  the  Irish  teuantry  would  show  the 

I  Bpirii.  of  combination  even  more  stmugly 

1  they  had  done  in  the  past.     The 

I  Irish  agrarian  controversy    appeare<l    to 

'  im  to  be  on  exactly  the  same  priuciple 

s  the  great  Coal   Strike  of  last  year  or 

I  any  of   the  great  labour  strikes.      The 

miners  refused  to  go  down  into  the  pits 

t  a  wage  which  they  did  not  consider  to 

«    a    living   wage.      They    underwent 

great  privations  and  sufferings  in  onler 

I  establish  an  understanding  between  them* 

[  selves  and  their  employers,  aud  he  re- 

l  joiced  to  know  that  that  very  day  it  was 

\  announced  to  the  public  that  they  had, 

Mr.  Byle* 


for  the  next  two  years,  at  auy  rate, 
accomplished  their  object,  and  had  got 
for  themselves  a  living  wage.  The  Irish 
Icnant  was  in  the  same  position.  He 
joined  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  aud 
deliberately  allowed  himself  to  be  put 
out.  He  thought  that  the  Irish  tenant 
was  to  be  eomraended  aud  praised  for 
attempting  to  obtain  justice  for  his  class. 
A  Liberal  Government  and  a  Lil>erul 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  than 
hom  no  man  lu  the  House  had  a  more 
rupulouB  sense  of  justice,  came  furw&rd 
aud  said  that  these  men  who  hod  been 
years  and  years  in  dispute  with  their 
landlords  were  entitled  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House,  and  the  constituencies 
who  returned  the  Government  to  power 
two  years  ago  told  the  House — he  could 
speak  for  his  owu  constituency,  at  noy 
rate — that  one  of  the  lirst  duties  it  ought  to 
discharge  was  to  put  back  iuto  their  farms 
the  men  who  had  been  evicted  by  their 
co-partners.  The  House  would  only  be 
discharging  in  the  most  direct  and  plain 
way  the  mandate  it  had  received  from  the 
constituencies  by  endeavouring  iu  the 
wise  Hud  moderate  manner  proposed  to 
carry  out  an  arrangement  in  the  form  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  He  believed  that 
this  measure  would  do  a  great  deal 
towards  healing  what  everyba>ly  knew 
was  arunniug  sore  and  a conalaut danger 
to  the  peace  of  Ireland  and  to  the  loyalty 
of  the  Irish  people  towards  the  Empire. 
He  firmly  believed  that  if  the  Bill  were 
passed  it  would  make  mauy  an  Irish 
peasant  who  was  now  resentful  towards 
England  friendly  and  kindly,  and  would 
promote  those  relations  wliich  he  was 
sure  every  Meml)er  of  the  House  desired 
XXI  see  promoted.  If,  however,  this  boon 
were  refused  to  the  Irish  people,  he  for 
one  said  they  were  justified  in  taking  the 
law  into  their  own  hands  by  forming  a 
fresh  combination  such  aa  the  Plan  of 
Campaigu.  This  organisation  was  only 
stiirted  because  legal  remedies  and  legal 
justice  were  refused  to  them.  In  hin 
opinion  all  eombiuatious  of  this  kind, 
whether  they  were  the  result  of  lalwur 
disputes  iu  England  or  agrarian  disputes 
iu  Irelnud,  were  not  the  lawless  and 
vicious  acts  of  vicious  men,  but  were 
crude  attempts  to  obtain  justice.  They 
were  attempts  to  get  by  rough-and-ready 
means  the  justice  which  was  denied  to  men 
or  which  was  too  long  in  coming  through 
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legal  chuDnels.  It  was  becanae  be  be- 
lieved this,  and  because  he  beliered  that 
those  evicted  teaantii,  very  many  of 
whom  lie  koew  persoually,  were  the  very 
ult  of  Ireland,  that  be  earnestly  desired 
that  they  should  be  put  bock  upou  the 
'land  which  was  theirs  10,000  times  more 
than  it  was  their  laadlords',  and  that  they 
should  be  able  to  earn  their  livelihood  and 
to  uontinite  to  bring  up  a  peaceful  and 
a  pious  populatiou. 

Mk.  Wi'NDHAM  (Dover)  said,  be 
doubted  whether  the  doctrines  which 
the  hou.  Member  had  enunciated  io 
big  apeecb  would  commend  themeelves 
to  tnaay  Members  of  the  House.  He 
;did  not  propose  to  dwell  at  length  upon 
^tfie  comparison  the  bon.  Member  had 
drawn  between  the  iitrikea  which  con- 
Tiilaed  the  whole  commerce  of  the 
country  last  year,  and  the  agricultiiral 
eombinatiouB  which  took  place  in  Ireland, 
because  although  there  might  ho  points 
of  likeness  between  these  two  forms  of 
combination,  he  could  find  no  points  of 
likeness  between  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
remment  towards  strikes  in  England, 
and  tbe  attitude  of  the  Government  as 
embodied  in  this  Bill  towards  evict«d 
t«BSDts  in  Ireland,  He  was  not  aware 
Ibat  the  Government  had  ever  enter- 
tained a  proposal  for  forcing  the  em- 
ployers of  industry  in  England  to  take 
back  men  who,  owing  to  the  unfortu- 
nate disputes  that  had  taken  place  had 
tost  the  means  of  euruing  their  livelihood. 
He  did  not  put  this  forward  as  an  argu- 
ment against  tbe  Bill,  because  he  recog- 
nised that  the  position  in  Ireland  was 
altogether  distinct  from  any  position  of  a 
like  kind  in  England.  He  would  uot 
criticise  the  diaquisition  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  upon  dual  ownership  in 
Ireland.  The  hou.  Member  had  said 
many  things  with  which  be  differed,  but 
his  observations  hod  appeare<l  to  tend 
towards  the  view  that  some  large  scheme 
of  purchase  must  be  the  goal  towards 
which  all  parties  in  the  House  should 
aim.  If  that  were  the  hou.  Gentleman's 
view,  he  (Mr.  Wyndham)  shared  it. 
Gladly  would  he  welcome  the  day  upou 
vhiob  the  two  great  historical  Parties  in 
tbe,  House  could  forget  immediate  Party 
advantage,  forget  tbe  recriminations 
which  had  sprung  out  of  the  uphappy 
history  of  the  connection  between 
England  and  Ireland,  and  joio  together 


in  placing  on  the  Statute  Book  some  large 
measure  which  would,  ouce  for  all, 
settle  agrarian  difficulties  iu  Ireland. 
He  believed  that  day  was  far  distant, 
and  it  was  because  he  thought  this 
Bill  would  not  advance  them  one  step 
towards  that  day  that  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  vote  against  the  second  reading. 
The  hou.  Member  (Mr.  Byles)  had  ex- 
pressed doubt  as  to  whether  it  were  true 
that  1,533  farms  were  occupied  in  Ire- 
land by  what  were  calleil  "  planters." 
Those  were  thefigures,  however,  adduced 
from  the  Report  of  the  Mathew  Com- 
mission, and  they  were  the  ligurcs  pre- 
sented oulv  last  year  by  the  hou.  Member 
for  North  Leitrim  (Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hugb.) 
He  it  was  who  toh]  the  House  that  the 
dispute  might  be  narrowed  down  to  1,533 
farms — namely,  those  who  bad  Iteen  let 
to  new  tenants.  Wheu  such  a  divisiou 
of  opinion  existed  upon  the  vital  jioiiita 
at  issue,  as  hud  been  esemplifiod  by  the 
cflurse  of  the  Debate,  what  hope  was 
there  for  the  success  of  a  measure 
evaded  any  practical  attempt  to  deal  with 
these  farms  at  all  ?  His  own  judgment 
upon  the  Debate,  as  far  as  it  had  pn>> 
ceeded,  led  him  to  think  that  the  batani 
of  argument  had  been  on  the  side  of  ihoi 
who  opposed  the  Bill,  He  felt  like  the 
man  who  came  in  rather  late  iu  the  day 
for  a  game  of  ninepins — very  few  of  the 
arguments  of  the  other  side  were  still 
loft  standing.  But  he  would  deal  with 
one  of  the  argumeuts  of  the  hon.  aud 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire which  had  escaped  the 
searching  criticisms  of  those  who  had 
followed  that  hon.  and  learned  Geutle- 
inan  in  Debate  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Members  had  Ijoeu 
criticising  an  argument  put  forward  in 
the  vigorous  speech  of  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University,  who  hod  pointed 
out — and  the  matter  was  one  well 
worthy  of  attention — that  the  evicted 
teuants  had  foregone,  and  deliberately 
foregone,  many  special  privileges  con- 
ferred on  them  by  the  law.  The  lion. 
Member  had  pointed  lo  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  tenants  could  be  divided  into  three 
categories,  aud  as  to  two  of  those  cate- 
gories he  had  said  the  teuants  iu  question 
had  not  foregone  deliberately  those  ad- 
vantages because  they  had  not  h 
ferred  on  them.     He  had  ?nid — 


ith 

in(  ^i 
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^^M      ••  Tbe  t«naiilB  e*io1e<l  t>«f»ie  I88t  tuii]  nut  the 

^^K  iKlviiiitages  tjl  thai  A«(  cniifcrreil  on  Uiem.  ui/l 
^H  the  Icasehnldcre  cvictol  before  IHS7  luid  not  ibc 
^H    advaDtageB  of  ti^e  LRUrl  Aft  o(  l>UtT  iKAtciwcd 

It  seemed  lo  liim  there  wa»  wj  olivious 
reply  to  tliul  urguineot,  uiiil  it  vrus  lUia — 
tbat  in  tliti  ISlli  ulanae  of  tbe  L&ail  Act 
of  1891  botli  these  classed'  were  ailmitted 
to  the  privileges  of  the  measnre.  Both 
tbeee  ulas^ee,  had  ihey  pl»uieil,  might 
have  uome  to  a  voliintArj'  Arraugemf  nl  to 
liilrtibuio  from  iheir  iBnd lords,  and,  thert!- 
fore,  if  tliey  hwl  not  nijwte  any  efforts  lo 
pur(7ba«e  volniitftrily  Ji  mit;li(  l«  Inily 
eaiti  of  tlietn,as  hi»  hon.  Frieuil  hml  surd, 
that  lliey  had  foregone  privileges  con- 
ferred ou  them  by  the  luw.  Then  his 
hon.  Friend  took  the  rbird  i-Uss  of 
tenants — tliose  who  were  ovicted 
Biiheequout  to  all  tlie  agrarian 
legislation  —  and  «aid  ihoy  conld 
uot  dalm  compensation,  as  rhey 
would  by  that  resign  all  moral  title 
to  their  holdings,  and  make  snbmissioD 
to  the  law  of  this  uonntry.  Well,  if  Ibis 
moral  title  wliieb  they  dierUlied  was  to 
lead  Irish  tenants  to  forego  making  use 
of  the  Acts  passed  iu  this  Honsc,  what, 
in  Heaven's  name,  was  tbenteof  wantiog 
the  time  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
passing  yet  another  Act  in  \mi  ?  What 
reason  had  hon.  Members  to  suppose ibat 
the  Jrisb  tenants,  if  they  failed  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Act,  would  not  lueel 
them  with  the  plea  that  lliey  bad  a  moral 
11  of  Ireland, 


^ 


ifll  Parliament  mnst  < 

vith  ' 


It 


assistance  with  lime  and  money 
seemed  to  him  tbat  tbey  bad  little  iu- 
duoemeut  to  believe  tbat  there  was  any 
measure  of  finality  and  hope  of  settle- 
ment in  the  Bill  of  the  Government.  The 

I  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Membor 
Haddingtonshire  endeavoured  to 
defend  the  second  suWection  of  tiie 
tirst  clause  of  the  Bill  from  the  adverse 

,    criticism  passed  on  it  last  uigbt  by  the 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 

j  for  Dublin  University.  They  had  pitied 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member — as  they 
must  always  commiserate  a  strong  man 
struggling  with  adversity —  when  they 
1  endeavouring  to  describe 


what 


Mild  b 


Ht 


had  said  that  the  draftsman  bad 
iud  the  3t4ib  and  39th  paragraphs  of 
e  Report  of  the  Mathew  Commission, 
ifr.  ffyndham 


-like  (he 
said    ut       I 
i  befdH 

of  th^H 

into  f^^H 


and  be  had  Fnid  that  if  tbey  wonld 
that  in  mind    tbey  would  see   that 
arbitrator   would  have  the    widest 
eretioD ;    and    if    they    wonld    read 
tittle  further,  on  in  the  Bill  ihey    w 
see    that   those  powers  wore  unlimi 
Tbat  was  true.     The  last  sentence  of 
third  sub-section  was  to  the  effect 
the  arbitrator,  nfter  consideration   o 
(question   whether  the  conduct  of  eil 
landlord  or  tenant  bad  heeu  unreasonal 

might  make   such  order  in  the  mattif 

be  might  think  consistt^nt  with  justice. 
TImt  sounded  tike  a  page  out  of  the 
Amhiau  Sibils  Euterljiiumeuts — like  (he 
•Iccrees  Maroun  Alraschid  was  said 
pronounce  on  the  people  brought 
him.  Il  wonld  be  in  the  poi 
gentlemen  to  tnm  ibo  landlord  into 
tenaut  and  tbe  tenant  into  the  laudli 
The  hon.  Member  for  Haddington  bad 
dealt  with  various  other  legal  points 
which  he  (Mr.  Wyndbam)  thought  he 
might  leave  to  other  gentlemen  more 
competent  to  deal  with  them.  He  should 
like  only  lo  deal  with  one.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Fi'iend  had  said  that  tbe  defioi' 
liou  of  "bolding"  in  the  Act  of  I 
was  BO  wide  as  t<i  allow  every 
tenant  in  Ireland — even  if  evicted  ft 
town  holdings  or  from  other  kinds 
property  excluded  by  another 
from  the  Act  of  1881— to  obUii 
Btatt^meIlt.  lint  his  hon.  and  leai 
Friend  bad  said  that  tbetntenti 
draftsman  in  all  this  was  perfectly 
plain  ;  but  if  this  was  so,  then 
appear  that  tbe  draftsman  had  not 
divulged  his  intention  to  the  Chief  S( 
tary,  who  was  unable  to  answer 
questions  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
learned  Member  for  the  University 
Dublin  last  night  m  to  whether  tl 
holdings  were  or  were  not  excludnl. 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tbe  MemI 
for  Haddington  had  said  soraetbing 
touched  a  vital  point  in  the  whole  dis- 
cussion. He  had  dealt  at  some 
length  with  the  question  of  thd 
"  planters,"  to  which  nearly  every  sub- 
sequent speaker  had  referred, and  he  said 
not  only  tbat  the  Bill  contained  no  power 
for  forcing  the  tenants  to  leave  their 
holdings — and  here  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  showeil  himself  rather  hardy 
— he  said  that  they  would  not  be  aek^ 
to  go.  He  (Mr.  Wyndham)  had  ta! 
down    the    hon.   and    learned  Memt 


roil  Id 
not       I 
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■  -^rords.  Well,  it  might  Ue  doubted 
wUetlmr  the  method  of  solioiiatiou  would 
take  tlie  form  of  a  polite  request  tn  de- 
part. There  bad  beeu  speakers  who  hod 
indicated  more  prompt  nod  rude  methods 
which  would  ba  brought  to  bear  oa  these 
uafortiinato  new  teuaatd.  It  wbb  not 
only  that  they  would  be  left  to  these 
(lani^ers  of  aocial  ilisoiiler — lliiit  was  not 
the  obief  reaauii  for  the  complaiut  tliat 
the  BiU  was  iitMlequate,  but  because  it 
ignored  the  vrux  of  the  problem.  They 
had  been  taunted  last  uight  with  a.  rool- 
Bwl-brauch  rejectiou  of  auy  acliemo  for 

dealing  with  these  diSeultioe 

^  .    Mr.  J.  MURLEY  :  Hear,  hear, 
^k.  Mr.     W'YJ4DHAM    said,    the   Chief 
^^Becretary  applauded  that,  but  if  he  had 
^^Hbtened   to  the  Debate  he  would  have 
^^^pen  that  the  OppoBitiou  were  prepared 
^^Bt  weloinne  any  attempt  at  dealing  with 
^^^■io    questiou    which    promised    succese. 
^^BEbe  riglit    hon.    GeutlemAu     was    noi 
present    when    the    hou.     Member    for 
Down     addressed    the     Hou  tie.    or     be 
would  have    beard   him    express  regret 
^^tbat  the  Bill    held   out    no   promise  of 
^^WKGesB,    and    promise    that     any    that 
^Hbd  would    meet  with    his    enthusiastic 
^Hnpport,    The  right  hou.  Gentleman  had 
blamed  the  unforlunste  neglect  of  oppor- 
tunity by  the  Opposition,  hnt  there  was 
something  worse  than  neglect  of  oppor- 
tunities, and  that  was  the  ubuiie  of  them. 
The  one  might  involve  delay,  and   that 
delay  might  involve   danger;    but    the 
other,   in  holding  out  hopes    that  were 

■never  realised,  added  another  to  the  list 
U'flvils  of  the  past  to  which  reference 
bd  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mftre.  The  experience  of  the  past  had 
aught  them  that  these  questious  were 
only  settled  by  successive  Aets  of  Par- 
liament. The  hou.  Member  for  Clare 
considered  that  the  Bill  was  a  step  in 
the  right  direction,  because  it  would  in- 
crease the  sum  to  be  advanced  from 
£100,000  to  £250,000.  This  method  of 
legislation  might  commend  itself  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland.  They  might 
be  pleased  at  the  time  of  one  Session 
after  another  being  taken  up  with  this 
attempt  to  cure  the  augry  sores  uf  ibe 
country,  and  that,  at  first,  £100,000  and 
then  £:ioO,000  should  be  devolod  to  these 
attempts.  The  Opposition  regretted 
n>ery  failure,  and  held  that  every  fresh 
~  ilure  would  render  the  eliauce  of  per- 


manent euoeess  more  prablemstieal  than 
before.      Still,  !u  dealing  with  the  new 
tenants  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that  the 
daugai'  might  1>e  great  in  leaving  theeo 
men  praetically  out  of  uccount,  but  that 
the  dftoger  would  he  far  greater  if  they 
did   not  deal  with    the   whole    body    of 
tenants  in  Ireland.      It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  more  dangerous  to  lei  through 
the  majority  of  the  teuauis  and  thcji  to  1 
slam   the   door    in    the    faces    of    their  1 
fellows  :    and  this   was   what  the  right  I 
hen.  Greutloinan  did  iu  this  Bill.     Tha  1 
right  hon.  Gentleman  excluded  from  the  I 
provisions  of  the  Bill  the  very  class  who! 
were  iu  the  minds,,  he  was  sure,  of  every  1 
Irish  Member    when    speaking   on  this  f 
questiou  in  Ireland.      The  part   of  th»  | 
eloquent   speech  of  the  bou.  aud  learned  I 
Member  for  York,  which  recetveilthcmost  1 
prolonged  and  animated  cheering    from  I 
hon.      Members      opf>oBit«,     was      thuX  I 
in    which    he  defended    the  riNgteaden*, 
as  they  were  called,  of  the  Plan  of  Cam-  1 
paign — the  men    who   could    hare   paid  I 
their  rent  but  <lid  not.       These  were  Wm 
words; — 

"  Did  the  hoa.  and  galUnt  or  the  hon.  snd! 
leariieil  Member  cbiok  that  the  teiianla  o{  Iro 
land  as  a  body  would  iransant  to  a  reinstall;- 
mcnt  one  of  the  lerms  of  which  vtna  to  Icavo 
outside  the  pale  the  men  who  hnd  fttaoA  beside 
them  in  the  hour  of  their  need  .'  " 
Were  not  ^ome  of  the  men  ou  the  farmS 
that  had  been  re-let  as  worthy  of  IhosS 
epithets  ad  the  men  to  whom  tlie  Member 
for  York  had  referred  ?  He  did  not  dis- 
cui^s  the  meritu  of  every  action  or  motive 
of  either  class  of  men,  but  he  maintained 
that  if  the  ordinary  ringleaders  ou  every 
estate  in  which  the  Plan  of  Campaign' 
had  l)eeu  started  could  be  so  spoken  of 
the  men  whose  farms  had  been  re-let  were 
entitled  to  the  same  praise.  The  hon. 
Member  had  told  them  that  they  did  not 
uuderstaud  Irishmeu  if  they  believed 
they  would  rest  content  as  long  as  those 
men  were  excluded  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  Opposition  anderHlootl 
Irishmen  well  euongh  to  know  that  eo 
long  as  they  excluded  these  1,53d  meu 
their  measure  of  conciliation  was  nothing 
but  a  pretence.  Practically,  the  whole 
of  the  Lnggacurran  estate  had  been  re- 
let to  new  tenants  ;  one  of  the  old  tenantu ' 
was  a  wttalliiy  Member  of  that  House  ; 
and  the  hou.  Member  for  South  Kerry 
(Mr.  Kilbride)  was  a  typical  instance,  in 
which  the  hon.  aud  learned  Memlwr  for 
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the  18th  eUuse  of  the  Act  of  1891  were 
that  it  would  have  that  effect,  and  the 
same  criticism,  if  it  vras  a  criticism,  might 
be  addressed  against  the  proposal  of  the 
GoYemment.  They  had  nothing  to  fear 
from  this  Bill.  If  thej  coald  restrict  their 
view  to  its  effect  upon  the  fortunes  of 
the  4,000  tenants  and  their  kindlords  <m 
these  estates,  they  might  all  go  into  the 
same  Lobby  and  vote  for  the  tenants 
getting  the  land  and  the  landlords  getting 
the  money.  But  they  could  not  so  re- 
strict their  view.  They  must  think  of 
what  its  ultimate  effect  would  be  upon 
DO  less  an  area  than  the  whole  social 
peace  of  Ireland.  There  were  two  great 
issuesiat  stake — the  peace  of  Ireland  in  the 
first  place,  and,  as  the  minor  issue,  a  con- 
siderable expenditure  of  pubic  money. 
For  bis  part,  if  they  could  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  settlement  upon  the  first,  he 
should  not  inquire  too  curiously  into  the 
second.  If  they  could  be  sure  that  this 
Bill  would  coufirm  the  progress  now 
being  made  towards  universal  agrarian 
content  in  Ireland,  he  should  not  mind  if 
it  cost,  not  a  quarter  of  a  million,  but  one 
million  or  two  millions  of  money.  But 
it  was  because  he  believed  that,  far 
from  confirming  that  progress,  it  would 
interrupt  it,  that  he  was  prepared  to  vote 
against  its  Second  Reading.  The  issues 
before  them  were  more  momentous  than 
many  of  tbe  Chief  Secretary's  supporters 
seemed  to  imagine.  They  were  also 
very  novel  and  very  complex.  They 
knew  the  Chief  Secretary  had  disclaim^ 
novelty,  and  had  said  that  every  principle 
in  this  Bill  was  familiar  to  this  House, 
and  that  the  Bill  was  a  mere  extension  of 
the  13th  clause. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  never  said 
that. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  it  was  quite 
true  the  Chief  Secretary  never  said  it, 
and  he  apologised  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  misstatement.  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew  said  it  on  the  Commis- 
sion, and  for  the  moment  he  confused  the 
two  things  in  his  mind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  agree  that  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  talk  as  to  the  policy 
of  reinstatement,  and  that  it  had  been 
said  that  it  was  familiar  to  this  House, 
and  that  it  had  even  obtained  the  sanction 
of  this  House  on  more  than  one  occasion. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  lent  some 
colour  to  this  view  of  the  Bill  by  quoting 


York  referred  the  previous  evening.  As 
fas  as  he  could  see,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Kerry  was  excluded 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  had 
referred  to  these  points  in  order  to  show 
how  it  was  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Bill 
was  doomed  to  become  an  absolute 
failure.  This  was  by  no  means  the  first 
attempt  which  had  been  made  to  deal 
with  this  subject  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
This  was  the  fifth  attempt  made 
in  four  years.  The  first  was  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  in 
1891,  which  was  followed  by  that 
of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
in  the  same  year,  and  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  in  1892, 
and  that  of  the  Member  for  North  Meath 
in  1893.  A  great  portion  of  the  time  of 
Parliament  had  been  taken  up  with  this 
question  and  strewn  with  the  wrecks  of 
tbeir  efforts.  If  that  were  so  he  thought 
they  might  abate  a  little  the  sanguine 
expressions  of  hope  which  made  up  so 
much  of  the  speeches  delivered  from  the 
Benches  opposite.  The  Chief  Secretary 
himself  was  not  nearly  so  sanguine  as  his 
followers,  because  in  his  speeches  he 
spoke  of  it  with  earnestness  as  an  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  question.  The  Chief 
Secretary  appreciated  the  difficulties  of 
the  question,  but  a  good  many  of  his 
followers  failed  to  do  so.  Many  of  them 
seemed  to  tbink  that  this  was  a  question  as 
between  landlord  and  tenant  upon  a  cer- 
tain limited  number  of  estates.  He  had 
read  a  letter  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Skipton  Division  which  showed  such  a 
misconception  of  the  scope  and  character 
of  the  Bill  that,  if  it  be  widely  shared  and 
was  not  dispelled  by  their  discussions, 
any  decisions  which  tbey  arrived  at  would 
be  deprived  of  all  value.  In  that  letter 
the  hon.  Member  said — 

"  If  we  have  to  choose  between  a  departure  from 
ordinary  jwlitical  morality,  between  some  dero- 
gation from  the  full  rights  of  the  owners  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  peace  of  Ireland  on  the  other« 
the  less  must  yield  to  tlio  greater,  even  if  it  is 
the  Irish  landlonl  class,  for  the  supreme  needs 
of  the  British  Empire." 

He  thought  everybody  would  agree  in 
those  sentiments,  but  they  were  abso- 
lutely beside  the  issue.  In  nine  cases 
out  of  ten  the  Bill  would  benefit 
the  landlords  on  those  estates — 
it  would  put  money  in  their  pockets. 
Some  of  the  criticisms  levelled   against 

Mr.  Wyndham 
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mora  than  once  the  rigbt  faon.  Gentl«iiiaD 
the  Uember  for  West  Birmiugham,  who 
alleged  that  he  w«a  in  favour  of  the 
extension  of  the  13lh  Clause.  He  bad 
quoted  that  pa«Bage  twice,  and  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  as  being  in  favour  of  a 
policy  which  was  not  very  diSerent  from 
the  policy  of  the  13th  Clause. 

Ur.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  believe 
the  fight  hon.  Gentlemsn  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  had  mentioned 
the  13th  Section. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  he  had  not 
the  quotation  with  him,  but  he  undertook 
to  say  that  the  13th  Section  was  men- 
tioned in  the  very  qiiotatiou  used  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  But  there  was  one 
salient  feature  of  difference  distinguishing 
this  Bill  not  only  from  the  13th  Clause, 
bat  from  every  one  of  the  four  attempts 
which  had  been  made  in  recent  Sessions 
to  deal  with  this  questiou.  In  every  one 
of  tboseattemptspurehase  was  put  forward 
aa  the  primary  solution,  and  reinstate- 
ment was  only  brought  in  as  a  threat  or 
sanction  behind  the  other.  In  this  Bill, 
for  the  very  first  time,  reinstatement  was 


Member  for  Boaoommon  merely  coutem- 
plated  purchase,  but,  in  the  event  of  the 
landlord  refusing  to  sell,  reinstatement 
was  put  iu  as  a  dire  punishment  to  he 
visited  upon  him  for  his  offeuces.  Still 
reinstatement  was  in  the  background. 
The  policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  Bill 
was  a  completely  novel  departure  in  this 
House.  The  other  Bills  all  recognised 
the  problem  of  the  re>let  fanns  to 
be  the  crux  of  the  whole  di£B- 
culty,  but  the  Chief  Secretary's  Bill 
evaded  and  ignored  it  altogether.  This 
was  the  other  novelty  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
thought  that,  l)efore  they  came  to  auy 
decision  ou  it,  they  must  examine  it 
closely  in  the  light  of  these  two  novel 
departures.  He  took  the  question  of 
reinstatement  as  agaiust  purchase.  He 
could  not  for  the  life  of  him  imagine  a 
single  argument  which  had  led  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  prefer  reinatatemeat  to  pur- 
chase. Looked  at  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  laud,  purchase  had  always  been 
recognised  as  preferable.  It  had  always 
been  held  that  it  was  a  hardship  to  force 
u  landlord  to  take  back  a  man  who  had 
failed  to  discharge  his  obligations  towards 
him.  Was  it  not  true  that  from  the  point 
put  forward  as  the  primary  solution  of  .  of  view  of  the  tenant  also  that  purchase 


this  difficulty  and  not  purchase. 
might  be  a  possible  exception  in  the  case 
of  the  Bill,  also  fouuded  ou  the  Report 
ot  the  Mathew  Commission,  brought 


preferable  to  reinstatement?  The 
italments  under  the  Land  Act  of  1891 
ire  iu  every  case  less  than  the  rent  he 
would  have  to  pay,  nuil  there  were  pro- 


t  year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North    visions  in  that  Act  for  assisting  him  if  be 
Leitrim,  but  lest  anyone  should  suppose    fell   into    arrear    not  through    his    own 


tned  nothing  that  was    fault. 


DOt  novel,  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  when  an  application  for  the  CIi 


Mr.  bodkin  said,  that    under   the 
present  Bill  purchase  was  at  the  option 


ma  made,  Mr.  Speaker  declined  to  put    ^e ..     i      n   "^    u  j    »i       ^^  ■ 

..     ^       ."  ..  "^  J  .1,  .  .1      f\       of  the  landlord.  He  was  perfectly  certain 

the  Question  on  the  ground  that  the  De-  '   .     .         .  i  •  i  ■.  ^      i  j. 

,    .  J.         *  ■    I  ■        ■  ■        ,  the  tenants  would  be  quite  prepared  to 

bate  appeared  to  open  up,  in  bis  opinion,  I 1  "^    *. 

a  question  of  great  difficulty  and  com- 
plication,  and    that   question    of    great 
difficulty  and  complication  was  nothing 
leas     than     this :     that     for     the    first .  thi 
time   in    this    House   they    were    asked  |  take 


take  a  Bill  with  purehase  as  the  only 
solution. 

Mit.  WYNDHAM  said,  he  dared  say 
lid  be  quite  prepared  to 
ith   purchase  as  the  only 


o  conside 


to    reinstate,    to   restore    tenants    to   all  |  solution,  but  the  Bill  they  bad  been  asked 

put  forward  reinstatement  as 

'     'on  of   this  difficulty. 

the  Chief  Secretary's 

f    the    landlord    felt   that 


rights,   whereas    on    all  previous 

eioQs  they  had  only  been  asked  to  put    the    primary    soli 

them  in  a  position  to  purchase  and  not    Reinstatement 

restore   them  to  all  their  rights.     The    solution,  and 

measure  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North    reinstatement  was  too  intolerable  be  was 

Kerry  contemplated  priority  of  purchase  '  to  be  at  the  pains  of  appealing,  of  showing 


on  the  part  of  tenants  evicted  from  farms 
which  had  subsequently  been  re-let ;  the 
13th  Clause  merely  contemplated  pur- 
chase. .  Tiie  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon. 
VOL.  XXVII.  [fourth    sbsies.] 


I,  of,  practically,  going  to  law 
order    to    substitute    purchase    for    re- 
instatement.   If  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land   thought    purehase     was     Ijctter 
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than    reindtatcment,    they   agreed  with 
him,    but  why,  in    Heaven^s  name,  was 
it  not  in  the  Bill  ?     Why  did  not  they 
indu<;c  the  Chief  SecretAry  to  make  it  a 
purchase  instead  of  a  reinstatement  Bill  ? 
Purchase   was   lookeil  upon    as  a   final 
remedy,  and  if  it  was  a  good  remedy  for 
estates  in  a  normal  condition,  it  followed 
that  it  was  the  lK3st  remedy  for  estates  in 
connection   with    which  these    unhappy 
events  had  occurred.     Of  all  the  schemes 
for  purchase  that  had  been  put  forwanl 
^he  only  cue  that  hud  commended  itself 
to  the  Unionist  Party  was  the  scheme  of 
purchase  embodied  in  the  13th  Clause  of 
the  Land    Act   of    1891,    because    that 
measure  was  voluntary.     It  was  not  the 
mere  traditional  repugnance  to  compul- 
sion wlii(*h  mtidc  them  prefer  the  policy 
of  the  13th  Clause.    It  was  because  com- 
pulsory   power    in    this   case   conferred 
special  privileges  upon  a  certain  section 
of  Irish  tenants.     It  was  not  compulsion 
against    which   they    rebelled ;    it    was  j 
against  the  result  of  that  compulsion —  i 
namelv,  that  while  the  whole  tcnantrvof  ' 
Ireland,  and   especially   the  tenantry  of 
Ulster,  were  dying    to    have    a  Bill  for 
compulsory  purchase,  they  put  a  certain 
amount   of  compulsory   j)ower    into    the 
liauds   of    the     men    whom,    rightly    or 
wrongly,  they  despised  as  having  failed 
to  fulfil  their  obligations.     That  was,  he 
thought,    a    very    serious    argument    in 
favour  of  the  policy   of  th«.'  13th  Clause, 
an<l  a   very  chunaging  criticism   against 
the    policy    of    this     Bill.       The    Chief 
Secretarv    had  !?omctiuies  said   that    bv 
granting  this  compulsory  }H)wer  they  ditl 
not  give  special  privileges  to  the  evictcMl 
tenants.     He  had  said,  practically,  "  Wo 
don't  give   them   comj)ulsory  purchase  ;  i 
they  are  only  put   on   a   level  with  the  i 
others ;    that    tliov    arc    reinstated    into  1 
their  holdings  and  enjoy  them  as  other 
people     enjoy     their     holdings."        He 
thought    it    was    easy    to   see   that   was 
a   special    privilege   given.     There   was 
the     case     of     the     tenants    whom     he 
might  call  desirable   tenants,    from    the 
landlord's  point  of  view — the  men   who 
fulfilled    their   contracts.     They   had    to 
make  their  bargain  as  best  they  could  ; 
but  what  was  the   position  of   the  un- 
desirable tenants,  and   tenants  who  had 
rendereil    themselves    intolerable   to  the 
landlords.       They    'could     present     the 
landlords  Tyith  the  i^UernfitiyQ  of  Belling 


to  them,  or  of   reoeiTing  them  baek  as 
tenants,  so  that  they  did  not  give  them 
by  this  Bill   a  lever  which  they  might 
apply  at  their  pleasure  upon  the  fulcrum 
of  their  own  unfitness*     It  was  always 
unwise  to  lead   Irish   tenants   to   think 
that  they  could   not  only  resist  the  law, 
but   neglect   the   benefits    oonferred    on 
them   by  the  law.     That  was   the  idea 
which  had  lurked  in  all  their  legislation 
for  Ireland,  and,  although  he  might  be 
told  this  was  a  criticism    which   might 
have  been   passed  on  the  policy  of  the 
13th    Clause,   he   was    sure   the   Chief 
Secretary   would*  agree    that    as   much 
difficulty    spmug    not     only    from     the 
hostility  to  the   restrictions  imposed  by. 
the   law   as    from    the    apathy   of    the 
tenants  of   Ireland  to  the  benefits  cou* 
f erred   by   the   law.     It   was    in  conse- 
quence of  the  repeated  Acts  which  tliey 
had  passed  that  they  were  fostering    a 
belief  in  the  breasts  of  the  Irish  teuauts 
that  they    alone     possessed    inalienable 
rights  which  no  breach  of  the  law  and 
which  no  neglect  to  take  advantage  of 
the  benefits  of  the  law  could  ever  aifect. 
Session   after   Session  was  wasted^  and 
million  after  milliou  was  voted  in  onler 
to  restore  to  the   Irish   tenants   special 
privileges  which,  for  political  purposes, 
they  allow  to  go   by  default.     He  lul- 
mittcil  that  that  was  an  argument  which 
might  be  turned  against  their  policy  as 
embodied    in     the     Idth     Clause  ;     but 
if    there    was    danger    there,    is    there 
not  greater  danger  now  when  the  benefits 
of  that  Act  had  also  been  ignored  ?       If 
there  was  danger  in  putting  the  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted  n{)on  an  equality 
with  the  tenants  who  had  fulfilled  their 
obligations,  is  there  not  far  greater  danger 
in    conferring    special    privileges   upon 
them,  and  did  they  not  push  temerity  to 
its  last  verge  when,  whilst  making  these 
proposals,  they   altogether    ignored    the 
crux  of  the  whole  problem — namely,  the 
farms    which    had  been   re-let    to    new 
tenants    in   Ireland  ?     So    far  as    they 
knew,  and  they  gathered  even  from  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made  that  eveu* 
ing,  this  question  of  the  farms  that  had 
been  re-let  to  new  tenants  in  Ireland  was 
not  only  paramount,  but  was  regarded  as 
of  exclusive  importance  by  the  men  whom 
they  wished  to  conciliate.      The  Chief 
Secretary  professed  to  be  guided  by  Irish 
opinion,  yet  his  Bill  did  not  touch  the 
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problem  as  it  was  understood  by  his  Irish 
advisers  when,  in  the  clause  put  forward 
in  the  Debates  on  the  Land  Act  of  1891, 
it  was  provided  that  where  a  farm  was 
held   bv  a  new  tenant   the   old   tenant 
should  be  allowed  to  offer  as  much  money 
as  the  present  tenant  was  willing  to  give 
for  it.     And   if  any  hon.  Member  would 
road  the  speech  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Lei  trim,  delivered  in  favour  of  his 
Bill  of  last  year,  he  would  see  that  from 
his   argument   he   excluded    the    whole 
number   of    derelict    fai-ms    and    farms 
cultivated  by  the  landlord.     That  wa^  to 
say,  he  excluded  from  his  argumeut  the 
only  farms  with  which  the  present  Bill 
proposed  to  deal,  and  ho  concluded  his 
argument  by  saying  that  the  number  of 
farms   in   dispute  in    Ireland    would  l>e 
reduced  from  3,676  to  l,o33,  which,  he 
added,  was  not  a  very  large  number.  That 
was  to  say  that  the  only  point,  according 
to  him,  in  dispute  was  one  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  ignored  altogether.     If 
he  meant  to  attack   this   problem,  why 
did  not  he  harden  his  heart  and  ask  them 
to  buy  out  these  men  at  the  full  value  of 
their   holdings  with    10  per  cent,  com- 
pensation  for   disturbance  ?      This    Bill 
was  open  to  these  two  objections,  and 
because   these  two   objections  were  not 
addressed  to  the  same  point  they  could 
not   be   set   off  one   against   the   other. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  not  arrived  at  a 
compromise  between  two  rival  solutions. 
He  had  made  a  combination  of  two  views 
— a  combination  which  embraced  for  the 
scheme  of  each  Party  the  very  element 
which  led  to  its  rejection  by  the  other, 
and    which  eschewed-  tlie   only  element 
which   commended    it    to   those   views. 
From  such  a  combination  they  could  not, 
with  any  probable  regard  for  the  future, 
have  much  doubt  as  to  its  failing  to  carry 
out  the  Chief  Secretary's  object.     They 
might  doubt  how  much  this  Bill  would 
settle ;  they  none  of  them  could  know 
how   much    it  would   cost.     The   Chief 
Secretary,   in.  his   speech   on    the   First 
Reading,  said  it  was  impossible  to  say 
with  anything  like  accuracy   what  was 
the  precise  number  of  cases  that  would 
have  to  be  dealt  with  under  this  Bill. 
"  This  is  a  matter,"  he  went  on  to  say, 
'^-which    the    arbitrators    will    have   to 
decide,  and   if  the  arbitrators  are  fully 
seized  of  the  policy  of  this  Bill,  no  doubt 
they  will  oome  to  a  right  conclusion  in  all 


the  cases  before  them."  The  arbitrators 
would  have  to  find  whether  a  tenant  had 
acted  in  a  reasonable  or  unreasonable 
manner,  but  he  asked  the  House  to 
imagine  the  feelings  of  the  man  whose 
farm  was  now  vacant,  but  who  was  found 
to  have  acted  unreasonably  by  this  Com- 
mission. If  they  did  that  they  would 
arrive  at  some  measure  of  the  amount  of 
success  which  was  likely  to  attend  this 
attempt  at  conciliation. 

Mr.    W.   O'BRIEN    (Cork,    City): 
If  the  tone,  the  good  humour,  and,  to 
a  large  extent,  the  conciliatory   speech 
we    have    just    listened    to    had     been 
imitated  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman's  more 
reactionary  colleagues  who  have  borne 
the  burden  of  this  Debate,  I,  for  one, 
should    not  have  dreamt  of   interfering 
even  for  a  few  moments  in  this  Debate. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  admits  and  deplores 
the   evils   which  this  Bill  is  framed  to 
remedy,  and  the  remedy  which  he  him- 
self   suggests   is    beyond    all    doubt   a 
remedy   which    is  provided  for   in   thiff 
very  Bill,  for  in-  this   Bill  it  is    placed 
absolutely     and    unequivocally     in    the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  choose  whether 
a  settlement   under  this  Bill  will  be  a 
settlement  by  reinstatement  or  by  pur- 
chase.    I  do  not  intend   to  allow  myself 
to  l>e  drawn  by  the  taunts  of  the  gentle- 
men who,  1  am  sorry  to  say,  represent 
the  true  spirit  of  opposition  to  this  BilU 
At  the  right  moment  I  should   say  that 
we  will  possibly  be  able  to  take  care  of 
ourselves  if  there  should  be  any  oeoasion 
to  do-  so.     I  do  not  think  there  is  the 
least  occasion  to  do  so.     It  would  be  only 
degrading    a    question   in    reference    to' 
which  any  man  who  values  permanent 
peace    in    Ireland     might     find     some- 
thing    better     to     argne      about     than 
to      keep       fighting       this       question. 
The  old  and  ancient  litany  of  charges 
against  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  which 
we  listened  last  night  and  to-night  has 
been  recito<l  hundreds,  nay,  thousands  of 
times  before  the  English  constituencies 
year  after  year,  and  the  result  was  that 
at    the     General     Election     the    Tory 
Party,  who  put  those  charges  forward, 
were  compelled  to  cross  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     Again  last  night 
and  again  to-night  we  have  these  dd 
charges  repeated,  and  the  action  of  the 
Tory  Party  shows  that  they  are  deter* 
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mined  not  to  allow  us  to  close  this  chapter 
of  ancient  Irish  history.     Certainly,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  not  the 
slightest  desire  to  open  it ;  but  I  cannot 
listen   to    these    charges  —  these    stale 
charges — withoqt    saying  something    to 
remind  the  House  what  are  the  facts. 
We  have  been  told  that  this  Bill  is  a  Bill 
to  screen  persons  who  have  taken  part  in 
;an  illegal  political  conspiracy.     Well,  we 
did  not  know,  when  we  entered  on  this 
rstruggle,  that  it  was  illegal.     I  do  not 
say  that  we  cared  very  much  whether  it 
was  or  not.  \^A  laugh.]  Oh,  certainly  not. 
There  is  not  a  Trades  UnioD  in  England 
'that  was  not  an  illegal  conspiracy  until  the 
Legislature  learned  sense  and  declared  it 
legal.     But  I  want  to  point  out  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
abuse  it  as  you  may,  was  for  more  than 
two  years  in  operation,  and  that  nearly  all 
the  evictions  took  place  before  the  Irish 
people   were   made   aware   that   it   was 
an  illegal  combination,  even  in  the  esti- 
mation of  Tory  juries  in  Ireland.  Instead 
of  being  illegal,  we  had  it   under   the 
authority  of  the  Tory  Attorney  General 
of  the  day  that  the  Government  could 
not  interfere  with  it.     A  number  of  us 
^ere  tried  for  entering  into  an    illegal 
conspiracy,  and,  although  most  elaborate 
precautions  were  taken  to   pack  the  jury 
in  Dublin,  that  jury  of  our  countrymen 
declined  to  convict  us,  or  to   say    that 
there  was  anything  illegal  in  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.       I  think,  under    these   cir- 
cumstances, we  were  justified  in  assum- 
ing that  our  action  was  not  illegal,  and, 
glibly  as  gentlemen  may  talk  about  it 
now  as  an  illegal  conspiracy,  I  venture  to 
submit  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  the 
facts    that  the  Plan  of  Campaign   had 
been  in  operation  for  at  least  two  years, 
and  that  all  the  evictions  had  taken  place 
before  any  authoritative  decision  as  to 
the  illegality  of  the  Plan  was  given.     I 
challenge  anyone  to  deny  that  ever  since 
there  was  an  authoritative  condemnation 
of  the   Plan   of  Campaign  that  on  any 
single  one  of  those  estates  the  tenants 
ever  declined  to  accept  any  reasonable 
terms  of  arbitration,  or  were  not  from 
beginning  to  end  ready  to  submit  to  any- 
thing, lest  that  they  and  their  children 
should    be    driven    to    the    workhouse, 
because  they  combined  against  rack  rents, 
which  the  Tory  Government  afterwards 
admitted  were  intolerable.     We  have  had 

Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


again  and  again   repeated  the  ignorant 
outcry  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  a 
mere  political  dodge,  and  that  it  was  not 
justified  by  the  circumstances  of  agricul- 
tural  depression   in  Ireland.     The   fact 
is  that  these  tenants  did  nothing  what- 
soever that  the  Tory   Chief  Secretary, 
the     hon.     Baronet     the     Member    for 
Bristol,   did    not    do    with     regard     ia 
Lord    Clanricarde,    and    which  Sir    C 
Buller  did   not  do  in    the    same    year 
with  regard  to  the  landlords  of  Kerrj. 
That  is  to  say,  they  put  pressure — what 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Bristol  called  ^*  pressure  within  the  law,*' 
and  we  thought  we  were  well  within  the 
law  in  putting  Trades  Union  pressure  ou 
the  landlords    in   order  to    secure   that 
justice  was  done  to  tenants  in  a  year  of 
appalling  agricultural  depression.     This 
House,    when    it   was   a   Twy   House, 
declined  to  apply  that  pressure  in  a  con- 
stitutional way  when  it  was  asked  to  do 
it  by    Mr.  Parnell  in    ia86w     They  re- 
jected his  proposal  with  seoffing  iu  the 
autumn  of  1886^  but  they  bad  to  pass  a 
Bill,  which  was  far  more  stringent,  in  the 
summer  of  the  following  year  ;  and  what 
the   Plan  of  Campaign  did  was  simply 
to  bridge  over  the  interval  and  compel  the 
landlords  to  do  in  1887  what  they  de- 
clined to  do  in  1B86.     The  opponents  of 
this  Bill  are  iu  this  dilemma — eith^  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  a  necessary  com- 
bination, or  that  the  Tory  Land  Act  <^ 
1887    was   a   political   dodge;    because 
there  is   no  getting  over   the   fact  that 
the  Tory  Laud  Act  of  1887  was  practi- 
cally the  legal  enactment  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,    let   them   abuse   it   now    as 
much   as   they  please,  which  they  were 
compelled  to  pass  into  law  ;  and  if  we 
have  an  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  it  is  merely 
because  the   Tory  Part  most   unwisely 
determined  year  after  year  for  the  last 
six  or  eight  years  to  keep  the  country  in 
hot  water  in  order  to  take  vengeance  on 
the   men   who  beat   them.      That   year 
(1886)  was   a  year  of    most  intolerable 
distress  to  the  Irish  farmers,  and  we  were 
right,  and  the  Government  were  wrong, 
as  all  the  world  now  knows.     Whatever 
may  have  been  the  legal  defects  of  the 
Plan  of    Campaign — and  we   never  re- 
garded it  as   anything  but  a  rough-and- 
ready  remedy — it  brought  the  landlords 
and  the  Tory  Parliament  to  reason  ;  it 
saved  the  Irish  fanners,  and  it  prevented 
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a  terrible  outburst  of  crime  as  well.  We 
have  been  charged  again  and  again  in 
this  House  and  on  Tory  platforms  with 
making  political  capital  out  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  Our  retort  is  that  the 
Tory  Party,  to  their  own  loss  and  ruin, 
endeavoured  to  extract  political  capital 
out  of  the  Campaign  by  attempting  to 
destroy  these  unfortunate  tenants  in  order 
to  prevent  any  further  combination 
against  the  landlords,  and  to  show  what 
terrible  fellows  the  Tory  Party  were  as 
coercionists.  I  have  frequently  stated  in 
this  House  that  the  quarrel  might  have 
been  settled  in  48  hours.  Nothing  would 
have  been  easier  when  the  Act  of  1887 
was  passed  than  to  have  drawn  a  wet 
sponge  over  the  past — for  I  am  certain 
that  up  to  that  time  not  more  than  50, 
certainly  not  80,  of  these  evictions  had 
taken  place — and  to  have  ended  the  whole 
dispute.  I  and  other  Irish  Members 
again  and  again  in  this  House  offered 
to  abandon  the  Plan  of  Campaign  right 
away  if  these  tenants  were  admitted  to 
the  benefits  of  the  Act,  which  they 
themselves  had  won.  But,  no  ;  the  Tory 
Government  did  not  want  peace  ;  they 
wanted  vengeance  ;  they  wanted,  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts  said, 
to  make  examples  of  the  tenantry  of  Ire- 
land for  forcing  Lord  Salisbury  to 
swallow  in  1887  the  declaration  he  made 
in  1886,  that  he  never  would  reduce  the 
judicial  rents.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to 
say  so ;  but  I  think  I  am  bound  to 
say  it,  that  it  was  only  for  the  purpose  of 
wreaking  vengeance  upon  these  few 
bodies  of  tenants  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment passed  their  Coercion  Act.  It 
was  passed  for  no  other  purpose 
than  to  crush  them.  That  Government 
engaged  in  4,000  prosecutions  ;  they  im- 
prisoned about  24  Members  of'  this 
House ;  they  'prosecuted  almost  every 
Nationalist  newspaper  in  Ireland,  and 
they  carried  on  evictions  wholesale  in 
order  to  break  down  our  combination.  I 
sometimes  wonder  whether  some  of  the 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party  do  not  ask 
themselves  what  their  Government 
gained  by  all  these  yeiirs  of  violence.  I 
will  tell  them.  They  simply  gained 
seats  on  the  wrong  side  of  the  House. 
They  played  a  petty  political  game  for 
the  purpose  of  ruining  these  unfortunate 
men  in  onler  to  serve  the  landlords  and 
to  discredit  the  leaders  of  the  movement 


— a  few  Members  of  this  House — and 
what  has  been  the  result  ?  The  evicted 
tenants  have  not  been  ruined,  but  the 
Tory  Government  are.  In  passing  from 
this  subject  I  will  only  say  further  that, 
no  matter  what  you  may  say  about  their 
crimes  or  our  crimes,  these  tenants  were 
in  substance  ri^ht  in  the  beginning  of 
this  quarrel.  They  have  conducted  them- 
selves throughout  all  this  painful  time 
with  marvellous  patience.  They  have 
not  allowed  themselves  to  be  intimidated 
by  coercion,  or  to  be  goaded  into  crime 
by  cruelty  or  suffering.  I  say  that  the 
Irish  people  will  never  abandon  the 
evicted  tenants.  And  what  is  more,  I 
venture  to  say,  with  my  colleagues 
around  me,  that  if  the  Irish  people  were 
offered  Home  Rule  to-morrow  on  con- 
dition of  these  men  being  driven  into  the 
workhouse  they  would  repudiate  it  with 
scorn.  This  is  certain  :  that  while  we 
are  prepared  to  fight,  we  are  also 
prepared,  now  as  always,  to  put 
an  end  to  the  whole  of  this  wretched 
business  on  any  reasonable  terms 
that  will  restore  the  evicted  tenants. 
The  Irish  people  want  no  crowing  over 
the  landlords ;  they  want  no  injustice 
done  to  any  man.  They  simply  and 
honestly  want  to  put  an  end  to  this 
quarrel  once  for  all  on  reasonable  terms. 
We  have  sufficient  confidence  in  the  jus- 
tice and  honesty  of  the  case  of  the 
tenants  that  we  are  perfectly  ready  to 
allow  any  fair  judicial  tribunal  to  decide 
upon  the  equities  of  each  individual  case  ; 
and  if  the  Chief  Secretary  has  beeu> 
fortunate  enough  to  find  such  a  tribunal 
— and  it  is  remarkable  that  up  to  this 
the  fairness  of  the  tribunal  has  not  been 
impugned  by  the  other  side — I  can 
assure  him  that  the  Irish  people  will 
raise  no  difficulty  as  to  any  terms  that 
are  proposed  which  will  do  equal  justice 
between  man  and  man.  As  to  the 
ludicrous  suggestion  that  has  l^een. 
thrown  out  in  the  course  of  this  Debate 
that  the  Irish  Party  are  in  some  tremen- 
dous difficulty  about  the  evicted  tenants 
question,  and  that  the  Bill  is  intended 
to  extricate  them  from  that  difficulty,  it 
is  a  delusion  as  ridiculous  as  it  is  untrue. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  man  who  under- 
stands the  rudiments  merely  of  the  Irish 
question  believes  it  in  his  heart.  This 
evicted  tenants*  question,  instead  of  being 
our  weakness,  is  our  strength,  and  is  one 


62f7 


Evicted  tenants  (COMMONS}    (Ireland)  ArbitraHon  Bill.  628 


of  our  principal  holds  on  tlie  loyalty  of 
the  Irish  people.  I  neod  only  instance 
the  fact  that  the  town  of  Tipperary — 
with  regard  to  which  »onie  ridiculous 
misapprehensions  prevail  in  this  House — 
has  contrihuted  this  year  a  larger  sum 
towards  the  Evicted  Tenants*  Fund  than 
any  other  town  in  Ireland,*  and  sent 
its  contributions  not  to  the  so- 
called  champions  of  New  Tipperary 
in  this  House,  but  to  the  parish 
priest,  the  Kev.  Canon  Cahill,  who 
handed  the  money  over  to  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  teiriblv  abused  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  I  have  been  lately  at  meetings 
of  our  so-called  dupes  upon  two  of  the 
largest  Plan  of  Campaign  estates — the 
Luggacurren  and  the  Ponsonby  estates — 
and  I  can  assure  the  representatives  of 
the  landlords  in  this  House  that  if  they 
had  been  present  they  would  have  given 
up  the  illusion  that  they  are  going  to 
damage  us  in  the  opinion  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen  by  prolonging  this  wretched 
struggle  over  the  evicted  tenants.  We 
are  told  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Armagh  that  this  Bill  will  be  thrown 
out  in  another  place.  That  may  be  so, 
for  the  other  House  has  done  as  foolish 
thi£igs  before.  They  rejected  a  certain 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  one 
year,  and  the  next  year  they  were  able 
to  plume  themselves  on  having  been  the 
principal  organisers  of  the  Land  Leanrue, 
one  of  the  most  fearful  movements  which 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  or  of  any  other 
countrv  had  to  contend  against.  This  is 
«hno»t  too  solemn  a  subject  to  prophesy 
alx>ut,  and  I  recognise  the  danger  of 
vaticination.  But  last  night  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  remindeil  the 
House  that  events  have  invariably 
proved  that  when  they  have  uttere<l 
warnings  in  this  House  the  Irish 
Members  have  been  right  and  their 
opponents  have  been  wrong.  It  was 
so  in  1880  and  in  1886.  I  do  not 
know  how  it  may  be  in  1895  or  1896, 
but  this  I  will  say ;  that  events  will 
prove  that  we  are  right  when  we 
tell  you  here  to-night  that  you 
might  as  well  expect  Englishmen 
to  sell  to  the  enemy  men  who  had 
won  some  great  battle  for  the  existence 
of  the  English  people  as  hope  that  you 
will  ever  in  any  possible  circumstances 
induce  the  Irish  people  to  abandon  these 
evicted  tenants  or  to  let  them  drift  into 
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the  workhouse  for  the  gratification  of  the 
landlords*  revenge.  We  are,  perhaps, 
well  able  to  take  care  of  ourselves  when 
it  comes  to  fighting ;  but  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  we  do  not  want 
a  fight  ;  that  we  do  not  want  to  approacli 
this  Bill  in  a  fighting  spirit,  but  its  objeot 
can  l)e  effected  by  any  reasonable  giv6- 
and-take  arrangement  which  will  ilo 
justice  })etwecn  man  and  man.  I  am 
afraid  there  is  no  use  in  appealing  to 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  not  to 
protract  any  longer  this  discussion  at 
this  preliminary  stage  of  the  Bill  ;  but 
I  will  say  that  I  l»olicve  the  best  friends 
of  the  landlords,  as  well  as  the  friends 
of  the  tenants,  would  do  wisely  and 
well  to  hurry  on  the  Committee  stage  of 
this  Bill,  to  agree  in  Committee  to  such 
Amendments  as  may  improve  it,  and  then 
to  pass  it  into  law  with  as  little  friction 
as  possible. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN   (Lincolnshire,  S1q%- 

ford)  :  The  hon.  MemlKsr  for  Cork  has 

just  told  us  that  it  is  the  object  of  hiiD- 

self  and  his  friends  to  put  an  end  to  the 
quarrels  l»etween  landlords  and  temtnts 
in  Ireland  without  infiictiug  injustice  Olii 
anyone.  I  can  say  at  once,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  with  all  tlie  conviction 
in  the  world,  that  that  is  an  object  witfl 
which,  without  exception,  every  sifagT^ 
Meml)er  in  this  House  will  sympathise, 
no  matter  in  what  quarter  he  may  bfe 
sitting.  But  whether  the  course  which 
the  hon.  Meml)er  has  pursuetl  in  the  past 
with  reference  to  this  question,  or  whe- 
ther the  Bill  now  Iwfore  the  House  is  or 
is  not  calculated  to  effect  that  object.  Is, 
I  am  afraid,  a  very  different  question 
altogether.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  will  make  some  observations  in 
reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
later  on,  but,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  db 
so,  I  will  begin  by  making  some  general 
observations  upon  the  measure  before  us, 
because  I  think  that  the  gravity  and 
importance  of  some  of  the  proposals  it 
contains  cannot  possibly  l)e  exaggerated. 
Sir,  what  we  are  discussing  to-night  is 
really  nothing  more  nor  less  than  another 
new  Irish  Land  Act.  It  is  another 
chapter  in  the  long  series  of  measures  by 
which,  ever  since  I  came  into  this 
House,  I  am  afraid  25  years  ago,  Liberal 
Govelmments  have  been  endeavouring, 
and  in  my  humble  opinion,  with  almost 
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entire  failure,  to  settle  the  Irish  land  i  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  DabKn 
question.  Moreover,  I  desire  to  point  I  University  put  case  after  case  to  the 
out  that  in  some  of  its  provisions  this  '■  Government  last  night.  He  described 
measure  goes  far  beyond  any  proposals  i  various  conditions  under  which  the  land- 
ever  submitted  to  Parliament  in  the  dif-  '  lord  might  be  called  upon  to  resign  the 
ferent  measures  dealing  with  the  land  \  occupation  of  his  own  land.  He  put  half- 
({uestion  which  have  preceded  it.  The  '  a-dozen  specific  ca^s  to  the  Government, 
Chief  Secretary  told  us  yesterday  that  :  and  on  each  particular" case  he  asked,  "Is 
the  Bill  contained  no  new  principles  ;  '  this  a  prifnA  facie  case  for  reinstate- 
that  it  contained  no  principles  that  had  }  ment  ?  "  No  attempt  at  an  answer  has 
not  been  already  sanctioned  by  Parlia-  '•  been  made.  It  is  no  use  to  ride  off,  as 
ment,  and  incorporated  in  some  of  the  j  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Had- 
various  Acts  in  reference  to  land  in  Ire-  !  dingtonshire  did  this  afternoon,  by  refer- 


land.     I   can    refute   that   statement   at 
once   by   asking    the    right   hon.  Gen- 


ring  to  old  Acts  passed  years  ago,  and 
telling  us  that  all  these  things  to  which 


tleman  a  single  questiou.  Is  it  or  is  it  i  we  object  have  been  done  before  at  one 
not  true  that  under  this  Bill  a  man  who  >  time  or  another  in  measures  that  are  now 
has  been  farming  his  own  land  for  15  ;  in  existence.  That  is  no  answer  to  us, 
years,  and  who  has  spent  money  in  |  because  we  always  held,  and  have 
improving  it,  can  be  evicted  from  it,  and  I  demonstrated  over  and  over  again,  that 


be  deprived  of  the  advantages  resulting 
from  the  capital  which  he  has  expended 
tipon  it,  and  be  deprived,  moreover,  of  his 


those  Acts  were,  in  many  respects,  most 
iniquitous  and  mischievous,  and  have, 
moreover,    been    almost    complete    and 


business  as  a  farmer,  in  which  he  maybe  '  absolute   failures.     \^Cries  of   "No  !  "] 
engaged  with  great  profit  and  advantage  :  I  should  like  very  much  to  know  the 
to  himself,  without  one  single  penny  of  '  Member  who  says  "  no." 
compensation  ?      I   ask  the  right  hon.  \     ^      ^    ^  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
G^entleman,  is  not  that  a  true  description    Ta"N"  ^\/'/ 

of  some  of  the   contents   of   this   Bill  ?  ;       ^^        ^' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  deny        Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Well,  1  shall  have 
it;    and  unless  he  can  deny  it  he  must  j  to  say  something  of  the  history  of  those 
khow,  as  well  as  I  know,  and  everybody    Acts,  because  I  think  I  can  convince  the 
else   in    the   House    knows,   that  there    House  that  I  am  accurate  in  isaying  that 
are     principles    of     entire     novelty    in  ;  they  have  entirely  failed  in  their'  pur- 
thls  Bill  for   which   there  is  absolutely  '  pose.    Great  measure  after  great  measuV^ 
no  precedent  whatever   in   any   legisla-    dealing  with  the  land  question  in  Ireland 
tibn     of     the    past.       The    hon.     lind    have  been  passed  daring  the  time  I  have 
leltmed   Member    for    Haddington    this  '  been  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
liff^moon  made  what   was  undoubtedly    nions,  and  I  maintain  that  neaHy  all  of 
an  able  speech,  but   as  a  reply  to  the  !  them  have  been  failures.     The  hon.  and 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  j  learned    Member    for   Haddington  says 
Men^berfor  Dublin  University  last  night,    that  if  we  reject  this  measure  on    this 
it  miist  be  admitted  to  have  been  exceed-  '  occasion   the   House   of  Commons   will 
ingly  I  feeble.      The    hon.    and    learned  i  again    be   guilty    of    the  same  colossal 
Member  said,  *^  You  are  guarded  against  -  blunder  that  Parliament  made  in  reject- 
these   evils,   because    there    must   be   a    ing  the  Compensation  for  Disturbances 
pHm&  facie  case  for  the  reinstatemeht  of    Bill  in  1880.     Yes,  but  compensation  for 
the  tenant ; "  and  he  went  on  to  point    disturbance  did  not  begin  in  1880.  Com- 
out  to  us  the  various  attempts  at  safe-    pensation  for  disturbance  was  embodied 
guards  that  are  contained  in   this  par- 
ticular clause  of  the  Bill.     But  what  is  a 
primA  facie  case  for  reinstatement?    We 
have  asked  that  question  over  and  over 
again,  and,  up  to  the  present,  we  have 


in  the  Act  of  1870  as  it  left  the  House 
of  Commons.  Does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  remember  the  Bill  of  1870  and 
the  fate  which  overtook  it  ?  It  had  not 
been  in  existence  for  many  years  when  it 
not  had  to  that  question  a  shadow  of  an  I  was  found  to  be  so  entirely  inefficient  and 


answer  from  ahjr  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  irb)ta  iinybne  else  who  h'a'^  int^r- 
r^nia'"}ri'''thi«"Debate.     'My'  hon.  fcnd 


had  failed  so  completely  Iti  its  pnrposi^ 
that  its  author  himself  appointed  a  Com 
mission  to  inquire  into  itd  working  ;  with 
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the  result  that  that  Commission  reported 
in  favour  of  the  total  repeal  of  the  Act. 
A  few  months  later,  so  inefficient  was 
the  Act  found  to  be,  that  it  was  ignomi- 
niously  repealed  by  the  same  Minister 
who  had  carried  it  in  the  House  amidst 
the  plaudits  of  his  Party  as  one  of  the 
most  historic  measures  of  the  age. 
[Cries  of  "  No  !  "]  I  say  the  Act  of 
1870  was  repealed,  and  the  Act  of  1881 
took  its  place. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  There  is  a 
Committee  Hitting  upstairs  now  actually 
inquiring  into  the  working  of  the  Act  of 
1870. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  If  the  hou.  Member 
makes  that  statement  I  cannot  contradict 
him  now  ;  but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  was  recommended 
by  the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  it,  and  unless  I  am  assured  positively 
that  it  was  not  repealed,  I  adhere  to 
that  opinion.  It  was  followed  by  the  Act 
of  1881,  and  in  that  Act  was  carrie<1 
everything  that  had  been  previously  de- 
nounced and  rejected  by  the  authors  of 
the  measure  of  1870.  Provisions  were 
actually  carrietl  in  that  Act  which  had 
been  previously  denounced  by  its  authors 
as  calculated  more  than  anything  in  the 
world  to  demoralise  whole  masses  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  And  demoralised 
the  Irish  people  were,  for  I  do  not  believe 
that  even  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  deny  that  no  people 
outside  of  a  demoralised  country  would 
be  found  supporting  a  criminal  conspiracy 
like  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Since  the 
failure  of  the  Act  of  1881  both  Parties  in 
this  House  have  been  engaged  in  trying 
by  various  Land  Purchase  Acts  to  re- 
move the  evils  of  dual  ownership,  and 
it  is  upon  these  Acts,  great  failures  as 
they  have  been,  that  the  hon.and  learned 
Member  relies  for  the  justification  of  all 
the  propositions  to  which  we  object  in 
the  Bill  that  is  now  l)efore  us.  The  ob- 
jections to  this  Bill  are  so  obvious  that 
there  must  be,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, some  overwhelming  reasons  in 
their  favour.  What  are  the  reasons  with 
which  they  have  endeavoured  to  support 
it  ?  We  are  told  that  the  Bill  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  peace  and  har- 
mony of  different  classes  and  their  good 
conduct  and  order  in  Ireland.  I  admit 
that  to  be  a  very  serious  reason.     The 

Mr.  Chaplin 


hon.  Member  for  Cork  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dover,  who  spoke  re- 
cently, had  admitted  that  there  were  evils 
in  Ireland  that  this  Bill  was  designed  to 
remedy  ;  and  if  this  Bill  were  calculated 
to  promote  the  blessings  of  peace  and 
harmony  in  L-eland  I  should  be  the  first 
to  allow  that  a  grave  responsibility 
would  lie  upon  any  Party  who  would 
take  upon  themselves  to  reject  this  mea- 
sure. But  will  it  remedy  the  evils  exist- 
ing in  Ireland  ?  That  is  a  point  upon 
which  I  venture,  with  great  respect  and 
deference,  to  differ  altogether  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  say  that,  in 
the  first  place,  it  is  our  duty  to  do  that 
which  has  been  studiously  ignored  by 
the  Government — namely,  to  examine  as 
carefully  as  we  can  the  causes  of  the 
evictions  with  which  we  are  asked  to 
deal  at  the  present  moment.  The  classes 
of  persons  proposed  to  be  dealt  with 
are  not  by  any  means  the  same. 
There  are,  on  the  one  hand,  those  tenants 
who  have  lost  their  farms,  it  may  be 
owing  to  causes  for  which  they  were  not 
responsible — it  may  l)e,  owing  to  misfor- 
tune and  real  inability  to  pay  their  rents  ; 
and  for  all  these,  and  such  as  these  I  can 
say  with  perfect  truth  that  I  have  only 
one  feeling,  and  that  is,  great  compas- 
sion and  great  sympathy  ;  and  if  it  were 
possible  to  do  anything  to  relieve  them 
no  one  would  be  more  ready  to  do  so  than 
myself.  Although  I  should  find  it  hard 
to  justify  this  exceptional  treatment  in 
their  case  any  more  than  in  the  case  of  a 
great  variety  of  persons  suffering  from 
cognate  evils  in  this  country,  I  would, 
for  the  sake  of  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land, go  great  lengths  to  assist  them. 
That,  however,  is  only  one  side  of  the 
picture.  I  must  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  other  %ide.  There  is 
also  the  case  of  those  tenants  in  Ireland 
who  have  l>een  evicted  because  of  their 
wilful  and  deliberate  refusal  to  meet  their 
legal  obligations,  though  well  able  to  pay 
their  rents,  as  was  openly  avowed,  at 
the  bidding  of  their  officers,  who  took 
upon  themselves  to  dictate  to  the  tenants 
what  was  the  proper  course  to  pursue  at 
that  particular  time.  These  two  classes 
of  cases,  the  House  must  admit,  are 
totally  different,  and  to  attempt  to  deal 
with  these  two  classes  of  cases  on  the 
same  footing  appears  to  me  to  be  a  most 
unfortunate   and    disastrous  method  of 
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treating  the  sabject.  The  Government 
cannot  deny  that  this  is  offering  the 
people  of  Ireland  the  greatest  and  most 
powerful  inducements  to  repeat  their  un- 
lawful acts  at  the  very  earliest  moment 
at  which  they  can  get  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity for  doing  so  in  the  future.  I 
cannot  conceive  anything  more  calculated 
to  lead  in  the  future  to  greater  breaches 
of  the  law  than  to  condone  all  their 
offences  in  the  past  in  the  way  proposed 
in  the  Bill.  The  Member  for  Cork, 
in  the  course  of  his  observations,  offered 
a  sort  of  quasi-&^\ogy  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  He  said,  ^^  We  did  not  know, 
at  the  time  we  instituted  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  that  it  was  illegal.'*  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  shows,  to  my  mind,  a 
very  small  acquaintance  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  with  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments, and  especially  with  the 
eighth.  What  was  the  Plan  of  Campaign? 
The  House  must  remember  that  the  rents 
which  were  objected  to  by  those  tenants 
who  obeyed  the  bidding  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  were  not  fixed  by  the  lai id- 
lords,  but  by  the  Courts,  and  when  these 
rents  became  due  they  were  just  as  much 
the  property  of  the  landlords  as  the 
watch  which  is  in  the  pocket  of  the 
hon.  Member  at  the  present  moment 
is  his  property.  That  being  so,  what 
were  the  instructions  given  to  the  tenants 
by  the  leaders  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ? 
They  were  to  offer  to  pay  to  the  land- 
lords not  the  rent  they  had  under- 
taken to  pay,  and  which  in  many 
cases  they  were  able  to  pay,  but  such 
rent  as  they  themselves  thought  wan 
fair.  If  this  rent  which  they  had 
fixed  themselves  was  refused  by  the 
landlord  they  were  to  pay  it  to  somebody 
else.  I  believe  that  to  be  a  fair  and  ac- 
curate discription  of  the  objects  and  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  and 
yet  the  hon.  Member  says  that  neither  he 
nor  his  friends  were  aware  that  it  was  in 
any  sense  illegal. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN:  No  Court  in 
Ireland  pronounced  it  to  be  illegal. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, on  the  first  night  he  introduced  this 
Bill,  iaid  he  could  not  go  into  the  origin 
of  this  unfortunate  business  by  asking 
whether  Great  Britain  was  responsible 
for  the  last  two  great  agrarian  risings  in 
Ireland,  or  whether  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
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paign  was  justified  by  the  action  of  this 
House  in  rejecting  the  proposals  put  for- 
ward by  Mr.  Parnell  in  the  autumn  of 
1886.  It  was  quite  impossible  that  the 
rejection  of  that  Bill  could  have  formed 
the  least  justification  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  said  I  did  not 
think  it  was  much  to  the  point. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  think  it  is  much 
to  the  point,  and  for  this  simple  reason, 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  started 
before  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Parnell  was 
rejected.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  I  am  quite 
aware  there  is  a  very  common  impression 
to  the  contrary,  and  it  has  been  sedulously 
fostered  and  encouraged  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian  himself,  who  once 
said  that  if  there  was  any  crime  and  mis- 
conduct in  connection  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  the  Tory  Government  and 
Party  were  more  responsible  for  it  than 
anyone  else.  A  greater  fiction  was  never 
invented.  [^Laughter. ^  I  think,  before 
I  have  completed  my  observations,  the 
hon.  Member  from  Ireland  who  seems  to  be 
so  exceedingly  amused  will  laugh  at  the 
other  side  of  his  mouth.  What  are  the 
facts  with  regard  to  this  question  ?  Mr. 
ParnelPs  Bill  was  rejected  on  September 
21,  1886.  I  am  now  going  to  quote 
some  evidence  with  regard  to  the  origin 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  which  will  be 
found  exceedingly  interesting,  which  is,  I 
think,  new  to  the  House  ;  which  I  believe 
to  be  true,  and  which  if  not  true  can  be 
controverted.  My  information  is  taken 
from  an  Irish  paper,  the  Cork  Constitu^ 
Hon,  In  an  issue  of  that  paper  of  July 
1888  there  appears  a  verbatim  report  of 
the  examination  on  oath  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  in  an  action  which  was 
brought  by  him  against  that  paper.  He 
was  cross-examined  by  Mr,  Atkinson, 
Q.C.,  and  the  examination  was  as 
follows  : — 

"  Question. — Is  there  any  money  oomes  from 
America  that  you  are  aware  of  for  the  support 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  do  the  contri- 
butions come  through  the  National  League  ? — 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;   No  ;  not  all. 

"  Who  receives  these  that  do  not  come  through 
the  National  League  that  you  know  of  ? — ^As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  received  the  principal  portion 
myself.  I  received  a  sum  of  £5,000  on  one  oc- 
casion myself  from  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Fund  Ck)mmittee  in  America. 

"  When  was  that  contribution  ?— Oh,  it  was  a 
long  time  ago.  I  ^old  say  it  was  three  or 
four  years  ago.*' 
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Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  There  is  no  use 
telling  me  I  am  wholly  astray.  I  have 
read  the  sworn  evidence  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Of  course,  if  he  tells  me 
the  report  is  incorrect,  I  will  withditiw 
everj'thing  I  have  said  and  apologpue. 
Bnt,  unless  he  is  prepared  to  repudiate 
that  sworn  evidence  of  his  own,  I  adhere 
to  the  statements  I  have  made.  I  want 
to  go  a  little  bit  further.  I  do  not  know 
on  what  other  occasions  the  hod.  Member 
might  have  been  in  America ;  but  I  am 
informed  creilibly  that  he  was  there  in 
1886  at  the  Chicago  Convention,  and, 
according  to  the  evidence  I  have  quoted, 
it  must  either  have  been  then  or  at  an 
earlier  period  that  he  received  this 
£5,000  which,  in  my  opinion,  was  in- 
tended for  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  am  sorry  to 
again  disturb  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  he  is  wholly  astray.  I  was  in 
America  in  1886.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  not  then  been  dreamt  of.  .1 
was  again  in  America  in  1888,  figl^ng 
out  our  battle  on  the  Luggacurren  estate, 
two  years  after  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  been  started,  and  it  was  then  that  I 
received  the  £5,000. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  The  hon.  Member, 
according  to  his  evidence,  declares  on  the 
28th  of  July,  1888— mind,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  repudiates  the  evidence,  I  do 
not  press  it.  If  he  says  he  did  not  give 
that  evidence,  I  will  say  no  more  about 
it.  It  is  all  very  well  to  tell  me  I  am 
astray.  Either  he  gave  this  evidence  or  he 
did  not,  and  if  he  says  he  did  not  there  is 
an  end  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  certainly  gave 
the  evidence,  and  recovered  a  verdict  for 
£100  damages. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  On  that  date  ? 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  :  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Ou  that  date  he 
declared  that  he  had  received  £5,000  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
three  or  four  years  before  1888.  That 
establishes  my  case. 

Mb.  W.  O^BRIEN  :  That  is  a  palpable 
mistake  in  the  report  of  the  newspaper, 
against  which  I  recovered  damagee  for 
libeL 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  do  not  care  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  re^vered  dkiteagiss 


That,  therefore,  would  be  in  1884 
or  1885.  The  cross-examination  con- 
tinues— 

"  When  did  you  receive  the  i£5,000?— When 
I  was  in  America. 

"  Was  that  devoted  to  the  Plan  of  Campaigpi .' 
— So  far  as  1  know,  yes. 

••  Was  there  any  other  money  devoted  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  except  that  money  /  Were 
there  not  other  moneyn  from  the  National 
League  and  American  money  not  from  the 
National  League? — I  cannot  make  certain.  I 
should  say  there  must  have  been,  but  I  do  not 
myself  know, 

"  Did  you  not  })romise  the  people  in  your 
8})eech  at  Youghal  support  from  America  ? — 
Certainly." 

As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain 
the  meeting  at  Youghal  was  held  on 
August  18,1886. 

Mk.  W.   O'BRIEN  :    Perhaps   I   can 

shorten   the    speech    of   the   right   hon. 

Gentleman  if  ho  will  allow  me  to  set  him 

right.     He  is  as  much  astray  about  the 

Plan  of   Campaign  as  he  is  about   the 

Land  Act  of  1870.    The  sum  of  £5,000 

mentioned  in  my  evidence  in  Cork  was  re- 
ceived bj  me  when  I  was  in  America 
almost  two  years  after  the  starting  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  I  knew  all  al>out  the 
starting  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  I 
can  assure  this  House  that  it  was  only 
a  week  before  its  publication  in  United 
Ireland^  at  the  end  of  October  in  1886, 
tliat  it  ever  entered  into  the  heart  of  man 
to  conceive  it. 

Mu.  CHAPLIN  :  When  was  the  XMan 
of  Campaign  started  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BKIEN  :  Nearly  two 
months  after  the  rejection  of  Mr.  Par- 
nellV  Bill. 

Mil.  CHAPLIN  :  According  to  my 
information  it  was  started  just  one  month 
after  the  rejection  of  Mr.  ParneH's  Bill. 

Mu.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  assurance,  knowing 
all  the  facts  of  the  case,  that  a  week  be- 
fore its  publication  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  never  been  dreamt  of  by  any 
Irish  politi'jian. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  repudiate  the  evidence  I  have 
read  ? 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  wholly  astray. 

Mr.  Chaplin 
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or  DOt.  There  is  the  report,  the  acearacy 
of  which  18  DOW  admitted,  and  it  abso- 
lutely proves  the  statements  I  have  made. 
The  idea  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
caused  by  the  rejection  of  Mr.  Parnell's 
Bill  is  6ne  of  the  greatest  fictions  that 
was  ever  published.  The  iniquitous 
scheme,  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  failed. 
The  leaders  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
for  some  time  have  been  and  are  Ktill 
greatjj  discredited  with  their  unfortnnate 
dupes.  And  they  are  not  likely  under 
existing  circumstances  to  trust  in  them 
again.  But  if  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
you  relieve  them  from  the  diftieulties 
into  which  they  have  l)een  led  by  their 
leaders  ;  if  by  this  Bill  you  come  to  the 
resone  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  what 
greater  inducement  is  it  possible  for  Par- 
liament to  offer  to  these  people  to  believe 
HI  these  men  as  their  guides  again  and  to 
join  in  any  fresh  combinations  which 
tbeymay  desire  to  institute  in  the  future  ? 
Otie  other  point  I  must  refer  to.  It  has 
been  suggested  by  more  than  one  speaker 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate  that  one  effect 
of  th^  Bill,  and  perhaps  one  of  its  worst 
etfeet8,'would  be  to  leiul  to  great  intimi- 
dation'towards  the  planters — towanls 
persons  who  had  taken  possession  of 
farms  from  which  tenants  have  been 
evicted.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Haddington  dealt  with  that  question, 
aad  then  some  evidence  upon  it,  and 
declared  that  such  an  objection  to  the 
Bill  could  not  be  regarded  as  serious  in 
any  degree.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  contradicted 
oB  that  point  by  an  Irish  Representative 
— the  Member  for  Ilost  Clare — who 
spoke  almost  immediately  after ;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  in  all  seriousness — 
Have  we  no  knowledge  or  experience  of 
intimidation  in  Ireland  under  such  cir- 
cumstances ?  Has  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  never  heard  of  denunciations  of 
land-grabbers  ?  Has  he  never  read  the 
report  of  the  Special  Commission  ?  Has 
he  read  the  verdict  of  the  Judges  upon 
that  Commission  ?  If  he  has  given  the 
slightest  attention  to  those  questions, 
how  is  it  possible  for  him  to  contend 
that  the  fear  of  intimidation  under  the 
circnmstAnces  which  I  have  described  is 
not  a  very  serious  factor  which  must  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  any  Govern- 
ment or  by  any  statesman  who  is  respon- 
sible   for'  the     government  of  Ireland. 


What  leads  to  intimidation  in  these 
cases  ?  It'  is  the  possession  by  one 
man  of  the  farm  which  another 
man  thinks  he  should  have  and 
into  the  possession  of  which  he  de- 
sires to  go.  If  you  pass  this  Bill  you 
will  have  the  sitnation  de8cril)ed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Clare  pointed  out 
that  one  evicted  tenant  might,  under  this 
Bill,  be  restored  to  the  farm  he  desired 
to  have  while  his  neighbour  might  be 
left  out  permanently  in  the  cold.  There 
are  circumstances  which  we  know  must 
occur  from  time  to  time  in  Ireland  ;  and 
I  must  say  with  all  respect  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Meml)er  for  Haddington 
that  to  ignore  the  conditions  which  un- 
happily too  often  prevail  in  that  country 
is  a  course  I  should  not  have  exj)ected 
from  him.  It  is  for  these  reasons, 
amongst  many  others,  that  I  for  one 
shall  give  all  the  opi>osition  in  my  power 
to  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  While  I 
yield  to  no  single  Member  in  this  House 
my  desire  to  deal  out  full  and  even- 
handed  justice  as  between  man  and 
man,  between  landlord  and  tenants,  whe- 
ther in  England,  Ireland,  Scotland,  or 
Wales,  I  will  never  be  a  consenting 
party,  by  voting  for  this  Bill,  to  propose 
what  I  believe  is  eminently  calculated 
to  lead  to  a  renewal  of  disorder  and  fur- 
ther breaches  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 

•Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
laud,    when    introducing   the    Bill,    said 

that  he  considered  that  those  who  op- 
posed it  would  be  devoid  of  intelligence 
and  humanity.  He  intended  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  and  whether  or  no  he  was 
deficient  in  intelligence,  at  any  rate  he 
was  not  devoid  of  feelings  of  humanity. 
He  believed  he  had  never  taken  up  a 
non  possumus  attitude  in  regard  to  the 
evicted  tenants.  Certainly  he  had  done 
all  he  could  to  avoid  evictions  on  his 
own  estates  when  it  was  at  all  possible 
to  avoid  them  ;  but  when  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  sword  to  be  drawn  he  had 
of  course  felt  bound  to  carry  the  matter 
through,  and  he  owned  he  had  been  re- 
sponsible for  a  good  many  evictions  that 
had  taken  place  in  other  ports  of  the 
country.  He  had  encouraged  settlements, 
and  supported  the  13th  section  in  the 
hope  that  many  would  be  restored  under 
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it.  He  would  be  ready  to  take  the  same 
course  agaiu  if  necessary.  But  this  Bill ' 
was  an  altogether  different  measure.  It 
was  a  thoroughly  impolitic  Bill,  and  one 
which  he  believed  would  be  unjust  to 
the  landlord  and  to  those  tenants  who 
had  paid  their  rent  steadily  up  to  the 
present  time.  It  was  subversive  of 
the  ordinary  principles  of  law.  Who 
were  the  evicted  tenants  that  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  benefit  ?  It  would  be  \ 
convenient  to  divide  them  into  two  j 
classes — those  who  were  evicted  at  the  ' 
time  that  the  ^^  No-Rent  Manifesto  ^'  was 
issued  on  the  18th  October,  1881,  aud 
those  who  became  so  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Now,  both  those  classes  of 
evicted  tenants  rose  owing  to  distinctly 
political  movements.  And  the  persons 
who  were  responsible  for  the  evictions, 
therefore,  were  hon.  Members  who  sat 
below  the  Gangway,  among  the  chief  of 
whom  in  this  movement  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  That  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  had  never  heard  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  a  week  before  it  was 
brought  forward.  But  the  Plan  was 
started  by  the  hou.  Member  and  his 
colleague  in  the  conduct  of  Umted  Ireland^ 
and  it  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  in  the 
October  and  the  November  of  the  pre- 
vious year  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
distinctly  set  out  in  lending  articles 
which  appeared  in  United  Ireland  for 
that  date.  The  article  of  October  24, 
1885,  contained  the  following  : — 

'*  Paragraphs  are  continuously  appearing  in 
the  Press  to  the  effect  that  tenants  of  such  and 
such  an  estate  having  waited  on  the  agent  and 
been  refused  a  reduction  left  in  a  boily.  We 
therefore  wish  to  ask  the  Irish  tenants  whether 
in  another  sense  they  want  to  be  '  left  in  a  body/ 
as  they  assuredly  will  unless  they  set  to  work  in 
a  very  different  fashion.  Wheu  they  leave  in  a 
body  what  hapi)ens .'  Do  they  take  counsel  to- 
gether, do  they  fomi  any  combination,  do  they 
go  and  bank  such  rent  as  they  would  pay  in  a 
common  fund  to  be  usefl  against  emergencies  ? 
No,  they  do  not  do  anything  of  the  kind.  They 
go  home  one  by  one.  .  .  .  We  repeat  that  the 
estates  which  dissolve  in  a  body  will  be  beaten 
in  detail ;  the  estates  that  harden  into  stern 
combination  will  smash  the  rack-renters'  horse, 
f(x>t,  and  dragoons.  If  parish  after  parish  *  in  a 
body  '  banked  its  rent  at  the  abated  rate  in 
trustees'  names,  an<l  ple<lged  itself  to  use  this 
war  chest  to  succrmr  every  man  attacked  what 
would  become  of  the  exterminating  union  ? " 

Here,  then,  they  had  an  article  in 
United  Ireland,  for  the  conduct  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was     responsible,     an     article     written 

Mr.  Smith'Barry 
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twelve  months  before  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  promulgated  in  1886,  and  yet 
the  hon.  Member  now  said  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  never  been  dreamt 
of  by  any  Irish  politician  antil  a 
week  before  it  was  started.  He  would 
not  go  througli  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  to  show 
that  the  Plan  was  a  political  and  not  an 
agrarian  movement,  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Diviejon  of 
Dublin  and  other  houl  Members  for  Ire- 
land had  admitted  that  it  was  a  politi- 
cal and  nor.  an  agrarian  movement, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo, 
in  giving  evidence  before  the  Mathew 
Commission  with  regard  to  this  move- 
ment, said  that  while  the  subject  of  the 
amount  of  abatement  of  rent  was  in  dis- 
pute they  at  the  name  time  had  in  view 
the  getting  of  further  agrarian  legiBlation 
from  the  Government.  That  in  itself 
was  conclusive  that  all  the  hon.  Members 
were  aware  of  its  object,  and  that  that 
was  as  the  hou.  Member  for  Waterford 
once  said,  to  make  the  Government  of 
Ireland  by  England  impossible.  But  if 
the  farmers  in  Ireland  who  had  failed  in 
their  business  were  to  be  reinstated,  as 
was  proposed  by  this  Bill,  and  by  public 
money,  he  should  like  to  know  why  the 
shopkeepers,  or  small  tradesmen,  who 
had  faileil  in  the  business,  or  the  English 
farmers  in  their  eastern  counties  should 
not  have  an  equal  claim  to  be  rein- 
stated. 

Mr.  BYLES  :  No. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  :  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  BYLES  :  Because  the  farm  of 
the  Irish  tenant  is  his  own  farm  ;  he  has 
created  it,  and  he  cannot  be  put  out  with- 
out his  property  being  taken  away  from 
him. 

•Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  think  the  Irish 
tenant  had  made  the  land,  and  was 
different  from  any  other  of  G^'s  crea- 
tures. Even  though  the  evicted  tenants 
were  reinstated,  and  were  to  have  £50 
given  them  with  which  to  rebuild  these 
houses,  how  were  they  to  carry  on  their 
business  ?  They  would  have  no  money 
to  buy  stock  or  to  work  the  farm.  The 
only  thing  that  would  happen  would  be 
that  in  a  few  short  years  they  would  have 
to  be  re-evicted,  and  the  confusion  and 
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disturbance  in  tbe  country  would  be 
worse  than  before.  The  last  state  of  all 
would  be  worse  than  the  first.  He  be- 
lieved there  were  no  figures  to  show  what 
had  become  of  the  numerous  tenants  who 
had  their  arrears  paid  under  the  Arrears 
Act  of  1883,  but  he  knew  that  on  his 
own  estate  there  were  some  of  them  who, 
after  coming  back,  their  arrears  being 
paid,  never  paid  another  sixpence  until 
thej  had  to  be  evicted  and  their  farms 
had  to  be  handed  over  to  other  men,  who 
were  in  a  more  solvent  position  and  able 
to  carry  on  the  work.  On  the  Ponsonby 
Estate  there  were  70  tenants  who  took 
advantage  of  the  Arrears  Act ;  the  Court 
paid  to  the  owner  £800  and  the  owner 
forgave  £855  of  arrears,  and  at  the  time 
of  the  evictions  in  1889  and  1890  these 
70  tenants  owed  £5,116.  These  figures 
were  not  such  as  to  encourage  them 
to  again  try  and  prop  up  men  who  had 
already  failed  in  business  in  the  hope  that 
they  would  succeed  in  a  second  venture. 
He  was  very  sorry  for  them,  and 
indeed  he  regretted  to  see  a  man  fail  in 
any  kind  of  business,  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve it  would  be  doing  them  any  perma- 
nent good  thus  to  try  and  prop  them  up. 
It  certainly  would  be  doing  no  good  to 
the  landlords,  and  it  would  simply  be  a 
waste  of  public  money,  for  they  would 
be  sure  to  fail  again  if  put  back  into  their 
holdings.  And  what  would  be  the  effect 
on  the  neighbours  of  the  evicted  tenants 
who  were  to  be  restored  ?  Would  it  be 
an  inducement  to  these  men — who  had 
paid  their  rents  regularly  and  who  had 
had  a  hard  struggle  to  keep  their  heads 
above  water — to  act  honestly  and  accord- 
ing to  law,  if  they  found  that  those  who 
had  acted  illegally,  who  were  thriftless 
and  worthless,  were  put  back  into  their 
holdings  on  better  terms  than  the  men 
who  had  struggled  through.  Was  it 
likely  that  they  would  be  satisfied  and 
that  they  would  see  in  the  Bill  an  en- 
couragement to  act  honestly  in  the 
future  ?  What  about  those  tenants  who, 
after  joining  this  combination,  had  come 
to  an  agreement  with  their  landlords  and 
gone  back  to  their  lands,  paying  arrears 
and  costs — men  with  whom  peace  had 
beenmadeand  who  were  now  working  con- 
tentedly on  their  farms  ?  How  would 
these  men  be  satisfied  when  they  saw 
the  men  who  had  refused  to  enter  into 
an  agreement  put  back  on  better  terms 
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than  themselves  ?  Was  it  not  likely  that 
there  would  be  a  greater  and  a  far  juster 
agitation  than  any  which  Ireland  had 
ever  seen  before  ?  Then  there  were 
many  landlords  who  were  working  their 
own  lands,  and  who,  by  spending  money 
in  improving  farms  which  had  been 
allowed  to  run  down  and  in  rebuilding 
tumble-down  buildings,  with  the  result 
that  the  holdings  were  now  working  at  a 
profit  greatly  to  the  benefit  of  the 
labourers  employed  on  them.  He  would 
give  one  case  of  several  on  his  own  estate. 
It  was  a  farm  of  500  acres  in  the  County 
of  Cork.  As  a  young  man  he  built  a 
large  house  on  that  farm  for  the  l^enefit 
of  the  tenant,  at  a  cost  of  from  £400  to 
£500,  and  charged  him  no  interest  on  it. 
The  tenant  got  on  from  bad  to  worse, 
though  allowances  were  made  to  him, 
and  at  last  he  left  owing  rent  to  the 
amount  of  between  £600  and  £700. 
The  house  was  left  in  a  very  delapidated 
condition,  and  it  cost  £200  or  £300  to 
repair.  He  further  spent  £300  or  £400 
on  drainage.  The  labourers*  cottages 
were  also  delapidated,  and  the  men  had 
never  been  able  to  get  their  wages.  He 
rebuilt  the  cottages  and  there  were  now 
four  families  living  in  them  in  comfort. 
But  under  this  Bill  the  successor  in  title 
might  come  forward  and  establish  a 
prima  facie  case,  which  meant  that  his 
predecessor  in  title  had  not  paid  his 
rent.  Not  only  would  he,  the  landlord, 
be  evicted  from  the  land  and  all  the 
money  he  had  spent  confiscated,  but  the 
labourers  who  were  now  so  comfortable 
would  also  suffer,  and  be  forced  back  to 
the  miserable  and  barbarous  system  under 
which  they  had  existed  before.  There 
were  other  tenants,  whose  farms  were 
not  in  the  possession  of  the  landlords, 
who  were  equally  unfitted  to  be  restored 
to  their  holdings.  There  was  a  case  in 
the  County  Kerry  of  a  man  who  bad 
been  evicted  three  times.  He  had 
19  acres  at  a  rent  of  £3  10s.,  and  he  was 
first  evicted  in  1886  for  £19  5s.  of  rent. 
There  was  a  second  ejectment  on  title  in 
1891,  when  the  Sheriff  of  the  County 
sought  to  recover  possession  of  the  land 
and  £6  16s.  due  for  costs ;  and  again  there 
was  an  execution  in  1892.  The  farm 
was  now  a  derelict  farm,  and  the 
defendant,  who  had  taken  forcible  posses- 
sion, had  been  confined  in  Tralee  Gaol  for 
cutting  and  carrying  away  hay  and  turf, 
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and  for  removing  the  door  and  window 
frames  of  the  house  in  order  to  prevent  the 
sheriff  from  locking  it  up,  and  he  owed 
1o  years'  rent.  That  was  the  kind  of 
geutleman  who  was  to  be  restored  under 
this  Bill,  and  perhaps  would  receive  Bome 
£50  to  repair  the  house.  The  land- 
lords of  Ireland  had  no  wish  to  be  paid 
£100,000  or  even  £2,000,000  under  this 
Bill  as  a  bribe  to  restore  such  men.  If 
Irisli  Members  would  allow  the  evicted 
tenants    to   meet    their    landlords,  terms 

might  easily  be  made  with  them  without 
the  necessity  for  this  Bill.  It  might  be 
urged  that  one  reason  why  the  State 
should  interfere  was  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  land  derelict,  and  conse- 
quently of  uo  benefit  to  the  community. 
He  found  from  the  Report  of  the  Mathew 
Conimiflsiou  that  there  were  701  farms 
in  Ireland  absolutelv  derelict.  He  had 
only  been  able  to  get  particulars  of  312 
of  these,  atid  he  found  that  of  that 
number  53  had  been  let  to  old  tenants 
and  47  to  new  tenants,  while  14  were 
bein<^  nsed  bv  the  landlord.  This  had 
taken  place  within  15  months.  Therefore, 
notwithstanding  the  denunciations  of 
laud-grabbing  and  the  promises  of 
reinstatement  made  by  the  Government, 
one-third  of  the  farms  as  to  which  he 
had  obtained  information  were  now  being 
worked.  That  showed  that  the  qtiestion 
was  settlinji:  itself  verv  fust.  One  stronj; 
reason  why  the  ([uestion  was  not  settled 
was  that  the  Crovernnient  and  its  supporters 
held  out  to  the  evicted  tenants  the  hope  of 
being  put  back  on  their  own  terms.  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  ^ot  up  and  say 
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that  the  Government  could  do  nothin*;  in 
the  matter  the  question  would  settle 
itself.  The  time  had  come  when  the 
landlords  and  tenants,  if  left  alone,  could 
and  would  settle  this  question,  so  far  as 
it  deserved  to  be  settled.  As  to  the  Bill, 
it  would  do  more  mischief  than  had  been 
done  in  that  unfortunate  country  for 
many  years.  It  would  upset  all  the 
tenants  who  had  behaved  honestly  and 
straightforwardly,  and  it  would  be  a  dis- 
tinct discouragement  to  law-abiding  and 
honest  people.  By  its  means  the  Go- 
vernment, instead  of  bringing  peace  to  the 
country,  would  simply  be  sowing  dragons' 
teeth,  and  they  would  reap  a  fresh  crop 
of  outrages. 

Mr.  Smith'^Barry 


Motion  mode,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' — 
(/Vr.  J.  Chamberlain.) 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

ELEMKNTARY  EDUCATION  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(BARRY,  &c.)BILL  [Lordt^.^i^o.  310). 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS,  &a 

Leave  to  the  Committee  to  make  a 
Special  Keport. 

Special  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill  reported  from 
the  Joint  Committee. 

Report  and  Special  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [Xo.  230.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  321.] 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS,  &c., 

Leave  to  the  Committee  to  naake  a 
Special  Report  in  respect  of  the — 

Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill  \^Lords']. 

Special  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  lie  printed. 
[No.  231.] 

BRITISH  MUSEUM  (PURCHASE  OF 
I^ND)  BILL.— (No.  315.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PUBLIC    INCOME   AND   EXPENDITURK 
Return   [presented  19th  July]   to   he 
printed.     [No.  227.] 


CALEDONIAN  CANAL. 


Paper 
printed. 


[presented    19th   July]    to  be 

[No.  228.] 


NATIONAL  EDUCATION   (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented, — of  Annual  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  for  the  year  1893 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjoomod  at  a  quarter  after  Xii^elve 

o'clock  till  Mondbiy  next. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Mondayy  23rd  July  1894. 


LONDON  STREETS  AND  BUILDINGS 

BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

•The    chairman   op    COMMIT- 
TEES  (The  Earl  of  Morley)  :  My  Lords, 
before  I  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
London    Streets   and   Buildings  Bill,   I 
should,  I  think,  make  a  short  statement 
in  reference  to  it.     The  Bill  consolidates 
the  various  Acts  relating  to  the  streets 
of  London,  and  in  doing  so  it  repeals,  no 
doubt,  many  public  Acts  and  some  private 
ones.       In  all  other  towns  but  London 
these  matters  are  dealt  with  by  Private 
Act.     The  authorities  of  the  House  of 
Commons  have  admitted  the  Bill   as  a 
Private  Bill,  and  it  has  been  examined  at 
great  length    by  a   Committee   of   that 
House.      I  hope,  therefore,  your  Lord- 
ships will  approve  of  the  course  I  have 
taken  in  dealing  with  this  as  a  Private 
Bill  ;    but  I  did  not  like  to  move   the 
Second  Reading  without  making  a  short 
statement    to    your    Lordships    on   the 
matter,  and  this  is  the   first  opportunity 
I  have  had  of  mentioning  it. 

Moved — 

**  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  day  of 
March  last,  *  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  ^ter  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  June  next,' 
be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2\" 
— (77/<f  Earl  of  Morley.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  ;  The  Committee 
to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 


EVIDENCE  IN   CRIMINAL  CASES  BILL. 

(No.  154.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  stated  that  this  Bill  was 
postponed. 

Lord  HALSBUR Y  :  If  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  which  comes  on  for  Second  Read- 
ing on  the  23rd  of  July,  is  to  be  post- 
poned, one  does  not  see  why  it  has  been 
put  down  at  all. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  reason  for  postponing 
it  was  that  I  wanted  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther it  was  among  those  measures  which 
were  to  be  treated  in  the  other  House  as 
non-contentious.  I  think  we  have  often 
so  dealt  with  these  Bills. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  Very  of  ten,  and 
I  do  not  understand  why  this  should  not 
pass  a  Second  Reading.  It  is  on  the 
Orders,  and  will  not  interfere  with  what 
is  done  in  the  other  House. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  have  not  the  least  ob- 
jection. It  is  a  kind  of  Bill  which  has 
often  been  passed.  I  do  not  know  why 
it  should  not  be  passed  into  law.  These 
Bills  have  been  passed  when  ray  noble 
and  learned  Friend  sat  on  the  Woolsack 
as  well  as  once  or  twice  since  I  have 
occupied  it. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  entirely  agree 
with  what  my  noble  and  learned  Frieud 
has  said.  They  were  passed  three  or 
four  times  in  those  days  ;  and  I  think 
this  really  is  a  great  object-lesson  in 
persistent  and  ridiculous  obstruction.  It 
is  a  measure  in  which  all  concur  ;  there 
is  a  general  desire  on  all  sides  that  an 
alteration  in  the  law  should  take  place 
but  by  reason  of  persistent  obstruction 
the  state  of  the  law  which  everybody 
desires  to  see  changed  remains  un- 
altered. 

Moved,"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 


PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  169.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  this  is  merely 
for  the  consolidation  of  the  principal  and 
amending  Acts.  As  your  Lordships  are 
aware,  the  amending  Act  which  I  intro- 
duced was  passed  this  Session. 

Moved,"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (^The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  referred  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills. 
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MUZZLING  FOR  CANINE  RABIES. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eakl  of  ROSSE  called  atten- 
tion to  a  letter  from  M.  Pasteur,  read  at 
a  meeting  at  the  Mansion  House,  London, 
on  1st  July,  1889  ;  and  asked  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  were  not  of 
opinion  that  the  conferring  upon  a  Go- 
vernment Department  powers  for  order  • 
ing  the  muzzling  of  dogs,  which  were  at 
present  vested  in  the  Local  Authorities 
only,  was  desirable,  with  the  view  of 
stamping  out  canine  rabies  ;  and  whether 
the  simultaneous  muzzling  of  dogs 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom,  re- 
commended by  that  meeting,  did  not 
appear  likely  to  be  the  most  effectual 
as  well  as  in  the  end  the  simplest 
mode  for  effecting  that  object  ? 
He  said,  it  might  be  in  the  recollection  of 
some  of  their  Lordships  that  a  large  and 
influential  meeting  was  held  at  the  Man- 
sion House  just  five  years  ago  for  the 
purpose  of  starting  a  movement  for  the 
establishment  of  an  Institute  of  Pre- 
ventive Medicine  on  the  lines  of  the 
Pasteur  Institute  in  Paris.  The  success 
of  Monsieur  Pasteur's  efforts  in  com- 
batting the  disease  of  rabies  and  of  his 
method  of  treatment  had  been  recog- 
nised by  scientific  men.  To  arrive  at 
those  results  M.  Pasteur  had  worked 
patiently  for  years,  experimenting  on 
animals  and  advanciuf;  step  by  step. 
Death  had  ocourretl  in  fewer  cases  under 
his  treatment  than  in  others.  Among 
other  eminent  men  in  favour  of  the  treat- 
ment were  Sir  James  Paget,  Sir  Joseph 
Leicester,  Professor  Marshall,  Professor 
Michael  Foster,  Professor  Lancaster,  and 
Professor  Victor  Foster.  The  first  reso- 
lution passed  at  that  meeting  was  in 
favour  of  the  efficacy  of  M.  Pasteur's 
anti-rabies  treatment.  Prevention  was 
better  than  cure,  and  stoppin<i^  the  disease 
at  its  source  was  preferable  to  merely 
checking  it.  M.  Pasteur  himself  had 
stated  in  a  letter  that  rabies,  whatever 
its  original  cause,  was  known  not  to  arise 
otherwise  than  from  the  bite  of  an  animal 
suffering  from  the  disease.  In  Norway, 
Sweden,  and  other  countries  where  rabies 
did  not  exist  nothing  would  be  easier 
than  to  introiluce  it  by  importing  a 
few  mad  dogs.  All  persons  bitten  by 
mad  dogs  should,  in  the  present  state  of 
science,  be  prepare<l  to  undergo  anti- 
rabies    treatment.       Sir    Henry    Roscoe 


fully  recognised  the  valueof  M.  Pasteur's 
treatment.  The  second  resokition  passed 
at  the  Mansion  House  meeting  expressed 
the  opinion  that  rabies  might  be  abolished 
in  the  British  Islands,  and  invoked  the 
Government  to  at  once  pass  a  Bill  for 
muzzling  dogs  throughout  the  country, 
and  for  imposing  a  reasonable  period 
of  quarantine  for  dogs  suffering 
from  hydrophobia.  Of  course,  the 
whole  matter  depended  upon  what 
might  be  considered  a  reasonable 
period,  and  whether  the  public  woaid 
agree  to  a  sufRciently  lengthy  general 
muzzling  throughout  the  country.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  possess  any  special 
knowledge,  and  had  gathered  his  facts 
from  others,  but  in  his  neighbourhood  in 
Ireland  the  disease  was  very  common. 
Panics  occurred  occasionally  and  many 
dogs  were  destroyed.  Since  he  placed 
this  notice  on  the  Paper  another  mad  dog 
had  appeared  in  the  neighbourhood — 
about  four  miles  from  Burr — and  a  person 
bitten  had  been  sent  to  Paris  for  treat- 
ment, and  all  dogs  bitten  by  the  animal 
had  been  destroyed.  That  sort  of  thing 
happened  about  every  three  months,  and 
no  less  than  seven  cases  had  been  sent  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  to  M.  Pasteur, 
each  case  costing  al)out  £20,  though  one 
case,  that  of  an  old  man  of  87,  had  cost 
the  Union  as  much  as  £60.  That  was 
rather  an  extreme  case.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  appeared  to  have  no 
statistics  from  the  Unions  in  this  matter, 
but  from  inquiries  at  10  Unions  he  found 
that  five  had  sent  cases  for  treatment. 
Muzzling  of  stray  dogs  had  been  prac- 
tised under  the  existing  Act  for  five 
years,  but  the  disease  was  still  rife,  and 
it  was  evident  that  something  more  must 
be  done.  The  steps  taken  must  be 
effectual,  for  it  would  be  useless  to  stamp 
out  the  disease  iu  one  Union  if  in  those 
adjoining  nothing  was  done.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  M.  Pasteur's  treatment 
should  not  be  adopted,  dogs  l>eing  at  the 
same  time  muzzled  for  a  sufficient  period 
all  over  the  country.  It  was  objecteil 
that  bv  this  course  it  would  take  a  whole 
year  to  extirpate  the  disease,  and  he  had 
great  doubts  whether  the  public  would  sub- 
mit very  cheerfully  to  that  inconvenience ; 
and  it  was  obvious  that  to  succeed  they 
must  carry  the  public  with  them,  or  the 
muzzling  regulations  would  be  evaded. 
Those  regulations  must  be  very  strict  to 
be  effectual.     A  prolonged  period  of  con- 
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finement  of  dogs  iiii»l  cniise  difliuiilty. 
'The  sporting  world,  both  huuting  nud 
ishootiug,  voald  beagBiDst;  it.  It  might, 
•ihowBTer,  be  done  for  tbree  montlie 
ilnring  the  summer,  nod  miuor  measures 
trusted  t-o  for  the  wiuter  raonths.  Aa 
regarded  dogs  used  for  indiietriftl  pur- 
poses, such  &»  the  sheep  dogs  used  in 
mountain  districts,  greater  difficulties  wo 
doubt  might  ariwe.  From  statistics  ob- 
taiaed  in  connection  with  the  Institute  of 
Prereutive  Meiliciuo,  it  appei^retl  that 
uhout  3^  per  cent,  of  dogs  affected  with 
hydrophobia  developed  it  within  three 
months.  Tiiat  would  show  how  far  the 
would  reduce  the  number  of 
iSected  dogs.  One-thirtieth  being  the 
Inotlon  in  the  first  summer,  minor  mea~ 
ires  would  be  taken  during  the  winter, 
ind  the  dogs  would  bemiizzled  agnia  the 
illOwing  summer,  and,  according  to  the 
'Statistics,  bringdown  the  number  another 
"thirtieth.  Acconling  to  his  figures  there 
-would  be  very  few  dogs  in  the  country 
«S^ted  at  the  end  of  the  second  summer. 
He  thought  this  plan  worth  trying. 
With  regard  to  imposing  a  reasonable 
iperiod  of  quurantino  for  the  purpose  of 
iBtamping  out  the  disease,  perhaps  Her 
■Majesty's  Grovernment  might  think  the 
minor  measures  if  persisted  in  would  he 
effeotnul.  In  that  case  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  keep  fresh  cfiiises  of  infection 
ont  of  the  country.  It  would  be  roitcli 
lier  to  restrict  the  importation  of  dogs 
to  impose  mnzsliug  regnlations  to 
'get  rid  of  the  disease.  Quarantine 
'  ■'  ns  would  cause  high-class 
logs — not  mongrels — to  be  carefully 
looked  after.  Another  class  of  ani- 
mals— ship  dogs — would  also  require 
be  carefully  watched  to  see 
that  they  did  not  go  ashore.  The  opera- 
tions of  the  Auti-viviseclion  Society 
foreign  to  his  Bubjeet,  but  it  seemed 
that  the  mass  of  opinion  among  medical 
'Aud  scientific  men  was  that  their 
'Ab€truotion  to  experiments  caused  great 
delay  in  arriving  at.  a  result  in  this  sub- 
ject, and  that  an  Institute  on  the  plan  of 
I'Che  Pasteur  establishment  was  much  to 
•he  desired.  Of  course,  the  question  of 
])reventiTe  medicine  went  far  beyond  his 
■^iresent  snbject,  but  he  bad  IJeou  told 
•  that  for  diphtheria  and  other  dreadful 
■  diseases  Information  had  been  obtained 
there  leading  to  better  results  than  any 
known  to  medical  men  here.  He  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  give 
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faTOurable  consiiie ration  to  this  mattB 
and  would  endeavour  to  carry  ont  t 
Pasteur  system  in  this  country  befoj 
next  Sessio 

•Lord  BIBBLESDALE  said,  he  fl 
snre  the  noble  Earl  would  forgive  hhn 
for  eschewing  physiology  and  for  uot 
going  into  any  consideration  of  the  qiiefl- 
:ionB  of  vivisection  or  anli- vivisection. 
He  would  say  at  once  that  the  Returns 
now  before  the  Board  o(  Agriculture 
(juite  justified  the  noble  Lord  in  putting 
his  question  on  the  Paper,  These  Betnrns 
showed  that,  whereas  iu  1889  there  were 
312  cases  of  ascertained  rabies  in  dogs, 
in  1890  the  number  fell  to  129,  in  189: 
1892  to    38; 


I  93,    and 


the  I 


weeks    of    the    present    year    ende<l   I 
the  7th  of  July   the    number    report 
was     101 .        During    this    period 
noble  Earl's  part  of  the  ( 

to  be  an  exception  to  other  parte,  whei 

there  had  been  a  reduction  of  disease. 
These  figures,  he  admitted,  gave  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  some  ansiety, 
but  it  was  that  useful  sort  of 
anxiety  which  miide  them  do  some- 
thing. Tiiey  were  uot  alarraed,  but 
hod  tried  as  far  as  possible  to  oarry  out 
M.  Pasteur's  recommendationa,  and  had 
mode  vigorous  efforts  to  deal  with  a  state 
of  things  which  they  did  not  like.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  Government  had  been 
obliged  to  withdraw  the  Dogs  Bill— a 
measure  which  from  its  moderation  would 
have  commended  itself  to  public  opinion 
(a  very  important  factor)  and  to  Parlia- 
ment— because  of  the  mistaken  interest 
taken  in  its  passage  by  one  or  two  Mem- 
bers  of  the  House  of  Commons.  With 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
question,  the  Board  of  Agriculture  did 
not  think  new  legislation  was  necessary. 
Under  the  3rd  section  of  the  Board  Of 
Agricnltnre  Act,  1889,  power  was  given 
to  the  Board  to  prescribe  and  regulate  ihe 
mnzsling  and  control  of  dogs,  and  also 
the  seizure,  detention,  and  disposal,  in- 
cluding slaughter,  of  stray  dogs  not 
muzzled  and  not  under  proper  control. 
The  Board,  in  pursuance  of  ■these  pro- 
visions, issued  the  Rabies  Order  of  1892, 
ilelogating  to  Local  Authorities  powers 
to  deal  in  the  way  prescribed  with  dogs 
siiflering  from  rabies.  But  he  wished  to 
make  it  clear  to  the  noble  Lord  that 
although  ihe  Board  delegated  those 
powers  il  in  no  sense   abrogratoil  them. 
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and  the  powers  remaiued  iuhereut  iu  the 
Central   Authority.     The   view    of   the 
Board,  however,  was  that  Local  Autho- 
rities must  be  tnisted  iu  these  cases  ;  and 
their  reasou   was   that   if    the    Central 
Authority   under    the  existing    circum- 
stances   issued    very    strong  orders    as 
to     muzzling,    seizure,     detention,    and 
jslaughter,  it  would  probably  find  itself  in 
the  unfortunate  position  of  not  being  able 
to  enforce  its  own  orders.     He  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  on  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships*     House    which,    under     the 
presidency  of  Lord  Cran brook,  inquired 
into    this    question   in    1887.     In  their 
Report  that  Committee  said  that  the  time 
might  come  when  the  public  would  call 
upon  the  Privy  Council  (now  the  Board 
of  Agriculture)  to  act  on  its    authority 
throughout  the  Kingdom,  but  that  with- 
out   that  sanction   the  initiation  of  the 
necessary  measures  must  be  left  to  Local 
Authorities.     The  Board  of  Agriculture 
entirely  agreed  with  that  view.     They 
thought  the  exigencies  of  each  particular 
locality  should  bo  left  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Local  Authorities,  who  were  likely  to 
be  cognizant  with  the  facts  and  with  the 
best  method  of  dealing  with  them.     The 
recommendation  of  the  noble  £arl  that 
there  should  be  a  simultaneous  muzzling 
of  dogs  was  a  simple  and  an  attractive 
plan  iu  sound,  but  he  feared  that  if  they 
attempted    to   carry    it   out    they   would 
find      that      it      bristled      with      great 
difficulties       and      complications.       To 
enable     such     a     course     to    be    taken 
there  must  be  a  great  and  general  con- 
centration   of     public     opinion    in   this 
country  in  support  of  it.       In  the  first 
decade  of  this  century,  from  1800  to  1810, 
there  were  in  Prussia  no  fewer  than  1,666 
deaths  from  hydrophobia.     If  anything  of 
this   kind  ever   occurred  iu  the  United 
Kingdom  the  recommendation  of  the  noble 
Earl  might  be  put  in  force,  but  the  cir- 
cumstances must  be  altogether  different 
from  what  they  were  at  present  before 
they  could  deal  practically  with  the  evil 
iu  the  way   suggested.     Whereas  with  a 
properly-fitting  muzzle  the  discomfort  to 
the  dog  was  problematic,  the  resentment 
of   the   owner   was   certain.      A   noble 
Friend   had   just   told   him  of  a  poodle 
which,  passing  from  one  part  of  Germany 
to  another,  enjoyed  six  weeks'  freedom 
from  the  muzzle.    On  returning  within  the 
muzzling  area  the  dog  came  to  his  master 
with    the   muzzle   in    its   mouth — ajg^a- 

Lord  Rihhlesdale 


rently  wanting  to  have  it  pat  on  again. 
Under  existing  circumstances,  and  with 
the  facts  and  figures   the  Government 
had    before    them,  they   would  not  be 
justified  in  taking  so  ambitious  and  doubt- 
ful a  course  as  simultaneous  muziling  all 
over  the  country.  Their  Lordships  would 
be   inclined   to   agree  in  this  the  more 
readily  when  he  told  them  that  rabies 
seemed  to  be  confined  to  certain  centres. 
He  remembered   that  before  the  Com- 
mittee he  had  mentioned  a  sort  of  *'  storm- 
centre  ''  map  was  exhibited,  showing  how 
much  rabies  was  localised  then.     Now 
the     disease,     he     would     point     out, 
was     very     much     localised     in     Lan- 
cashire, Lanarkshire,  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  London,  Kssex,  Kent,  Mid- 
dlesex,  and  Surrey.       He  had  not  the 
figures  for  Ireland,  and  cases  that  arose  in 
other  parts  of  the  country  could  be  osuallj 
traced  to  one  or  other  of  these  eight  coun- 
ties.  These  figures  would  give  some  idea 
of  the  extreme  localisation  of  rabies  in  this 
country.    During  the  six  and  a  half  years 
ending  June  30th,  out  of  901  cases  of 
ascertained  rabies,  669,  or  74  per  cent^ 
occurred   in  the  eight  counties   he   had 
mentioned.     The  noble  £arl  had  referred 
to  the  Rabies  Order  of  1892,  which  gave 
to   Local   Authorities   statutory   powers 
to    seize    stray    dogs.       No   doubt   the 
Local  Authorities  would  give  instructions 
for  carrying  out  those  orders.       At  the 
same  time,  it  was  to  be  much  regretted 
on  this  account  that  the  Bill  to  which  he 
had  alluded  had  been  lost  in  the  House 
of   Commons,   because    it    would    have 
given    more    particular   powers   to    the 
police  to  seize  stray  dogs,  which  were 
a  most  important  feature  in  this  matter  ; 
and  the  Committee  had  referred  to  their 
seizure,  detention,  and  slaughter  in  one 
of  the  paragraphs  of  the  Report.       A 
great  deal  might  be  don#  by  Local  Au- 
thorities giving  their  own  people  instruc- 
tions to  carry  out  the  existing  Acts  as 
regarded  stray  dogs.  Great  objection  was 
taken  by  some  hon.  Members  to  the  police 
having   these   powers,  which,   however, 
would   have  been   to  the   best  interests 
of  the  community  as  well  as  of  the  dogs 
themselves  ;   for   stray  dogs  in  London 
cuuld  not  expect  to  lead  a  very  happj 
life.     It  was  very  unfortunate,  therefore, 
that  the  Bill  had  been  Idocked  and  lost. 
In   conclusion,  he  feared  that  he  could 
not   give   the  noble   Earl   any  hope   of 
adopting  either  simultaneous  muzzling  or 
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any  new  legislation  in  the  direction  indi- 
cated. The  Board  of  Agriculture  were 
fully  aware  of  their  responsibilities,  and 
would  not  in  any  way  shirk  their  duty 
in  attempting  to  deal  in  every  possible 
way  with  a  terrible  and  terrifying  scourge 
that  had  been  more  or  less  frighteuiug 
the  world  since  the  days  of  Hippocrates. 

VALUATION     OF     LANDS     (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL.-.(No.  163.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House    in   Committee   (according    to 
Order). 

The     Duke     of    ARGYLL  :     My 
Lords,  I  ought  to  apologise  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (the  Lord  Privy  Seal)  for 
not  having  been  present  when  he  moved  the 
Second  Heading  and  perhaps  gave  an  ex- 
planation of  the  object  of  the  Bill  which 
was  not  reported  in  the  newspapers,  and 
which  I  have  not  seen.     It  seems  rather 
an  unimportant  Bill  except  with  regard  to 
one  provision  to  which  my  attention  has 
been  called  by  persons  in   Scotland  who 
think  it  will  have  rather  an  unfair  effect 
upon  other  ratepayers  in  the  counties.    It 
is  in  the  7th   clause,  which  gives  to  a 
great  variety  of  companies  and  to  corpora- 
tions the  privilege  of  having  their  cor- 
porate property  assessed  not  by  the  county 
▼alnators  but  by  the  railway  and  canal 
assessors.       I  believe  that   under  their 
valuation  considerable  advantage  is  given 
to  those  whose  property  is  assessed,  and 
the   representation  made  to  me   is  that 
under  the  7th  clause  a  considerable  addi- 
tional burden  will  be  thrown  on  other 
ratepayers.     The   effect  of   this   clause 
upon    the    existing    law    is    not   to  me 
very    clear.     I    have    looked    into    the 
Statute    of     which    this     Bill    appears 
to      be      an     amendment,      and      from 
that     it    appears    that    all     companies 
in  possession  of  corporate  property  have 
now  the  right  of  applying  to  be  assessed 
by  the  railway  and  canal  assessors.     Tliis 
clause  makes  it  not  only  not  optional  to 
to  them  to  apply  for  it,  but  enacts   that 
they   shall   be    so   assessed.     There   is 
another  important  difference.  The  clause, 
as  I  read  it,  brings  in  for  the  first  time 
property     belonging     to      Corporations, 
Burgh  Commissioners,  Trustees,  or  Local 
Authorities.     I   should   be   glad    if   the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
explain  what  will  be  the  effect  of  that 
upon  other  rateable  property  upon  the 


register,  and  how  far  it  has  been  applied 
for  by  the  Local  Authorities  in  Scotland. 
The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  and 
CHANCELLOR  of  the  DUCHY  of 
LANCASTER  (Lord  Tweedmouth)  : 
I  think  I  can  in  two  sentences  answer 
the  question  which  the  noble  Duke  has 
put.  The  object  of  this  clause  is  really 
to  make  absolutely  clear  and  certain  the 
present  practice  which  has  been  usual  in 
this  matter  in  Scotland.  The  history  of 
this  clause  is  this  :  some  time  ago  Lord 
Stormonth  Darling  decided  that  these 
quasi 'l^iihliG  Companies  do  not  come 
within  the  deHnition  of  the  word  "  Com- 
pany," and  that  it  is  not  competent  to 
them  to  apply  to  the  assessors. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  That  was 
the  Crinan  Canal  case. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Yes ;  but 
this  decision  was  reversed  on  appeal.  This 
provision  was  introduced  into  the  Bill  in 
consequence  of  Lord  Stormonth  Darling^s 
decision  in  the  Crinan  Canal  case.  It  was 
thought  well  that  in  spite  of  the  reversal 
of  Lord  Stormonth  Darling's  decision  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal  this  clause  should  still 
remain  I  in  the  Bill,  in  order  to  make  it 
quite  clear  that  these  Public  Companies 
could  apply  to  the  assessors  of  railways 
and  canals  to  make  valuations  as  in  the 
past.  It  is  not  compulsory  on  them  to  do 
so  ;  it  is ,  left  perfectly  optional,  and  the 
clause  is  only  intended  to  give  effect  to 
what  has  been  the  practice  in  Scotland  up 
to  the  present.  I  believe,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  are  18  Companies  in  Scotland 
at  present  who  have  their  property  valued 
by  the  assessors  in  this  manner. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  Does  that 
apply  to  municipal  property  ? 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  The  in- 
tention of  this  Bill  is  not  to  introduce 
any  change  in  the  law,  but  simply  to 
confirm  the  practice  which  has  been 
usual,  and  which  the  Court  of  Appeal 
decided  to  be  the  practice,  reversing  Lord 
Stormonth  Darling^s  decision. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  I  quite 
understand  that  as  to  other  Companies, 
but  a  Municipal  Corporation  is  not  a 
Company  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  and  I 
very  much  doubt — I  say  it  subject  to 
the  opinion  of  noble  and  learned  Lords — 
looking  at  the  Statute  whether  the  pro- 
perty of  a  Municipal  Corporation  would 
come  under  the  law  as  it  now  stands. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :    As  I  un- 
derstand, it  is  only  tvith  regard  to  under- 
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^a  kings  of  a  public  character  which  are 
®ar  ried  on  by  it  in  its  corporate  character. 
It  18  only  in  the  case  of  their  doing  cer- 
tai  D  work  as  companies — providing  gas, 
water,  and  so  forth,  as  they  sometimes 
do.  But  if  the  uoble  Duke  will  allow 
me,  I  will  make  further  inquiry  at  the 
Scotch  Office,  and  will,  if  possible,  an- 
swer his  question  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee to-morrow. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  Section  23  of  the  Statute  referred 
only  to  Gas  and  Water  Companies  having 
continuous  lands  or  heritages  liable 
to  be  assessed  in  more  than  one  county 
or  burgh.  It  did  not  refer  to  the  pro- 
perty of  Corporations  which  pre- 
sumably would  lie  within  their  districtp, 
but  to  Companies  having  property  in 
more  than  one  county,  parish,  or  burgh. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  will  in- 
quire into  the  matter. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment  ; 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  17)  BILL.— (No.  123.) 

Read  3*^  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  pa8sed,!and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 
Read  3»*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 
the  Commons. 

QUARRIES  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  149.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order)  ;  Amend- 
ments made ;   Bill  passed,  and   sent   to 
the  Commons. 

COAL  MINES  (CHECK  WEIGHER)  BILL. 
[H.L.].— (No.  ir>3.) 
Read   3*  (according    to  Order)  ;    and 
pas.sed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

INDUSTRIAL    SCHOOLS    BILL    [H.L.] 

(No.  152.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow. 

BOARDS  OF   CONCILIATION  BILL   [h.l.] 

(No.  112.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :    Bill  reported  without  Ameml- 

Lord  Tweedmouth 


Sekooh. 
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ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

ZANZIBAR  INDEMNITY  BILL. 
(No.  167.) 

Read    3*   (according    to  Order),  and 
passed. 

BRITISH    MUSEUM  (PURCHASE    OF 

LAND)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  173.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter^past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow^ 

half-piist  Five  o'clock. 


*XX  'N^N'^  ^- 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  2Srd  July  1894. 


Q  UE  S  TIONS. 


BAMLEY-IN-THE-WILLOWS     NATIONAL 

SCHOOL. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(KentjTunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  the  managers  of 
the  national  school  of  Bamlej-in-the 
Willows,  Newark,  have  been  required  by 
the  Department  to  build  a  cloakroom, 
although  an  unused  classroom  13  ft.  by 
9  ft.  has  l>een  transformed  into  a  cloak* 
room  in  the  present  year ;  and  whether 
the  Department  intends  to  press  this 
demand  ? 

•The  vice  PKE8IDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotlierham)  :  The  managers  of  this 
school  were  required  last  year  to  provide 
suitable  cloakroom  accommodation.  1 
understand  that  they  have  since  fitted  up 
a  recess  in  the  schoolroom  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  that  Her  Majesty's  Inspector 
regards  the  arrangement  as  satisfactory* 
They  will  not,  therefore,  be  required  to 
build  a  cloakroom. 

HEVKR  (KDENBKIlMiE)  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Conncil  on  Education  will 
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he  explain  why  a  grant  of  £10  (the 
usual  extra  graut  uuder  Article  lOo  for 
Ismail  schools)  has  been  refused  to  Hever 
Schools,  near  Edenbridge,  Kent,  this 
year ;  and  whv  no  answer  has  up  to  date 
been  sent  by  the  Education  Department 
to  a  letter  written  by  the  Rector  of 
Hever,  the  Rev.  R.  Lathom  Browne,  to 
the  Department  on  the  27th  of  June 
asking  the  reason  of  the  refusal  ? 

•Mr.  AC  land  :  The  grant  in  ques- 
tion has  not  been  refused.  Her  Majesty^s 
Inspector  is  not  satisfied  that  the  grant 
is  claimable  on  the  ground  of  the  popu- 
lation being  within  the  prescribed  limit. 
An  answer  to  Mr.  Browne^s  letter — which 
was  not  too  courteous  in  its  tone — has 
now  been  despatched  ;  and  the  grant  will 
be  paid  if  the  managers  can  satisfy  the 
Department  that  the  conditions  as  to 
population  are  fulfilled. 

Mr.  G  R I F  F I T  H-BOSCAWEN  : 

Then  it  is  a  fact  that  the  grant  has  not 
yet  been  paid  ? 

•Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  has  not  yet  been 
paid. 

FISHERY  POACHERS  IN  LIMERICK. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  is  he 
aware  that  a  water  bailiff  named,  Connell 
employed  by  the  Limerick  Conservators 
was  charged  at  Croom,  on  Uth  June, 
•with  firing  a  revolver  at  Patrick 
Kennedy,  and  that  the  case  was  dismissed 
on  the  ground  that  the  shot  was  merely 
fired  to  attract  the  attention  of  another 
water  bailiff;  (2)  Was  the  Crown 
legally  represented  on  the  occasion  ;  did 
the  police  neglect  to  arrest  Connell  for 
several  days  ;  and  did  they  report  to  the 
authorities  that  so  serious  a  charge  was 
to  be  tried  ;  (3)  Is  he  aware  that  Connell 
was  fined  previously  for  firing  a  revolver 
while  drunk  at  some  persons  at  Anna- 
cotty,  County  Limerick  ;  (4)  Will  the 
Government  inquire  whether  persons 
living  on  the  banks  of  the  River  Maigue 
are  seriously  alarmed  at  the  way  in 
which  armed  bailiffs  use  or  threaten  to 
use  their  pistols  under  the  pretext  of 
preserving  the  river  from  poachers  ;  (5) 
Will  Connell  be  allowed  by  the  Execu- 
tive to  retain  his  weapon  ;  and  (6)  Who 
were  the  Justices  who  decided  that  the 
liring  at  Kennedy  was  lawful  ? 


The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  (1)  The  facts  appear  to 
be  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  (2) 
The  Crown  was  not  legally  represented 
on  the  occasion,  but  the  District  Inspec- 
tor of  Constabulary  had  charge  of  the 
prosecution.  The  warrant  for  Conneli's 
arrest  was  issued  on  the  5th  June,  but 
by  direction  of  the  Justice  who  issued  it, 
it  was  not  executed  until  the  II th  June 
— the  date  of  Petty  Sessions,  where  it 
was  known  Connell  would  attend  to  give 
evidence  in  'some  poaching  cases.  The 
occurrence  was  duly  reported  by  the 
Constabulary,  and  the  District  Inspector 
instructed  to  t^ke  charge  of  the  proceed- 
ings. (3)  Connell  was  fined  about  a 
year  ago  for  having  been  drunk  while  in 
possession  of  a  revolver,  but  not  for 
having  discharged  the  weapon.  (4) 
The  Constabulary  report  that  poaching 
is  carried  on  to  a  considerable  extent  on 
the  River  Maigue,  and  that  no  respectable 
persons  in  the  locality  have  ever  com- 
plained  of  the   conduct  of   the  bailiffs. 

(5)  Upon  the  information  at  present  be- 
fore me  there  are  no  sufficient  grounds 
for  depriving   Connell   of  his  revolver. 

(6)  The  Justices  present  at  Croom  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  11th  instant  werj  Mr. 
Dickson,  R.M.,  Sir  David  Roche,  and 
Messrs.  Fitzgerald  and  Harris.  They 
were  unanimous  in  refusing  informations 
against  Connell. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  a  Resident 
Magistrate  power  to  suspend  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  ?  The  warrant  for  this 
man^s  arrest  was  not  executed  until  six 
days  after  its  issue.  Who  signed  the 
warrant  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  I  cannot 
say. 

DUBLIN  AND  KEW  BOTANIC  GARDENS. 
•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  at  what 
hours  are  the  Botanic  Gardens  in  Dublin 
and  at  Kew  open  to  the  public  in  summer 
and  winter,  and  what  are  the  hours  when 
the  hothouses  are  open  ;  and  could  ar- 
rangements be  made  by  which  the 
Dublin  gardens  and  houses  could  be  kept 
open  in  summer  at  hours  when  the  work- 
ing classes  could  have  access  to  them  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  this  question.  The 
Botanic  Gardens  in  Dublin  are  open  on 
week-days  from  10  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  be- 
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tween  the  Ist  April  and  the  30th  Sep- 
tember, and  from  10  a.m.  to  4.30  p.m.,  or 
to  sunset,  between  the  Ist  October  and 
the  31st  March.  The  conservatories  are 
opened  an  hour  later,  and  closed  and  hour 
earlier  than  the  Gardens.  On  Sundays, 
both  gardens  and  conservatories  are  open 
from  2  p.m.  till  the  stated  time  for 
closing  the  Gardens.  The  Gardens  at 
Kew  are  open  on  week  days  from  12  till 
sunset,  and  on  Saturdays  and  Sundays 
from  1  till  sunset,  the  latest  time  of  sun- 
set being  taken  as  8  p.m.  in  summer,  and 
the  earliest  as  4  p.m.  in  winter!  The 
hothouses  are  open  from  1  to  6  p.m.  in 
summer,  and  from  1  to  sunaet  in  winter, 
on  week-days  and  Sundays  alike.  I  will 
see  whether,  while  having  due  regard  to 
the  hours  of  the  employes^  arrangements 
can  be  made  for  keeping  the  Gardens  and 
houses  at  Dublin  open  somewhat  later  in 
summer  than  is  the  practice  at  the 
present  time. 

IRISH  LANDLORDS'  INDEBTEDNESS  TO 

THE   CROWN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  is 
the  total  amount  of  arrears  due  by  Irish 
landlords  to  the  Crown  for  quit-rents,  and 
what  steps  are  l)eing  taken  to  collect 
them  ;  could  a  return  be  given  of  the 
estates  on  which  quit-rent  is  owing,  and 
the  amount  in  each  case  ;  and,  where  can 
a  view  be  obtained  of  the  income  from 
Irish  quit-rents  paid  to  the  Crown,  and 
the  arrears  in  each  year  since  the 
Union  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 
The  total  amount  of  arrears  due  to  the 
Crown  for  quit-rents  at  March  31st,  1894 
(exclusive  of  a  gale-  which  accrued  due 
only  on  the  24th  of  that  month,  and  does 
not  appear  in  the  accounts  till  the 
following  year),  is  £14,275  16s.  lOd. 
Exclusive  of  a  portion  of  this  sum,  which 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  deem  irre- 
coverable, the  arrears  consist  partly  of 
those  not  more  than  one  year  in  arrear, 
which  are  bein*^  dealt  with  ])v  the  local 
collectors  who  are  officers  of  Inland 
Revenue,  and  partly  of  those  in  airear  for 
more  than  a  year  in  respect  of  lands, 
houses  in  towns,  and  fairs  and  markets, 
which  are  being  dealt  with  at  the  Quit 
Rent  Office,  Dublin,  and  by  the  collectors. 
The  publication  of  the  information 
indicated      in      paragraph     2     of      the 

Mr,  Acland 


question  would  be  a  new  departure,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  an  undesirable  one.  I  may,  how- 
ever, mention  thai  since  March  3 Ist,  1890, 
there  has  been  a  reduction  of  about 
£14,000  in  the  amount  of  arrears,  of 
which  £3,771  was  written  off.  The  quit- 
rents  were  placed  under  the  management 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  in  1827 
by  the  Act  7  &  8  George  IV.,  c.  68, 
and  from  that  period  till  now  the  accounts 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  contain 
the  income  and  arrears.  Since  1853  the 
information  has  been  given  in  the  annual 
Reports  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
in  a  convenient  form. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  point 
he  wanted  to  know  was  how  much  of  the 
quit-rent  annually  the  Irish  landlords  had 
refused  to  pay,  and  whether  in  the  sum 
of  £14,275  was  included  the  irrecoverable 
arrears  in  each  case  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  un- 
able to  answer  that  question  offhand,  but 
he  would  endeavour  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation required.  Tlie  sum  of  £14,275 
certainly  included  the  arrears  that  were 
irrecoverable. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) : 
May  I  ask  whether  these  quit-rents  will 
1)0  payable  in  priority  to  the  Estate  Duties? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  unable  to 
answer  that  question. 

EDUCATION    GRANTS    FOR    RURAL 
DISTRICTS. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University) : 
I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
present  practice  of  the  Department  to 
refuse  grants  to  schools  in  rural  districts, 
under  Articles  104  and  106  of  the  Code, 
which  serve  a  population  under  oOO, 
when  the  population  of  the  ancient  civil 
parishes  out  of  which  those  districts  are 
taken  exceed  that  limit,  although  such 
schools  have  previously  received  such 
grants ;  and  when  this  change  of  policy 
originated  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  The  school  district  in 
these  Articles  is  defined  by  the  Education 
Act  of  1870  as  the  civil  parish.  There 
has  been  no  change  of  policy  whatever  in 
this  respect.  Any  grants  which  may 
have  been  made  to  schools  where  the 
population  of  the  civil  parish  exceeded 
the  prescribed  limit  must  have  been  made 
in  error,  and  would,  of  course,  be  discon- 
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tinued  as  soon  as  the  mistake  was  dis- 
covered. I  suppose  it  is  to  such  cases 
that  the  hon.  Member  refers. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question, 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  from  the  Annual  Report 
this  year  in  what  cases  the  grant  had 
been  refused.  He  would  probably  re- 
member that  during  the  latter  part  of  the 
period  of  Office  of  the  late  Government 
a  Hetum  was  given  to  show  how  the 
grant  was  allotted.  In  some  cases  it  was 
seen  that  the  allotment  was  contrary  to 
the  law,  and  hence  it  was  that  it 
had  since  been  refused  in  those  in- 
stances. 

FECKENHAM  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Feckenham 
National  School,  in  the  County  of 
Worcester,  where  additional  class-room 
accommodation  is  required  to  be  pro- 
vided during  the  current  year,  notwith- 
standing that  the  general  accommodation 
of  the  school  is  largely  in  excess  of  the 
average  attendance  of  the  children  ; 
and  whether  he  will  reconsider  this  re- 
qnirement  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  In  the  last  Report 
on  this  school,  which  was  sent  last 
November,  the  attention  of  the  managers 
was  called  to  the  fact  that  the  two  class- 
rooms were  both  undersized,  being  only 
16  feet  by  12.  No  requirement,  how- 
ever, was  made  to  provide  new  class- 
rooms, and  there  has  been  no  further  cor- 
respondence on  the  matter  since. 

THE    ERASMUS    SMITH    EDUCATIONAL 

ENDOWMENT. 
Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland — (1)  why  the  Draft 
Scheme  for  the  management  of  the 
£rasmus  Smith  Educational  Endow- 
ment, which  was  published  in  1892,  and 
publicly  considered  in  October,  1892,  has 
not  been  put  in  force  ;  (2)  when  will  the 
Report  for  1893  of  the  Educational  En- 
dowment (Ireland)  Commission  be  pub- 
lished ;  (3)  why  a  large  proportion  of 
the  income  of  the  Erasmus  Smith  En- 
dowmenty  which  was  expressly  left  for 
the  free  education  of  poor  children  on  the 
donor's  Irish  estates,  and  20  other  poor 


children  residing  within  two  miles  of  the 
schools,  has  been  applied  for  the  benefit 
of  persons  who  do  not  come  within  these 
terms,  notwithstanding  the  Educational 
Endowments  (Ireland)  Act  of  1885 ; 
(4)  whether  any  steps  are  to  be  taken 
under  that  Act  to  reform  the  manage- 
ment and  application  of  the  Erasmus 
Smith  Endowment  ;  and  (5)  whether 
the  Commissioners,  under  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  (Ireland)  Act  of 
1855,  have  yet  dealt  with  the  Erasmus 
Smith  and  Incorporated  Societies  En- 
dowments, which  are  the  two  largest 
educational  endowments  in  Ireland,  and 
amount  to  about  £20,000  a  year  ? 

Mr.  J.  ^MORLEY  :  (1)  No  Scheme 
can  come  into  force  under  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  (Ireland)  Act,  1 885, 
unless  it  has  l)een  first  framed  and  signed 
by  both  the  Judicial  Commissioners,  and 
subsequently  approved  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  Council.  The  Draft  Scheme 
for  the  future  management  of  Eras- 
mus Smithes  Endowment,  which  was 
prepared  by  a  majority  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  1892,  was  met  by  a  number  of 
objections  raising  serious  and  difficult 
questions,  which  were  discussed  at  a 
public  sitting  of  the  Commission  held  in 
October,  1892.  The  Judicial  Commis- 
sioners have  not  since  been  able  to  con- 
cur in  framing  a  revised  Scheme,  but  they 
intend  to  further  consider  the  matter 
immediatelv  after  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien's 
return  from  circuit,  and  to  announce  the 
result  at  an  early  date.  (2)  The  final 
Report  of  the  Commission  will  be  pub- 
lished before  the  end  of  the  current  year, 
and  will  cover  the  whole  period  from  the 
date  of  the  last  Report  to  the  completion 
of  the  business  of  the  Commission,  whose 
general  statutory  powers  have  expired. 
(3,  4,  and  5).  The  endowment  referred  to 
is  now  administered  under  certain 
Charters  and  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
this  administration  cannot  be  affected 
under  the  Act  of  1885  otherwise  than  by 
a  Scheme  duly  framed  and  approved.  No 
such  Scheme  has,  as  pointed  out,  been  yet 
framed.  The  Educational  Endowments 
Commission  published  a  Draft  Scheme  for 
the  future  management  of  the  Endow- 
ments belonging  to  the  Incorporated 
Society  on  August  14th,  1893.  The 
Scheme  was  revised  after  public  con- 
sideration of  the  objections  received,  and 
was  signed  by  the  Judicial  Commissioners 
on  February   3rd,  1894,     Having   been 
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duly  published  it  was  proviflionally  ap- 
proved by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Coun- 
cil on  May  2l8t,  1894.  The  annual 
amount  of  Erasmus  Smithes  and  Incor- 
porated Society^s  Endowments  is  believed 
to  be  much  less  than  £20,000  a  year, 
and  the  endowments  of  the  Incorporated 
Society  consist  of  a  large  numl>ei*  of  dis- 
tinct endowments,  mauv  of  which  are 
held  upon  special  trusts. 

LABOURERS*   COTTAGES    IN    THE    KIL- 
LOUGH  DISPENSARY  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  bej? 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  application 
made  to  the  Downpatrick  Board  of 
Guardians,  at  their  meeting  on  the  14th 
instant,  for  the  erection  of  two  lal)ourers'' 
cottages  in  the  Killough  Dispensary 
District ;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
absolute  necessity  for  having  some 
lalK)urerB*  cottages  erected  in  the  dis- 
trict ;  and  if  he  will  communicate  with 
the  Board  as  to  the  desirability  of  having 
them  erected  with  the  least  possible 
delay  'f 

Mr.  J.  MO  RLE  Y  :  A  representation 
has  been  made  to  the  Guardians,  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  and  should 
they  decline  to  act  upon  it,  it  will  then 
be  open  to  the  persons  who  signed  the 
representation  to  apply  direct  to  the 
Local  Government.  Board  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  matter,  in  pursuance  of  Section  4 
of  the  Act  of  1891.  I  may  point  out 
that  the  ap}>lication  now  l)efore  the 
Guardians  can  only  be  considereil  after 
the  issue  of  the  notices  required  by  the 
Labourers'  Acts,  and  that  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  proceeilings  it  would  be 
premature  for  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  take  action. 

THE  ALLEGKD  MASSAGE  SCANDALS. 

Mu.  8.  SMITH  (Flintshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  bet»n  drawn  to  a  state*nient 
made  in  The  British  Medical  Journal 
that  **  massage  shops  ''  are  in  many  casc:^ 
used  for  improper  purposes ;  whether 
this  subject  has  attractetl  the  attention  of 
the  police  :  whether,  ((uite  recently,  one 
of  the  best  known  of  these  places  has 
been  raided  and  stopped  ;  and  whether 
the   (Tovernment  propose<l   to  take   any 
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steps   for   the  registratiou  of    massage 
shops  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  read  the 
article  referred  to.  Except  by  the  state- 
ments in  that  article,  the  attention  of  the 
police  has  not  been  called  to  the  subject. 
There  is  no  truth  in  the  statement  that 
the  police  have  raided  and  stopped  one 
of  these  places.  The  matter  has  been, 
and  is  being,  carefully  investigated, 
but  up  to  the  present  no  sufficient  evi- 
dence has  been  forthcoming  to  warrant 
police  action,  or  to  show  the  necessity  of 
an  amendment  of  the  law. 

IMPRISONMENT  FOR  NON-PAYMENT  OP 

RATES. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther  his  attention  has  lieen  called  to  the 
case  of  James  Spendlove,  a  working 
man,  arrested  by  the  police  for  the  non- 
payment of  rates,  8s.  4il.,  and  lis.  costs, 
at  Cornholme,  and  tionveyed  to  Tod- 
morden,  and  thence  to  Wakefield  Prison  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  man  was 
handcuffed  and  marched  through  the 
streets  as  a  criminal,  and  kept  haud- 
cutied  until  he  reached  the  gaol  ;  that 
the  man  requested  to  be  allowed  to  go  to 
his  employer's  office  to  get  his  wages  ; 
auil  that  no  information  was  given  to  his 
wife  of  what  had  become  of  him  ;  whe- 
ther such  proceedings  are  justifiable  for 
the  enforcement  of  a  civil  debt ;  whether 
he  will  think  it  proper  to  convey  to  the 
police  condemnation  of  such  treatment ; 
and  whether  costs  of  lis.  are  justifiable 
for  the  collection  of  a  debt  of  Be.  4d.  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiry into  the  case  of  James  Spendlove, 
and  I  am  informed  bv  the  Clerk  to  the 
Todmorden  Justices  that  the  costs  were 
not  lis.,  but  8s.  6d.  only,  which  he  states 
is  less  in  amount  than  the  authorised 
charges.  As  to  the  handcuffing,  a  female 
and  three  male  prisoners,  Spendlove 
being  one,  were  sent  in  charge  of  two 
officers  from  Todmorden  Police  Station 
to  Wakefield  Prison.  One  officer  had 
charge  of  the  female  prisouer,  and  the 
other  constable  of  the  three  male 
prisoners,  who  were  handcuffed  at  the 
police  station,  and  remained  so  until  they 
reached  the  prison.     I  have  already,  on  a 


665       Ggmnattk:  InilmctorM      {23  Jdlt  18»4} 


in  the  Army. 


former  olecuioD,  expreflsed  my  opinion 
that  in  the  case  of  a  person  in  cnatody 
for  uon-pajment  of  civil  debt  the  use  of 
handcuffs  c«d  only  be  Jiietified  bj  the 
proaanre  of  extreme  neceeaity,  of  whicli  I 
see  no  evidence  in  the  present  case,  anil 
I  bave  so  informed  the  anthorities  of  the 
West  Riding  Police  Force.  The  allega- 
tion that  Spendlove  wae  not  allowed  to 
go  to  his  employers'  offices  appears  to  be 
inaccurate,  as  be  was  apprehended  in  the 
presence  of  hia  employer,  to  whom  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  were  explained 
by  the  police  officer,  and  Spendlove  did 
not  ask  for  money  from  him,  but  only  for 
time  to  pay,  and  he  could  have  had  his 
wages  had  he  so  wished,  Spendlove's 
wife  was  liviug  eight  miles  away,  sud 
word  was  sent  to  her  by  Spendlove's 
employer.  She  came  over  next  day  and 
drew  ber  husband's  wages,  and  promised 
to  pay  the  amount.  The  original  sum- 
mons was  taken  out  against  Spendlove 
on  the  14th  of  April,  and  the  commitment 
was  not  executed  until  the  present 
month,  so  Spendlove  had  ample  time 
allowed  him. 

PBOFOSBD  FIBH  HATCHERY  AT 
CAMPBELTOWN  LOCH. 

Mk,  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whe- 
ther he  has  takeu  any  steps  towards  the 
examination  of  Campbeltown  Loch,  with 
a  view  to  the  CHtnblishment  of  a  fish 
hatchery  there  for  the  Weat  Coast  of 
Scotland  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  lie  pro- 
poses to  take  any  Hteps  in  the  tlircction 
indicated  before  the  close  of  the  preanut 
season? 

The  SECRETARY  kou  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tkevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Fishery  Board  that  the  subject  wai^ 
broaght  before  them  at  their  last  meeting 
in  connection  with  previous  porrespon- 
dence,  and  they  decided  in  the  moantimc 
to  delay  its  consideration.  lu  the.se  cir- 
cumstances, I  do  not  propose  to  suggest 
that  any  further  steps  should  be  taken  by 
the  Board  at  tift  present  time. 

THE  LIXS  OF  DEE. 
Mk.  A.  MORTON  (Feterlmronjfh)  ; 
I  beg  to  ask  iho  Secretary  for  Scotlaml 
whether  hia  attention  haa  been  called  to 
a  statement  in  The  Aberdeen  Free  Pre»t 
of  the  18th  that  the  Liau  of  Dee  is 
about  to  be  destroyed    by  blasting    the 


rocks  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take 
measures  to  prevent  the  projected  destnic- 
tion  of  one  of  the  most  remarkable  objeeta 
of  interest  on  all  Deeside  F 

SiK  G.TREVELYAN  :  My  attention 
was  first  directed  to  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
have  since  seen  the  newspaper  reports  ou 
the  subject.  There  is  no  Public  Body,  so 
far  as  I  know,  which  has  any  power  in 
the  matter  to  whom  1  could  refer  for  in- 
formation ;  hut  I  am  informed  by  the 
factor  of  the  estate  that  the  reports  ore 
greatly  exaggerated,  as  what  ia  contem- 
plated will  in  no  degree  affect  the  aspect 
of  the  Linn  of  Dee. 

KASSALA. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  EcclcauU)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Stata  for  Foreign 
Affaira  whether  the  Italians  have  cap- 
tured and  occupied  Kaasaia,  iu  the  Eastern 
Soudan  ;  and  whether  Italy  will  main- 
tain her  occupation  of  that  important 
poaitiou  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  Kon  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grev,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  fact  of  the  occupation  of 
Kaaaula  by  the  Italtiiii  forces  has  been 
communicated  lo  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment by  the  Italiau  Government,  with 
assurauces  to  the  effect  that  the  event 
will  iu  no  way  affect  their  iuteution  to 
act  up  to  their  eugngemeuts  to  tlila 
country.  These  eugagemeuts  are  re- 
corded in  the  Protocol  of  April  lo,  1891,' 
which  was  laid  before  Parliament  under 
"  Italy  (No  1)  "  of  that  year. 

(iYMNASTIO   IXSTKUCT0E6    IN   IHB 
ARMY. 

Mu.  PIERI'OINT  (Warrington):  I 
lieg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  officers  who  have  l>een 
appointed  gymnastic  iuKtructora  for  two 
years  arc  Kecondcd  :  ami,  if  not,  why 
not,  Kceiug  that  their  services  are  for  the 
time  l>eing  lost  to  their  regiments  ? 

The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr,  Campheli,  -  Bassekman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  These  officera  are  not 
seconded.  The  War  Office  has  seconded, 
at  great  cost  to  the  country,  almost  every 
officer  who  is  extra -regimentally  em- 
ployed, and  I  am  not  prepared  to  go 
further  in  this  direction.     The  regiments 
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must  provide  the  few  officen) — about  oue 
from  every  10  battailous — who  are  re- 
quired for  ((yinuuHtic  instruction  and  who 
are  ouly  required  for  these  duties  for  tAVO 
years. 

Mr.  PIEHPOINT:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether,  in  the  case 
of  a  captain  t>Ging  appointed  gymnastic 
instructor,  his  subaltern,  who  does  his 
duty  for  the  two  years,  gets  extra  pay  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAX  : 
No,  Sir  ;  I  do  not  think  he  does. 

POOR  RATE  ARREARS   IN  ROSCOMMON 

UNION. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  if  his 
attention  has  l>ecn  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings for  arrears  of  Poor  Rate  instituted 
by  the  Roscommon  Board  of  Guardians 
against  Michael  Iliinierty,  John  Brennan, 
and  Mary  Kelly,  widow,  all  of  l^ally- 
murry,  Roscommon,  who  had  purchased, 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts,  their 
holdings,  valued  respectively  under  £4 
per  annum  ;  (2)  is  he  aware  that  these 
proceedings  Avere  dismissal  by  the 
Magistrates  on  the  ground  that  these 
arrears  were  really  due  by  the  former 
landlord,  from  whom  the  Poor  Rate 
collector  had  neglected  to  collect  them  ; 
(3)  were  those  proceedings  sanctioned 
by  the  Local  (lovernment  Board  for 
Ireland  ;  and  (4)  will  he  give  the  neces- 
sary directions  to  j)revent  the  recurrence 
of  such  proceedings  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1.)  Proceedings 
for  the  recoverv  of  Poor  Rates  were  insti- 
tuted  by  the  Poor  Rate  collector,  not  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  against  the  j)er- 
sons  named,  whose  holdings  are  valued 
under  £4.  The  collector  states  that  in 
1891  he  applied  to  the  agent  ol*  the 
estate  for  the  rates  then  due  on  these 
holdings,  but  the  latter  declined  to  pay 
them  on  the  ground  that  he  received  no 
rents,  and  when  the  collector  again  maile 
application  he  Avas  informed  that  the 
tenants,  having  entered  int(»  agreements 
for  the  purchase  of  their  holdings,  were 
liable  for  the  rates.  The  tenants  having 
declined  to  pay,  the  collector  applied  to 
the  Land  Cbmmission  for  information, 
and  was  advised  that  the  tenants  were 
liable,  and  he  accordingly  summoned 
them  to  Petty  Sessions.  (2.)  The  Ma- 
gistrates gave  tle(*rees  for  the  current 
rates,  but  made  uo  order  as  to  arrears. 
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(3.)  No  proceedings  for  the  recovery  of 
rates  iu  such  cases  require  the  sanction 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  (4.) 
The  Local  Government  Board  canuol 
interfere  with  Boards  of  Gnardians  and 
their  oificers  iu  taking  such  proceedings 
as  they  may  deem  necessary  within  the 
law  to  recover  rates  due  in  their  Unions. 

Mk.  BODKIN  :  Were  these  proceed- 
ings sanctioned  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  or  not  ?  I  am  informed  that 
thev  were. 

Mk.  J.  MORL£y  :  I  am  told  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  uo  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  require  their  sanc- 
tion. 

SWAZILAND. 

Mr.  CAYZER  (Barrow-in-Furness): 
I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
although  by  the  Loudon  Convention  of 
1884  with  the  Soutli  African  Republic, 
the  independence  of  the  Swasis  within 
the  lx>undary  line  of  Swaziland  was  fully 
recognised,  the  Government  proposes  now 
to  withdniw  from  the  joint  Protectorate 
of  Swaziland  with  the  Trnnsvaa!  Re- 
publit*,  and  surrender  the  country  to  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  Republic, 
against  the  protests  of  the  Queen  Regent 
and  inhabitants  of  Swaziland,  who  are 
desirous  of  remaining  under  British  pro- 
tection ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
BuxTox,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
The  (]  nest  ion  of  the  future  government 
of  Swaziland  is  still  the  subject  of  nego- 
tiation. 

WRECKAGE  OFF  FLAMBOROUGH  HEAD. 

Mk.  MACDONA(Southwark,Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Tnule  whether  he  is  aware  that 
on  the  18th  instant  a  large  amount  of 
wreckage  was  reported  to  have  becu  seen 
aliout  14  miles  oif  Flamborough  Head; 
and,  if  this  be  so,  will  he  instruct  the 
Trinity  House  Board  to  send  out  a  vessel 
to  make  further  seiirch  fot  a  derelict  sup- 
{Ktseil  to  be  afloat  in  that  locality  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Buyce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
On  the  17th  instant  the  Receiver  of 
Wreck  at  Newcastle  forwarded  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  a  Re|K)rt  by  the  master  of 
the  ship  Ruth  that  on  the  16th  he  had 
passed  the  quarter  deck  of  a  large  sailing 
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ship  floating  about  14  miles  S.E.^  S  of 
Flamborough.  A  copy  of  the  Report 
was  at  the  same  time  sent  bj  him  to  the 
Trinity  House,  in  accordance  with  the 
general  instructions  issued  by  the  Board 
to  Receivers  of  Wreck.  A  Report  was 
also  received  by  the  Board  on  the  17th 
instant  from  their  Deputy  Superinten- 
dent of  Mercantile  Marine  at  Blyth  of  a 
waterlogged  vessel  passed  by  the  Con- 
staniine  on  the  14th  instant  15  miles 
S.S.E.  of  Flamborough.  This  informa- 
tion was  telegraphed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  Trinity  House.  The  Trinity 
&ouse  inform  me  that  a  thorough  search 
was  made  by  their  steamer  Argus  on  the 
18th  and  19th  instant  all  round  the 
position  reported,  but  nothing  was  seen 
of  the  wreckage  in  question.  If  further 
information  should  come  to  hand  as  to 
this  alleged  derelict  a  further  search  will 
be  made  for  her,  in  case  her  position  can 
be  approximately  fixed. 

ALLEGED  ORANGE  OUTRAGE  ON  A 
PROTESTANT  RECTOR. 
Mr.  O'DRISCOLL  (Monaghan,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware 
that,  on  the  night  of  13th  or  early  morn- 
ing of  14th  July  instant,  the  stable  of 
Rev.  A.  B.  R.  Young,  M.A.,  the  Protes- 
tant Rector  of  Ballibay,  County  Mona- 
ghan, was  entered,  and  the  mane  of  a 
valuable  horse  so  mutilated  as  to  greatly 
reduce  the  selling  price  of  the  animal, 
the  reason  for  this  malicious  injury  being, 
it  is  supposed,  that  the  reverend  gentle- 
man had  some  Orange  flags  removed 
from  the  tower  of  his  church  in  con- 
sequence of  one  of  the  pillarets  to  which 
they  were  attached  having  been  knocked 
down  and  broken  on  the  night  of  the  7th 
instant ;  and  what,  if  any,  protection  has 
been  afibrded  to  Mr.  Young  against  a 
repetition  of  such  outrage  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  ques- 
tion. Some  three  or  four  inches  of  hair 
were  removed  from  the  horse^s  mane,  but 
no  bodily  injury  was  inflicted.  The 
reverend  gentleman  is  receiving  every 
necessary  protection  from  the  police. 

Mr-  O'DRISCOLL  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  rev. 
gentleman,  in  consequence  of  his  action, 
has  been  burnt  in  efiigy  by  members  of 
the  Orange   organisation  and  threatened 


with  condign  punishment  by  the  leaders 
of  that  body  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aware. 

DENUNCIATION  OF  LAND  GRABBERS 
IN  LIMERICK. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  l)een  drawn  to  a  leading 
article  in  The  Limerick  Leader  oi  11th 
July,  which  states  that  the  evicted  farm 
of  0' Grady  has  l)een  taken  by  a  Mr. 
James  Valentine,  who  hails  from  Naas, 
County  Kildare  ;  that  in  Ballybroad  dis- 
trict a  grabber  ought  not  to  have  any 
pleasant  quarters ;  and  that  the  old 
policy  of  lx)ycotting  should  be  put  in 
force,  and  announced  that  a  public  meet- 
ing will  be  held  in  the  district  in  three 
weeks'  time  to  denounce  his  conduct ; 
whether  the  meeting  referred  to  will  be 
allowed  to  take  place  ;  and  whether  the 
incitement  to  boycotting  contained  in 
this  paper  has  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Law  Officers,  and  with  what 
result  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  newspaper 
article  referred  to  has  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Attorney  General, 
whose  opinion  is  that,  although  the 
language  in  question  may  contain  some 
evidence  of  an  offence,  yet  it  is  too 
ambiguous  to  found  a  prosecution  on  it. 
The  question  of  allowing,  or  disallowing, 
any  meeting  in  the  locality  will  be  con- 
sidered so  soon  as  the  local  responsible 
authorities  are  in  possession  of  deflnite 
information  pointing  to  the  fact  that  such 
a  meeting  is  intended  to  be  held.  At 
present  they  have  no  information  in  the 
matter  beyond  the  vague  announcement 
in  the  newspaper  article  mentioned. 


CHELSEA  HOSPITAL  FUNDS. 
Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  correctly  stated  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Accounts  that  the  Com- 
missioners of  Chelsea  Hospital  have  a 
capital  of  £79,000,  mainly  prize  money, 
to  which  additions  have  been  made  from 
rent  and  other  sources,  and  that  no  with- 
drawals excepting  rent  money  have  been 
made  ;  and  whether  there  is  any  objection 
to  applying  this  sum  to  cases  of  indigent 
Crimean  veterans  who  have  applied  for 
compassionate  allowances  ? 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  zlftni  uotahlc  to  Hay  whether  th«>t  ezpedi- 


Art  the  whole  question  of  the  employ- 
ineiit  of  tlie  Chelsea  Hospital  property  to 
the  best  advantage  of  old  soldiers  is  at 
present  being  considered  by  a  Committee, 
I  should  prefer  not  to  make  any  state- 
ment on  the  subject  until  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  considering  their   Keport. 

NAVAL    ENGINEERS'  EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  CivH  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty on  what  date,  approximately,  the 
local  examinations  will  )>e  held  in  Man- 
chester and  Birmingliam,  of  the  Royal 
Naval  College,  for  Engineers  ;  and  Avho- 
ther  he  has  any  other  communications  to 
make  as  to  any  conditions,  &c.,  of  these 
examinations  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson',  Dundee)  : 
The  local  examinations  for  engineer 
students  will  be  held  at  Manchester  and 
Birmingham,  as  well  as  other  centres,  in 
April  next,  but  the  exact  date  will  not 
Ite  fixed  until  January,  and  mav  then  l>e 
ascertained  from  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, who  conduct  the  examination. 
Candidates  must  l>e  not  less  than  14 
nor  more  than  17  on  the  1st  of 
May  next.  Successful  candidates  will 
be  entered  as  engineer  students  in  the 
Navy  on  the  1st  of  July,  and  will  pass 
through  acioursc  of  five  years  at  the  Train- 
ing School  for  Engineer  Students  at 
Keyliani.  The  cost  to  parents  is  £40 
for  each  vcar  of  the  crourse. 


THE  WAZIRI  EXPEDITION  OF  18S1. 

Siu  A.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  intended 
to  issue  the  India  Frontier  Medal  to  the 
troops  engaged  in  the  Waziri  Expedition 
of  1H81  ;  and  whether  this  mctlal  has 
been  given  to  troops  engaged  in  ex- 
peditions of  a  less  important  character 
both  prior  to  and  since  the  Waziri  Ex- 
pedition in  1881  ? 

The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
liam]>t()n,  E.)  :  My  right  hon.  Friend  hns 
asked  me  to  answer  this  question.  There 
is  no  intention  of  issuing  the  India 
^ledal  to  the  troops  engage<l  in  the 
Waziri  Expedition  of  18S1.  The  ques- 
tion of  giving  or   not  giving  a  medal  is 


tion  of  1881  was  of  greater  or  less  im- 
portance than  the  expeditioDs  before  or 
Mince  that  date  for  which  the  India 
Modal  hns  been  given. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  ;  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  iu  many  ca»ep  the  medal  has 
not   l>een  issued  till   15  veal's  after  the 

*r 

clone  of  a  campaign  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  that.  I  am  infonned  the  deeisioir  is 
arrived  at   immediatelv  after  the  close  of 

» 

a  campaign. 

THE  SANITABY  CONDITION  OF  EGYPT. 

Mr.  SETON-KAHR  (St.  Helens)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  coirecty 
as  stated  in  an  article  bj  Sir  William 
Marriott  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette^  of 
18th  Jul  J  last,  that  Rogers  Pasha,  the 
Director  General  of  the  Sanitary  De- 
partment in  Egypt,  had  in  1893  reported 
that  Egypt,  in  its  general  sanitary  con- 
dition, remains  as  it  was  10  years  ai(o; 
that  not  a  town  has  been  drained,  for  the 
drainage  of  Cairo  is  only  approved  ;  and 
that  from  a  sanitary  point  of  view  the 
country  is  about  as  well  prepared  to  meet 
the  disease  of  cholera  as  it  was  lu  1883  ; 
whether,  as  suggested  in  the  same  Re- 
port, the  Finance  Department  in  Egypt 
is  responsible  for  this  state  of  things ; 
whether  Sir  Elwin  Palmer  is  now  the 
Financial  Adviser  of  that  Department, 
and  iiolds  the  appointment  under  an 
agreement  with  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment that  he  is  to  retain  it  for  15  years 
from  the  date  of  his  appointment ;  and 
whether  such  an  agreement  is  leg^l,  and 
has  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  opinion  of  Rogers 
Pasha,  the  Director  General  of  the  Sani- 
tary Department  in  Egypt,  as  to  the 
general  sanitary  condition  of  Egypt, 
will  ]>e  found  on  i)age  17  of  Lord  Cromer's 
Report  of  this  year  on  the  condition  of 
Egypt  (Egypt  No.  1,  1894).  It  will  be 
seen  that  a  certain  amount  of  progress 
has  been  made  in  sanitary  improvements, 
though  in  a  Mahomeilan  country,  and 
one  so  hampered  as  Egypt  is  in  matters 
,  of  finance  and  of  administration  affecting 
foreigners,  the  progress  is  iiecessarilv 
slow  and  difficult.  It  will  be  seen  from 
Mr.  Garstin's  observations  on  page  37  of 
the  same  Report  that  the  Finance  De- 
decided   at  the  close   of  a  campaign.     I    partment  is  not  solely,  or  even  mainlyy 
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espoQsible  for  the  delay  in  executing 
the  drainage  scheme  for  Cairo,  but  that 
it  is  useless  to  take  any  steps  in  this 
direction  till  certain  complementary 
measures  have  received  the  assent  of  the 
Powers.  Sir  Elwin  Palmer  has  been 
Financial  Adviser  to  the  Egyptian  Go 
vernmeut  since  August,  1889.  The 
choice  was  made  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, but  was  agreed  to  by  Her 
Majesty^s  Government.  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  were  not  consulted  as  to  the 
terms  of  the  contract  under  which  Sir 
£.  Palmer  accepted  the  appointment. 
Such  contracts  >are  usually  made  for  a 
term  of  years,  with  certain  conditions 
in  case  of  an  earlier  termination.  It  is 
a  matter  within  the  discretion  of  the 
Egyptian  Government ;  and,  so  far  as 
Her  Majesty's  Government  can  judge, 
the  practice  is  both  legal  and  convenient. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  :  Will  the  hon. 
Baronet  kindly  state  some  of  the  par- 
ticulars alleged  of  the  improvement  in 
sanitary  reform  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  No,  Sir  ;  for  all  par- 
ticulars I  think  it  very  much  more  con- 
venient that  the  hon.  Member  should 
consult  the  Report  first. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  are  the  arrangements  for 
the  week  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Government 
propose  to  take  the  Equalisation  of  Rates 
(London)  Bill  to-morrow  ;  on  Wednes- 
day the  Report  stage  of  the  Building 
Societies  (No.  2)  Bill ;  and  on  Thursday 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  discus- 
sion of  that  Bill  will  go  on  from  day  to 
day,  with  the  exception  of  the  time  given 
to  the  Vote  on  Account  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes,  Sir,  with  that 
exception.  The  Vote  on  Account  will  be 
taken  on  Monday. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


EVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND)  ARBI- 
TRATION BILL.— (No.  176.) 
SECOND  READING  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE], 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [19th  July],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 


And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon 
this  day  three  months." — ( Colonel  Saun^ 
derson,) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  introducing 
this  Bill,  and  again  upon  the  Second 
Reading,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  referred  to  some  remarks  which 
were  attributed  to  me  by  a  very  energetic 
reporter,  who  caught  me,  in  the  year 
1891,  on  an  Atlantic  steamer  which  wad 
en  route  for  America.  As  my  right  hon. 
Friend  thought  the  matter  sufficiently  im* 
portant  to  refer  to  it  on  two  occasions, 
I  may  say  that — although  I  do  not  think 
the  authority  a  very  good  one — I  have 
no  objection  now  to  repeat  and  adopt  the 
lan^iuige  which  was  so  attributed  to  me. 
I  was  reported  to  have  said  that  I  was 
in  favour  of  a  just  and  equitable  settle- 
ment of  this  matter,  and  that  I  thought 
such  a  settlement  could  only  be  arrived 
at  by  an  arrangement  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  ;  and,  lastly,  that  the 
settlement  ought  to  follow  the  lines  of  the 
1 3th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1891 .  I  say  this, 
because  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
makes  a  mistake  when  he  assumes  .that, 
in  voting  against  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  I  or  any  of  my  hon.  Friends  are 
committing  ourselves  to  a  no?i  possumus 
attitude.  For  myself,  at  any  rate,  1  will 
say  that,  although  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has  been 
withdrawn,  not  only  do  I  approve  of  that 
Amendment,  but  I  still  adhere  to  it,  both 
in  the  letter  and  the  spirit.  Of  course, 
the  Chief  Secretary  very  fairly  admitted 
that  readiness  to  accept  a  just  and  equit- 
able settlement  did  not  necessarily  com- 
mit anybody  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill ;  and  I  think  he  would  agree  that 
the  questions  which  it  raises  are  of  such 
supreme  importance  that  the  House 
must  carefully  and — if  it  be  possible  in 
an  Irish  question — impartially  consider 
the  consequences  of  the  policy  to  which 
we  are  now  asked  to  give  our  assent. 
We  have  had  considerable  experience  of 
land  legislation  in  Ireland,  and  I  think 
we  must  all  feel  that  great  dangers  be- 
set the  steps  of  the  legislator — that  such 
a  thing  as  a  final  settlement  is  almost 
impossible  ;    and  that  every  interference 
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with  the  ordinary  course  of  the  law  in- 
variably  brings  with  it  a   new   crop  of 
grievances  and  a  new  agitation.       I  say 
that  in  the  present  case  our  caution  ought 
specially   to   be   exercised,  because  this 
is  a  Bill  containing  provisions  so  extra- 
ordinary as  to  be  justly  called  the  establish- 
ment of  a  new  precedent.  I  am  perfectly 
well  aware  that  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  contended  that  they 
had  found  in  previous  land  legislation  the 
germs  or  suggestions  of  certain  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.       But  I  am  sure 
they  will  confess  that,  at  any  rate,  even 
if     a    microscopic    examination    would 
show  something  of  the  same  kind  in  pre- 
vious legislation,  it  has  been  so  extended 
and  developed  in  this  Bill  that  practi- 
cally it  is  a  novel  principle.     But,  what- 
ever may  be  said  about  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  there  is  one  principle,  as  I  am  afraid 
I  must  call  it — but  one  characteristic,  at 
all   events — for   which,  I   believe,   they 
will  l>e  utterly  unable  to  find  any  prece- 
dent in  any  previous  legislation.      That 
is      the      characteristic      or      principle 
that   the  State  is  to  reward  those  who 
have  deliberately  contemned  its  authority, 
and  that  it  is  to  put  the  men  who  have, 
well  knowing  the  consequences,  violated 
their  obligations,  in  a  better  position  than 
the  men  who,  often  at  very  great  sacrifice, 
have  scrupulously  fulfilled  their  obliga- 
tions.    I    think    that   in   those    circum- 
stances we  are  entitled  to  require  from 
the  Government  that  they  should  show, 
not  merely  a  prima  facie  case,  not  merely 
a  grievance,  not  merely  a  social  difficulty, 
but  an  overwhelming  case  on  which  to 
rest  such  extraordinary  legislation.    And 
now  I  want  the  House  to  note  what  I 
think  is  very  remarkable,  and  what  will 
govern  all  I  have  to  say  on  this  occasion. 
I  want  the  House  to  note  the  extremely 
narrow    basis  on  which   my   right  hon. 
Friend  has  put  his  whole  case.     He  did 
not   come   to   us   and    say,   "Here   are 
tenants  whom  I  name  or  describe,  who 
are  suffering  from   some  great  grievance 
which  requires  the  instant  attention  of 
Parliament."      He    did    not   even    say, 
"  Here    are     tenants     in    whose    cases 
eviction  was  carried  out  with  extreme 
harshness   or  injustice."      On  the   con- 
trary, he  said  that  he  did  not  desire  to 
make  any  retrospect  affecting  the  past ; 
that  he  would  not  enter,  and  hoped  no 
one  else  would  enter,  upon  recriminations 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


which  could  not  be  of  any  advantage. 
He  based  himself  on  the  situation  which 
the  Government  found,  without  reference 
to  how  it  was  made  for  them,  whether  by 
the  fault  of  this  House  of  Parliament  or 
by  the  fault  of  the  landlords  or  of  the 
tenants ;  and  finding  this  situation, 
which  he  thought  constituted  a  grave 
social  and  administrative  difficulty,  he 
implored  us  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
the  present  tranquillity  in  Ireland  to  en- 
deavour to  heal  the  sore  which  he  said 
was  still  running.  Very  well.  Sir  ;  but 
I  must  say,  in  passing,  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not  adhere  strictly  to  the 
principles  which  he  laid  down,  and  which 
he  desired  should  govern  the  course  of 
the  Debate.  He  did  not  himself  entirely 
abstain  from  recrimination,  and  he  made 
one  observation  which,  I  think,  he  will 
regret,  and  which  I  hope  he  will  admit 
was  unnecessary  and  ill-founded.  He 
charged  the  landlords  with  being,  as  a 
class,  an  irreconcilable  class. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  No,  Sir,  I  beg 
pardon.  What  I  said  was  this.  I  ex- 
pressed my  regret  that  this  Motion  re- 
jecting the  Bill  had  fallen  into  the  hands 
of  the  representative  of  an  irreconcilable 
section.  Of  course,  that  implied  that 
there  are  other  sections  which  are  not 
irreconcilable. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  If  I 
had  thought  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
referred  only  to  some  small  and  indefinite 
minority  I  should  not  have  taken  any 
notice  of  the  statement.  But  he  went 
beyond  that,  and  said  that  he  would  not 
inquire  whether  this  minority,  I  suppose, 
was  responsible  for  the  disorder  which 
had  at  various  times  prevailed  in  Ireland  ; 
and  further,  he  said  that  there  were  only 
a  few  Irish  landlords,  and  they  were  the 
exceptions,  who  were  both  humane  and 
enlightened. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  ;  I  said  that 
there  were  many  who  were  humane  and 
enlightened  ;  but  that  I  was  afraid  there 
were  a  few,  and  I  hoped  they  were  a 
few,  who  were  neither  enlightened  nor 
humane. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  am  de- 
lighted to  have  that  explanation  and 
development  of  my  right  hon.  Friend^s 
views.  But  what  he  said  was  that  there 
were  some  landlords  who  were  humane, 
but  not  enlightened ;  and  others  who 
were  enlightened  but  not  humane  ;  and 
a    small    minority    who    were    neither 
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humane  nor  enlightened.  All  I  have  to 
saj  is  that  an  observation  of  that  kind  is 
ill-timed  ;  for  when  you  are  asking  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  to  make  a  further 
sacrifice  of  what  every  civilised  nation 
has  admitted  to  be  the  rights  and  pro- 
perties of  land-ownership  you  are  impru- 
dent if  you  accompany  your  request  with 
what  must  be  considered  by  a  great 
majority  of  the  class  as  a  great  insult 
and  offence.  And  I  say  further  that 
such  an  observation  is  one-sided,  because 
if  we  are  to  go  into  this  matter  I  chal- 
lenge the  Chief  Secretary  to  get  up  and 
say  that  all  the  tenants  of  Ireland  are 
enlightened  and  that  all  the  agitators  of 
Ireland  are  humane.  What  is  the  case 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  to  make 
oat  ?  He  has  to  make  out,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  exists  in  Ireland  in  connec- 
tion with  the  evicted  tenants  a  social  and 
an  administrative  difficulty  of  such  magni- 
tude that  it  justifies  exceptional  legislation. 
He  has  to  make  out,  in  the  second  place, 
that  the  legislation  proposed  is  likely  to 
be  effectual,  and  is  likely  to  be  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question.  In  the  third 
place,  he  has  to  show  that  in  endeavour- 
ing to  remedy  the  evil  he  has  described 
he  will  not  be  creating  still  greater  evils 
by  this  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  take  the 
first  question.  What  is  the  magnitude 
of  this  social  and  administrative  difficulty 
with  which  we  are  called  upon  to  deal  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that 
since  1879  the  total  number  of  tenants 
evicted  was  5,900,  of  whom  3,893  remain 
now  to  be  dealt  with.  That  is  certainly 
a  most  extraordinary  statement,  and  I  do 
not  know  upon  what  authority  it  is  given 
to  the  House.  I  think  that  I  can  show 
to  the  House  that  that  statement  requires 
further  explanation,  because  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Parnell  Commission  it  will  be 
found  that  the  number  of  evictions  from 
1879  to  1886— that  ib  only  eight  out  of 
the  15  years — was  24,000.  Those  evic- 
tions have  been  going  on  ever  since  1886. 
I  am  told  that  during  the  period  of  Office 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  himself  more  than 
1,400 evictions — "  sentences  of  death" — 
have  been  passed.  But  if  that  be  so  the 
total  number  of  evictions  must  have 
largely  exceeded  30,000,  and  yet  my 
right  hon.  Friend  says  the  total  number 
of  actual  evictions  was  only  5,900.  Of 
course,  I  am  well  aware  that  in  many 
eases  the  persons  who  were  formerly 
evieted  may  have  returned  as  caretakers, 
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and  may  have  redeemed  their  holdings. 
But  I  wish  to  put  this  dilemma  before 
the  Chief  Secretary.  Either  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  right  in  his  statement  that 
the  total  number  of  victims  was  only 
5,900,  or  he  is  utterly,  entirely,  and 
hopelessly  wrong  on  the  subject,  and  the 
total  number  of  evictions  is  enormously 
greater.  In  the  latter  case  the  whole  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  calculations 
fall  to  the  ground.  It  is  perfectly 
ridiculous  to  suppose  that  under  these 
circumstances  even  the  additional  sum 
which  he  expects  to  scrape  out  of  the 
Irish  Church  Fundiwill  be  of  the  slightest 
avail  to  meet  the  case,  or  will  enable  him 
to  deal  with  an  evil  of  this  magnitude. 
But  if  it  be  the  case  that  by  some  ex- 
planation or  by  some  information  which 
is  not  in  my  possession  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  convinced  himself 
that  he  is  right  in  his  original  statement, 
then  what  follows  ?  It  ought  to  make 
people  really  think  about  the  exaggera- 
tions which  attend  all  Irish  affairs.  Why, 
Sir,  we  have  been  deafened  with  cries  and 
complaints  about  the  evictions  in  Ireland, 
about  the  enormous  number  of  families 
who  have  been  turned  out  to  starve  upon 
the  hill-side  by  cruel  and  wicked  land- 
lords. And  what  is  this  fact  ?  According 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man himself,  it  is  that  during  the  last  15 
years  less  than  1  per  cent,  of  the  total 
number  of  tenants  of  Ireland  have  been 
subjected  from  any  cause  whatsoever  to 
eviction,  and  that  the  annual  rate  of  the 
evictions  has  been  actually  not  more 
than  1-1 6th  of  1  per  cent.  This  is  the 
social  and  administrative  difficulty  with 
which  we  have  to  deal.  I  will  undertake 
to  say  that  there  is  not  a  district  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales — there  is  not  a  town  in 
England  or  Scotland  in  which  the  annual 
number  of  evictions  does  not  enormously 
exceed  the  proportion  with  which  we  are 
called  upon  to  deal.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary asked  us  to  deal  with  a  social  and 
administrative  difficultv.  But  the  Bill 
goes  a  great  deal  beyoud  that.  It  deals 
with  facts  that  may  require  attention, 
but  which  do  not  constitute  a  social  or 
administrative  difficulty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admitted  that  the  social 
and  administrative  difficulty  is  due  to  the 
presence  of  large  bodies  of  evicted 
tenants  in  close  proximity  to  their  old 
holdings.  No  doubt  that  constitutes  a 
difficulty   with   which  the  Government 
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have  to  deal.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  deal  with  evictions  from 
the  year  1879  down  to  the  present  day. 
For  the  life  of  me,  J  cannot  understand 
how  he  fixed  upon  that  period.  Why  is 
a  tenant  evicted  before  1879  less  worthy 
than  a  tenant  evicted  after  1879,  and, 
above  all,  why  is  a  tenant  evicted 
towards  the  end  of  1895  less  a  subject 
for  the  consideration  of  this  House  than 
a  tenant  evicted  at  the  beginning  of 
1895  ?  In  any  case  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  with  regard  to  the  greater  majority 
of  the  tenants  with  whom  this  Bill  is 
going  to  deal,  they  do  not  constitute  a 
social  or  administrative  difficulty.  There 
may  Imj  cases  of  hardship  among  them,  of 
harsh  eviction  of  persons  for  whose 
position  the  House  may  well  entertiiin 
the  greatest  sym])atliy,  but  they  are  not 
the  difficulty  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
based.  What  is  to  become  of  the  tenants 
evicted  in  1879  ?  Manv  of  them  have 
been  absorbed  in  the  population  ;  others 
have  got  holdings  elsewhere ;  others  are 
acting  as  labourers  ;  and  what  will  be 
the  eft'ect  of  introducing  them  into  this 
Bill  ?     It  will  be  that  vou  will  stimulate 

ft 

them  to  create  a  difficulty  which  at 
present  does  not  exist.  [^Opposition 
cheers,'}  8o  far  as  the  great  majority  of 
those  who  are  dealt  with  in  this  Bill  are 
concerned,  there  is   no  difficultv  at  all  ; 

ft*  ' 

and  the  difficulty  will  only  arise  if  they 
are  inchnled  in  this  measure;  and  if  they 
are  led  to  believe  that,  no  matter  the 
circunistances    under    which    thev  were 

ft 

evicted,  iu>  matter  what  may  l>e  their 
present  position,  they  may  have  a  chance, 
if  they  only  try  for  it,  of  their  being 
reinstated  on  tiieir  own  ancient  holdings. 
Under  these  cin^unistances,  I  sav  let  the 
House  understand  that  the  social  and 
administrative  difficultv  exists  solelv  and 
entirely  in  connection  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants,  and  this  is  a  Bill  for 
dealing  with  the  social  and  administra- 
tive difficulty  created  by  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  That  ought  to  have  l)een 
fairlv  stated,  but  it  is  hardlv  riorbt  to 
attempt  to  persuade  the  House  that  it 
ha'j  anything  whatever  to  do  with  the 
case  of  tenants  evicteil  in  1879  and  sub- 
sequent years.  Without  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  I  am  sure  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  not  have  come  forward  to  propose 
this  legislation,  and  it  is,  therefore,  with 
those  tenants  alone  that  we  have  to  deal 
Id  seeking  to   discover  whether  or  not 
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this  difficulty  is  of  sufficient  magnitude 
to  justify  legislative  interference.  Of  the 
total  number  of  tenants  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  there  were  1,403  evicted.  Of 
those,  up  to  the  date  of  the  Mathew  Com- 
mission, 409  were  reinstated  and  994 
were  then  out.  But  since  then  a  very 
large  number  of  them  have,  in  one  form 
or  another,  been  reinstated.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hunts  made 
a  most  interesting  speech  on  Friday  night 
when,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  House  was 
very  thin,  and  he  spoke  not  only  with  a 
great  knowledge  of  the  subject,  but  also, 
I  think,  with  a  sympathy  for  the  evicted 
tenants  which  must  have  been  appreciated 
bv  any  of  the  Irish  Nationalist  Members 

»  ft 

who  listened  to  him.  What  did  he  say? 
He  said  ho  had  returns  of  a  large 
numl)er  of  derelict  farms,  and  out  of 
312  cases  of  which  he  had  returns 
more  than  one- third  had  been  re- 
occupied  by  old  tenants  in  the  course 
of  12  months.  W^hat  follows  from 
that  ?  If  the  same  rate  may  lie  relied 
upon  in  regard  to  other  derelict  estates 
and  generally  in  regard  to  those  evicted 
tenants,  it  is  perfectly  certain  not  only 
that  the  number  of  994  has  already  been 
very  largely  reiluced,  but  I  think  we 
may  anticipate  in  the  ordinaiy  course  of 
things  that  it  will  be  still  further  re- 
duced, and  that  only  a  small  proportion 
will  ultimalelv  remain  to  be  dealt  with. 
Under  the  circumstances,  surelv  there  is 
no  sufficient  (rase  made  out  to  induce  this 
House  to  enter  upon  a  course  of  violent 
interference  with   the   ordinarv   law.     I 

ft' 

am  not  denying  that  you  may  have  a 
case  for  interfering  to  increase  the  faci- 
lities for  reinstatement  by  voluntarj 
arrangement.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  referred  in 
very  compliment^iry  language  to  an 
article  which  had  been  written  bv  Lord 
Monteagle,  who  is,  I  suppose,  a  landlord 
who  mav  be  fairly  considered  to  be  both 
humane  and  enlightened  ;  and  he  quoted 
the  language  of  Lord  Monteagle  as  justi- 
fying this  Bill.  But,  with  a  most  curious 
absence  of  mind,  he  forgot  to  tell  the 
House  that  Lord  Monteagle  concluded 
with  certain  recommendations,  and  hi» 
recommendations  were  not  for  the 
formation  of  such  a  tribunal  as  is  contem- 
plated in  this  Bill  and  for  coin{ml8orj 
settlement,  but  for  voluntary  settlement 
by  a  Board  of  Conciliation.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  be  satisfied) 
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not  only  to  quote  the  arguments  of  Lord 
Monteugle,  but  to  accept  his  conclusioDs, 
then  iudeed  I  thiuk,  in  the  sense  of  the 
words  which  were  attributed  to  me  by 
the  reporter,  that  we  might  be  in  sight* of 
a  just  and  equitable  settlement  with  the 
common   consent  of   both    sides   of   the 
House.     But  I  say,  on   review   of   this 
branch  of  the  questiou,  I  deny  that  the 
Government  have  showu  sufficient  cause 
for  this  compulsory  interference  with  the 
law,  and  I  am    forced  to  the  conclusion 
that   the    Bill  is  called   for  not   by  anv 
social  or  administrative  difficulty,  but  by 
political    and    Parliamentary  exigencies. 
But  now.  Sir,  suppose  we  pass  that ;  we 
have  to  consider,  in  the  second  place,  whe- 
ther the  provisions  of  this  Bill  constitute 
an  ofiectual  and  a  final  settlement  of  such 
difficulty  as  there  is  ?      Well,    Sir,    my 
right  hon.  Friend  has,  I  think  very  justly, 
very  properly,  and  very  wisely  placed  in 
his  Bill  a  great  number  of  conditions  and 
provisions,  intended,  as  I  suppose,  to  pro- 
tect the  landlords  and  the  new   tenants 
from  arbitrary    interference.      I   do  not 
think  that  any   fair-minded    man   couhl 
possibly  have  introduced  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  without  such  safeguards.  Assuming, 
however,  that  the  safeguards  are  trust- 
worthy, I  woiUd  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
who  are  the  tenants  who  are  going  to  ))e 
relieved  ?      The  Government  appoint  a 
tribunal  of  the  most   extraordinary  cha- 
racter, with   the  largest  powers  and   the 
widest  discretion.     It  is  an  arbitrary  tri- 
bunal which  is  intended  to  administer  a 
sort  of  Oriental  justice,  and  that  is  de- 
fended, forsooth,  by  a  great  English  law- 
yer like  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire.     I  should 
say  that   the    summary    justice    of    the 
Oriental   has   some  advantages.      It   is 
prompt,  no  doubt,  and  it  is  cheap,  because, 
as  it  does  not  in  the  least  depend  upon 
law,  the  parties  in  the  case  can  always 
dispense   with   legal   assistance.     It  has 
its   disadvantages    also,  and  everything 
depends  upon  the  character  and  impar- 
tiality of  the  Judges.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
assures  the  House  that  the  three  gentle- 
men he  has  named  are  absolutely  impartial. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  upon  a  personal 
discussion   of  gentlemen    with   whom  I 
have  very  small  acquaintance,  and  I  will 
assume   that  that  is  true,  and  that  you 
have  found  in  Ireland  three  absolutely  im- 
partial men.  I  thought  it  was  impossible ; 
but  I  will  assume  that  the  Chief  Secre- 


tary has  discovered  in  Irelautl  these  tbr^e 
lusus  in  natura^  these  three  black  swans, 
and  has  been  able  to  put  them  on  his 
tribunal.  But,  then,  if  so,  does  he  believe 
that  these  three  gentlemen  are  going  to 
say,  in  the  case  of  tenants  who  have  been 
turned  out  of  their  holdings  because  of 
their  refusal  to  pay   the   judicial   rei^ts 
when  they  had  money  in  their  pockets, 
that   theirs   affords  a  prima  facie   case 
for  reinstatement  ?      And  if  not,  where 
on    earth    is    the     relief     coming     in  ? 
Is    there    any   man    who    knows   any- 
thing  about   these    Plan    of   Campaign 
estates    who  would  be  prepared  to  say 
that   an    impartial    tribunal  could   hold 
that  there  was  a  primd  facie  case  for  re- 
instating the  tenants  on,  for  instance,  the 
Tipperary  estates  ?     Those  tenants,  and 
many  others  like  them,  went  out,  having 
a  fair  and  liberal  landlord,    not  because 
they  ha»l  not  fair  rents,  but  because  they 
resented   the  interference  of  the  landlord 
in  a  matter  in  which  they  did  not  recog- 
nise the  right   of  the  landlord    to  inter- 
fere.    That  was    their   own    confession. 
Does   any   man  pretend  to  tell  me  that 
theirs  is  a  prima  facie  case  for  reinstate- 
ment ?     Take   the   case   of  the  Lugga- 
curren     estate.      Anyone    who    is     not 
blinded  by   Party    malice — [^Nationalist 
cries    of  "  Oh  !  "]     Of  course,    I    ex- 
cepted  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    In  that 
case  the  tenants  did  not  go  out  because 
they  themselves  complained  of  the  rents 
they  were  called  on  to  pay,  but  they  were 
I  will  not  say  forced,  but  induced  to  go 
out  in  the  interests  of  a  political  organi- 
sation.    I  am  only  arguing  in  this  way. 
If  your  tribunal   is  impartial    all  these 
cases  will  at  once  be  excluded  from  their 
decision,  and  where,  then,  is  your  effectual 
and  final  settlement  coming  in  if  at  one 
blow  you  strike  out  every  case  where  the 
deserts   of    the   tenants    have  not  been 
established  ?     Moreover,  if  you  get  over 
that  fence,  there  is  another  obstacle-^ 
another  ditch  behind  to  be  cleared  before 
advantage   can    be   taken    of  this  Bill. 
Every    tenant   applying   to  the  tribunal 
will  have   to  show  that  he  has  not  un- 
reasonably refused  an  offer  made  by  the 
landlord.      But    it    is    proved — it    was 
proved  before  the  Mathew  Commission — 
that  in   some  of  these  cases  the  tenants 
were  perfectly   willing   to  go  in  on  the 
terms  which  their  landlords  had  offered 
and  were  only  prevented  by  the  policy  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.       Is  that  a  case 
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in  which  it  can  be  contended  that  the 
tenants  have  not  unreasonablj  refused 
an  offer  made  to  them  ?  Then,  again,  I 
understand  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
has  given  an  absolute  veto  to  all  pro- 
ceedings to  the  sitting  tenant  in  all 
cases  in  which  the  planter  tenant  has 
taken  the  land.  I  understand  him  to 
provide  that  the  planter  tenants  can 
exercise  their  voluntary  wishes  in  the 
matter.  Suppose  that  is  true,  may 
not  a  considerable  number  of  them  stick 
to  the  land  ?  They  have  spent  money  on 
the  land.  [Cries  of  "  No  ! '']  Many  of 
them  are  doing  well  on  the  land.  [Re- 
newed cries  of  "  No  I  "]  There  is  no 
certainty  that  any  of  them  will  get  rom- 
pensation  for  their  loss  if  they  leave 
their  present  holdings,  and  if  they  decide 
to  leave  there  is  no  certainty  that 
they  will  find  land  elsewhere.  I 
say,  therefore,  that  if  these  men  are  really 
left  free  to  decide  for  themselves,  a  large 
nnml)cr  of  them  will  retain  their  hold- 
ings, and,  in  all  such  cases,  the  Bill  pro- 
vides no  relief  of  remedy  whatever. 
There  is  another  class  of  cases — namely, 
that  of  tenants  who  left  their  holdings, 
not  because  they  would  not,  but  because 
they  could  not  pay  their  rents.  These 
are  people  for  whom,  doubtless,  one 
would  feel  sympathy.  But  is  it  at  all 
certain  that  one  would  be  conferring  a 
benefit  on  them  by  returning  them  to 
their  holdings  ?  If  they  were  insolvent 
then,  they  would  be  insolvent  now.  How 
are  they  to  be  provideil  with  capital  to 
work  the  land  which  they  could  not  work 
at  a  profit  lH3fore  ?  The  Chief  Secretary 
appreciates  the  difficulty,  but  what 
answer  did  he  make  ?  He  actually  told 
the  House  that  he  did  not  know  how  the 
thing  was  going  to  be  done,  but,  some- 
how or  other,  he  hopeil  that  these  men 
would  ^lull  through.  What  an  extraor- 
dinary expectation  on  which  to  found 
im|)ortant  legislation  !  That  is  not  states- 
manship. That  is  a  happy-go-lucky  way 
of  dealing  with  a  difficulty  which  would 
l>e  worthv  of  Mr.  Micawber.  I  cannot 
see  the  slightest  ground  for  expecting 
that  men  who — |>erhaps  because  they 
were  not  so  industrious,  jK^rhaps  boi»ause 
they  were  not  so  clever,  or  perhaps  be- 
cause they  were  poorer  than  their  fellows 
— tlid  not  make  it  j>ay  before  thcv  were 
evicted  will,  if  again  placeil  u|>on  the 
land  where  they  have  already  failed,  pull 
through  and  make  a  success  of  it.     Tlic 
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result  of  my  argument  ie  that  all  this 
novel  and  complicated  machinery  is  to  be 
established  to  obtain  a  result,  when  you 
come  to  look  at  it,  that  must,  from  the 
nature  of  the  case,  be  perfectly  insignifi- 
cant. Deduct  from  your  total  of  994  the 
tenants  who  will  not  prove  a  prim& 
facie  case,  the  tenants  who  will  be 
shown  to  have  refused  reasonable  offers, 
and  the  tenants  refused  re-admission  by 
the  planter  tenants,  and  I  undertake  to 
say  that  this  Bill,  if  properly  adminis- 
tered, will  not  provide  for  250  ont  of  the 
total  of  nearly  1,000  cases.  Theh,  is 
this  going  to  \^e  a  final  settlement  ? 
Can  it  be  a  final  settlement  ?  Can 
a  Bill  which,  while  professing  to  settle 
the  question,  deals  only  with  the  fringe 
of  the  matter  l)e  expecteil  to  provide  a 
final  solution  ?  Only  a  small  minority 
would  1)0  re-established  by  law,  and  those 
who  are  not  re-established  would  have  a 
greater  grievance  than  ever..  They  would 
say,  "  What  the  law  has  done  for  you  it 
should  do  for  us,  and  if  it  does  not  we 
are  justified  in  continued  resistance."  If 
the  Chief  Secretary  hail  any  doubt  what- 
ever on  the  subject,  I  should  like  to  refer 
him  to  what  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Meml^r  for  the  Harlwur  Division  of 
Dublin  on  the  occasion  of  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  which  the  hon. 
Memlx^r  said,  on  Friday  night,  that  he 
adhered.      He   said    that  this  Bill  was 

0  nly  tinkering  legislation,  and  that  it 
would  be  a  new  incentive  to  crime  and 
disorder.  And  vet  it  is  for  a  Bill  which  is 
so  descrilxKl  by  the  Representatives  of 
persons  who  are  to  l)enefit  by  it  that  we 
are  kept  here  late  into  the  summer,  and  it 
is  by  such  a  Bill  as  this  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hopes  to  deal  with  a 
great  social  and  administrative  difficulty. 

1  would  ask  another  question.  Suppose 
vou  were  reallv  able,  bv  means  of  this 
Bill,  to  reinstate  every  tenant  evicted 
since  1879,  would  that  close  the  ques- 
tion ?  What  is  to  l>ecome  of  the  tenants 
after  they  are  reinstate*!  ?  Suppose, 
after  thev  have  l)een  reinstated,  that 
they  cann(»t  pay  their  rents,  and  are  again 
evicted,  are  vou  to  have  a  new  Bill  to 
reinstate  them  again  ?  And  if  not,  why 
not  ?  IIow  do  you  projwse  to  distinguish 
l»etwecn  a  man  who  was  unable  or  un- 
willing to  pay  his  rent  l^efore  1879  and  a 
man  who  is  unable  or  unwilling  to  pay 
his  rent  after  1894?  What  possible 
logical  gnnind  can  you  lay  down,  if  we 
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accept  this  legislation,  which  will  prevent 
us  from  being  pressed  to  extend  it  to 
subsequent  evictions  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  if  you  accept  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  you  may  as  well  go  further  at  once, 
and  say,  as  the  Member  for  the  Shipley 
Division  would  say,  that  rent  in  Ireland  is 
really  only  a  voluntary  performance — 
that  it  is  a  matter  that  a  landlord  may 
expect  from  the  courtesy  of  the  tenant, 
but  cannot  claim  from  him  as  a  right. 
Short  of  this,  I  cannot  see  how  you  can 
deal  with  this  question  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  proposes.  Will  not  this  Bill,  if 
accepted,  inevitably  lead  to  greater 
evils  ?  The  first  evil  is  to  be  found 
in  the  condition  in  which  you 
are  going  to  place  the  sitting  tenants — 
these  men  who  are  called  "land-grabbers," 
and  who  are  constantly  spoken  of  as 
enemies  of  the  human  race  ;  who  are 
threatened  daily  by  hou.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  whose  lives  would  not  be 
worth  a  moment's  purchase  but  for  the 
assistance  of  the  Government  in  Ireland. 
What  is  going  to  be  done  under  this  new 
state  of  things  ?  Do  you  want  to  know  ? 
You  have  only  to  read  the  warnings — I 
will  not  call  them  threats — of  the  Parlia- 
mentary correspondent  of  The  Irish  Daily 
Independent,  defining  the  alternatives 
which  lie  before  the  taker  of  an  evicted 
farm.  In  the  issue  of  that  paper  of 
April  24  he  thus  describes  the  situa- 
tion— 

•*  Under  Mr.  Morley's  Evicted  Tenants  Bill 
the  only  thing  that  is  sacre<l  is  the  right  of  the 
grabber  to  seize  on  other  men's  property,  and, 
under  the  sanction  of  English  made  laws,  hold 
it  to  ransom.  The  land-grabber  in  Ireland  is  a 
legalised  brigand,  who,  under  fayouring  cir- 
cumstances, may  either  retain  the  property  of 
the  evicted  tenant  in  his  own  possession,  subject 
to  the  argument  of  the  blunderbuss,  or  he  may 
ransom  it,  if  he  is  wise  enough  to  prefer  the 
solid  compensation  of  a  certain  amount  of  coin 
of  the  realm  to  the  possible  settlement  by  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  backshot.  That  is  the  situation 
created  by  Mr.  Morley's  Bill,  put  into  plain 
language." 

Yes,  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that,  put  into  plain 
language,  that  is  the  situation  to  be 
created  by  this  Bill.  I  could  give  other 
quotations  ;  but,  as  the  views  expressed 
do  not  depend  upon  individual  authority, 
but  upon  the  probabilities  of  the  c^se,  I 
do  not  stop  to  give  them.  The  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  say  that  these  people 
would  not  be  subject  to  terrorism  and 
hold  their  lives  in  their  hands,  but  he 
argued,  will  not  they  be  in  a  still  worse 


position  if  nothing  is  done  ?  My  right 
hon.  Friend  professes  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  saving  them  from  a  greater  evil 
than  they  are  sufferiug  from  at  present. 
But  the  writer  I  have  cited  implies  that 
the  difficulty  is  created  by  the  Bill  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  By  this  Bill  the  evicted 
tenants  are  taught  that  they  have  a  right 
to  the  land.  The  Bill  puts  the  planter 
tenant  in  the  wrong,  and  suggests 
the  pressure  that  should  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  planter  tenant,  in 
order  that  he  may  leave  the  land, 
I  think  that  no  one  who  knows  auything 
about  the  history  of  evictions  in  Ireland 
will  controvert  that  if  the  Bill  passes, 
whatever  may  be  the  danger  under  which 
these  men  lie  at  the  present  time,  it  will 
be  immediately  and  from  that  day 
enormously  increased.  I  think  that  is 
a  great  evil.  I  utterly  dissociate  myself 
from  the  language  used  with  regard  to 
these  men.  They  are  good  citizens,  and 
I  want  to  point  out  to  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  British  taxpayers  what  it  is 
they  are  doing  when  they  sympathise 
with  the  evident  feeling  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  with  regard  to  these  men. 
The  onlv  fault  of  these  men  is  that  thev 
are  willing  to  take  land  and  pay  rent 
which  the  previous  teuant  refused  to  pay 
for  it.  You  are  going  by  this  Bill  to 
make  their  position  intolerable  and  im- 
possible. You  are  going  indirectly  to 
justify  the  language  used  about  them  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  and  you  are 
going  to  say  that  in  your  opinion  they 
are  legalised  brigands.  What  is  going  to 
be  the  result  ?  You  are,  as  Representa- 
tives of  the  British  Parliament,  the 
largest  landlords  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
time,  and  you  are  going  to  be  larger. 
You  have  lent  your  credit,  and  will  be 
practically  the  owuers  of  the  land  until 
that  has  been  exhausted  and  repayment 
made,  and  you  are  going  to  teach  the 
lesson  that  if  any  tenant  refuses  to  pay 
you  your  rent,  then  the  man  is  a  legalised 
brigand  who  comes  in  and  takes  the  land 
from  you  and  pays  the  rent.  Then  you 
are  going  to  do  another  thing  ;  you  are 
going  to  demoralise  the  honesty  of  the 
men,  and  what  sort  of  example  are  you 
going  to  set  to  the  men  who  happened — 
ofteu,  no  doubt,  with  extreme  difficulty — 
to  pay  their  rents  and  fulfil  their  obliga- 
tions ?  You  are  going  absolutely  to 
place  the  man  who  refused  to  fulfil  bis 
obligations,  even  when  he  was  able  to  do 
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80,  in  a  better  position  than  the  man  who 
has  fulfilled  his  obligations.  What  sort 
of  lesson  is  this,  for  instance,  for  the  Pro- 
testant tenants  of  Luggacurren,  Lord 
Lansdowue's  estate  ?  In  the  case  of 
those  evictions,  what  was  one  of  the  most 
striking  features  ?  That  not  one  single 
Protestant  tenant  went  out ;  not  one 
single  Protestant  tenant  failed  to  paj  his 
rent,  nor  has  done  so  up  to  the  present 
time.  But  now  what  are  you  going  to 
do  ?  You  are  going  to  say  to  uim, 
'^  The  man  who  refused  to  pay  his  rent, 
the  same  a&  you  are  paying,  him  we  are 
going  to  lend  the  money  of  the  State  to, 
put  him  back  upon  the  land,  and  give 
him  a  new  fixed  rent  at  a  lower  rate  and 
under  conditions  which  will  give  him  the 
advantages  of  a  lower  rent  than  you. 
You,  as  a  reward  for  what  you  have 
done  in  the  service  of  good  order  and  the 
State,  are  to  continue  to  the  end  of  the 
term  to  pay  the  higher  rent,  and  are  not 
to  have  any  assistance  from  the  State." 
That  justifies  the  threats  that  were  used 
to  these  tenants  in  the  heat  of  the  agita- 
tion. Here  is  what  the  Rev.  Father 
Hughes  said  of  them  at  a  meeting  on 
December  15th,  1888.     He  said — 

•'Where  are  the   Protestant  farmers  of  this 
parish  ?    Are  they  here  to-day  as  they  ought  to 

be  ?      No,  they  are  not I  say  they  are 

contemptible  dastards ;  and  I  say  they  are 
imbeciles  if  they  hope  that  by-and-by,  when  the 
fight  is  over  and  the  battle  won,  their  refusal 
to  help  us  shall  not  be  remembered." 

I  quite  agree  with  Father  Hughes,  and 
if  really  this  Government  is  to  carry  out 
its  policy  and  place  these  men,  their 
neighbours,  who  have  failed  to  fulfil  their 
obligations,  in  a  better  condition  than  the 
Protestant  farmers,  then  I  shall  say  they 
were  imbeciles,  and  they  ought  to  have 
trusted  to  the  League  more  than  to  the 
British  Government.  There  is  one  other 
point.  I  do  not  want  to  enter  upon  a 
course  of  recrimination,  but  we  cannot 
altogether  leave  out  of  sight  the  circum- 
stances under  which  these  evictions  were 
necessary,  and  I  want  the  House  to  consider 
what  is  going  to  be  the  consequence  of 
whitewashing  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
What  was  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?  We 
heard  a  very  imaginative  account  given 
by  one  of  the  authors  of  the  origin  of 
that  Plan.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
follow  him,  although  I  could  not  accept 
it  as  an  accurate  statement.  But  we 
were  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division,  who,  I  think,  has  not 
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been  always  a  strong  supporter  of  the 
Plan,  and  not  committed  to  it  himself. 
[Laughter  and  "  Oh,  oh  !"]  Well,  I  do 
not  know.  If  he  was,  I  am  very  sorry  ; 
I  was  only  anxious  to  do  him  justice. 
But,  at  all  events,  he  made  this  excuse 
for  it  on  Friday  night.     He  said — 

"  It  was  a  terrible  necessity,  but  it  was  im- 
posed  upon  us  by  the  refusal  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  pass  Mr.  Parnell's  Bill  to  <leal  with 
the  leaseholder  and  teuauts  who  had  their 
rents  fixed  in  the  early  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings." 

Well,  Sir,  is  that  an  accurate  statement  ? 
Has  not  the  memory  of  the  hou.  Meral^er 
played  him  false  ?  I  appeal  from  him  to 
an  authority  that  I  think  he  will  be  per- 
fectly ready  to  recognise  as  greater  thau 
himself.  I  appeal  to  Mr.  Parnell.  What 
did  Mr.  Parnell  say  about  the  Plan  ? 
He  was  speaking  iu  1891  in  Listowel, 
and  he  said — 

"  This  struggle  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
commencetl,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  tenant 
farmers,  but  for  the  benefit  of  an  English 
political  Party.  That  was  one  of  the  motives, 
and  one  of  the  strongest  motives,  that  produced 
this  moTement,  and  I  said  it  was  a  false  and 
foolish  motive.  Tliese  men  should  not  have  been 
urged  to  leave  their  holdings  because  certain 
English  Members  said  it  was  necessary  to  show 
that  the  Irish  people  were  fighting  Balfour. 
Why  did  not  these  English  Members  come  over 
to  Ireland  and  fight  him  for  themselves  ?  Why 
should  our  farmers  be  evicted  in  or«ler  to  show 
the  English  people  that  we  were  all  to  fight 
Balfour !  Why  should  we  be  obligetl  to  fight 
Balfour  and  the  English  Tory  Party  at  the  cost 
of  sacrificf^s  and  sufferings  which  our  allies,  the 
English  Meml)ei8,  cannot  incur  or  take  part 
in  ? " 

I  do  not  think  it  is  very  easy  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  get  over  that  statement 
of  Mr.  Parnell.  It  is  perfectly  well 
known  and  has  been  admitted,  at  all 
events,  bv  some  of  those  who  have  been 
most  prominently  connected  with  this 
movement,  that  it  was  in  its  inception  a 
political  movement  intended  to  upset  the 
policy  of  coercion,  and  above  all  to  up- 
set the  Government  of  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion was  so  distinguished  a  Member. 
Under  these  circumstances  we  are  deal- 
ing with  a  Plan  which,  whatever  its 
merits  may  be,  was,  at  all  events  an 
illegal  Plan.  It  was  not  approved  of  by 
Mr.  Parnell  or  by  many  other  leaders  of 
the  movement  ;  it  was  denounced  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  it  has  not 
had  the  support  in  this  House  or  else- 
where of  any  single  responsible  English 
Leader,  unless.  Sir,  I  can  make  an  ex- 
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ception  in  favour  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board,  whom,  I  hope, 
we  are  to  hear  in  the  course  of  this  De- 
bate,  and  who,  no  doubt,  will  show  his 
eense  of  responsibility  by  explaining  how 
it  was  he  promised  these  tenants  they 
should  be  reinstated  three  months  after 
his  Government  came  into  power,  and 
has  remained  in  power  himself  two  years 
and  has  only  just  now  begun  to  think  of 
them*  I  say,  then,  it  is  quite  too  late  to 
be  going  back  upon  the  opinion  which 
was  generally  formed  as  to  the  morality 
and  legality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
That  has  been  settled  for  us,  and  if  now 
you  are  going  to  relieve  the  tenants  alto- 
gether and  by  law  of  the  consequences 
of  their  own  acts,  if  you  are  going  to  re- 
lieve their  advisers  of  their  own  respon- 
sibility for  the  advice  which  they  gave, 
one  of  two  things  follows — either  at  this 
late  moment  you  are  going  to  justify  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  which  you  have 
always  condemned  ;  either  you  are  goinv 
to  say  the  tenants  who  took  part  in  it 
were  persons  worthy  of  special  considera- 
tion and  entitled  to  the  sympathy  of  this 
House  ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  you  are 
going  to  make  a  confession  which,  to 
my  mind,  would  be  a  more  shameful  con- 
fession still — that  is  to  sav,  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  too  strong  for  you,  and 
that  the  social  and  administrative  diffi- 
culty which  it  has  created  must  now  be 
disposed  of  by  a  complete  surrender  to  its 
authors.  I  cannot  believe  the  House  of 
Commons  will  consent  to  adopt  either  of 
these  alternatives.  I  say  this  Bill  is  not 
a  just  Bill,  not  an  equitable  Bill,  and  it 
will  not  be  a  final  settlement.  It  is  not, 
as  I  have  shown,  a  Bill  which  is  intended 
or  calculated  to  meet  a  social  or  adminis- 
trative difficulty,  although  it  may  have 
been  imposed  upon  the  Government  by 
political  reasons,  and  I  think  the  House 
ifl  not  called  upon  to  interfere  now  to  re- 
lieve the  agitators  from  the  discredit  and 
embarrassment  into  which  they  have 
brought  themselves  ;  and  it  is  not 
called  upon  to  intefere  to  relieve 
tenants  who  have  deliberately  faced 
the  consequences  from  the  results  of  their 
own  action.  There  are,  however,  I  am 
ready  to  admit,  certain  classes  of  tenants 
who  may  be  deserving  of  consideration. 
I  think  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  who  spoke 
of  cases  of  harsh  and  unjust  eviction.  I 
do  not  suppose  there  are  very  many  of 


these,  but,  let  them  be  few,  or  let  them 
be  many,  by  all  means,  if  you  can  define 
what  constitutes  the  hardship  and  injus- 
tice of  these  evictions,  let  us  take  steps 
to  see  that  they  are  again  investigated 
and  a  remedy  is  found  for  the  grievance, 
if  it  be  proved  to  exist.  But  there  is  no 
necessity  for  a  compulsory  interference 
with  the  existing  law  in  order  to  secure 
that  result.  Then  I  will  admit,  and  I 
know,  that  there  have  l>een  a  considerable 
number  of  Plan  of  Campaign  estates  who 
have  not  willingly  followed  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  who  have  been  forced 
into  it  under  fear  for  their  property  and 
fear  for  their  lives.  And  there  is  a  third 
class,  which  is,  perhaps,  not  so  deserving, 
but  which  is  still  much  to  be  pitied,  and 
that  is  the  class  of  those  who  were  duped 
by  the  encouragement  given  to  them  by 
English  Members  travelling  in  the 
country,  and  by  the  mis-statements  that 
were  made  to  them  by  Irishmen  in  whom 
they  placed  confidence,  and  who,  accord- 
ingly, through  ignorance,  were  led  away 
to  take  this  course  which  proved  so  dis- 
astrous to  them.  In  all  these  cases  by 
all  means  let  us  agree  to  facilitate  volun- 
tary arrangements.  If  it  be  necessary  to 
find  some  money  for  the  purpose — ^and  I 
believe  money  is  always  necessary  in 
Ireland — I  can  take  no  exception  to  that 
wonderful  Irish  Church  Fund,  which  is 
like  the  widow's  cruse,{always  being  de- 
pleted and  never  empty — I  cannot  con- 
ceive a  better  course  can  be  taken  than 
to  use  it  for  this  purpose.  But  let  me 
observe  that,  when  we  are  told  that  in 
dealing  with  this  fund  we  are  dealing 
with  a  fund  which  is  exclusively  Irish, 
and  with  which  we  have  no  concern,  that 
I  do  not  altogether  agree  in  that  view. 
The  Irish  Church  Fund  has  been  appro- 
priated by  Parliament  to  public  purposes 
in  Ireland  ;  but  if  it  be  taken  now  for  a 
new  purpose,  which  was  not  contemplated 
at  the  time,  some  of  the  old  purposes 
are  likely  to  lack  encouragement,  and 
under  these  circumstances  it  will  be  very 
odd,  indeed,  if  an  appeal  is  not  once 
more  made  to  the  British  Parliament, 
and  the  British  taxpayer  is  not  called 
upon  to  meet  the  deficiency  ;  therefore,  I 
do  think  we  have  got  an  interest — it 
may  be  indirectly — in  the  proper  appli- 
cation of  this  fund.  Still,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, with  the  view,  at  all  events, 
of  facilitating  the  object  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  in  view,  I  should  see  no 


691 


Evicted  Tenants  {COMMONS}  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill.  692 


objection  to  the  re*eDactment  and  the 
extension  of  the  ISth  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1891,  and  to  supporting  and  enforcing 
the  provisions  of  that  clause  by  the 
assistance  of  such  funds  as  may  be 
provided  for  the  purpose.  But,  Sir, 
I  may  go  further  than  that  —  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake.  If  we  go 
forward  with  this  Bill  we  shall  be  en- 
couraging resistance  to  the  law.  It  will 
be  a  fatal  lesson  to  teach  to  any  people 
— ^that  the  man  who  breaks  the  law  or 
takes  it  into  his  own  hands  has  only 
thereafter  to  make  himself  sufficiently 
unpleasant  to  iuduce  the  British  Govern- 
ment, for  the  sake  of  its  own  ease  and 
tranquillity,  to  interfere  and  protect  him 
from  the  consequences  of  his  action.  If 
we  are  to  lay  down  a  lesson  of  that  kind 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  more  fatal  and  more 
disastrous  than  anything  we  have  now  to 
deplore,  and  under  these  circumstances  I 
shall  vote  against  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  without  the  slightest  hesita- 
tion. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.): 
The  career  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  is  so  cankered 
with  inconsistency  that  the  House  may 
well  believe  it  difficult  to  convict  him  of 
anything  more  varied  than  what  we  are 
already  familiar  with  ;  but  I  will  under- 
take, under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau,  that  in  everything 
he  accuses  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  being  guilty 
of  he  is  tenfold  deeper  dyed  in 
guilt.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemau  has 
told  us  there  is  no  precedent  in  this 
House  and  no  precedent  in  British  legis- 
lation for  such  a  Bill  as  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary lias  proposed.  Yes,  Sir,  there  is  a 
precedent,  aud  a  preceileut  drawn  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  and 
I  will  contrast  the  Morley  Bill  with  the 
Chamberlain  Act,  and  ask  this  House  to 
tell  me  which  is  the  more  extraordinary 
measure.  Before  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
there  was  such  a  thing  as  the  No  Rent 
Manifesto.  Before  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill  there  was  the  Arrears  of  Rent 
(Ireland)  Act,  1882  ;  and  I  will  show  the 
House  from  its  provisions  that,  as  com- 
pared with  the  revolutionary  proposals 
adopted,  voted  for,  drawn — I  may  say 
drafted — by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
himself  on  the  verv  morrow  of  the  Kil- 
mainham  Treaty,  that  the  present  Bill  of 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  sinks 
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into  absolute  insignificance.  What  was 
the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  and  what  was  the 
position  at  the  time  ?  We  have  heard 
of  the  crimes  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  crimes  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  are 
eight  years  old,  but  not  eight  months  had 
elapsed  between  the  issue  of  the  No  Rent 
Manifestoof  1881— in  October,  1881— and 
the  time  when  the  right  hon.  GentlemaD 
brought  in  the  Bill  which  I  will  now 
read  to  the  House — a  Bill  not  to  take 
£100,000  or  £250,000  from  the  Irish 
Church  surplus,  but  to  take  £1,500,000^ 
not  only  from  the  Irish  Church  Fnnd^ 
but  to  take  any  contingent  liability  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  if  the  £1,500,000 
should  prove  insufficient ;  and  there  was 
an  Amendment  by  the  Tory  Party  of 
that  day,  moved  by  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
and  opposed  by  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham— 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  in- 
expedient to  proceed  with  any  Bill  to  create  a. 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  except  by 
way  of  loan." 

And  who  were  the  guilty  people  in  whose 
interest  this  Bill  was  passed,  supported 
by  the  entire  Liberal  Party,  supported 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney),  by  his  other 
right  hon.  next-door  neighbour  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bordesley  (Mr.  Jesse  CoHings)^ 
and  by  the  whole  retinue  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham  ? 
The  farmers  who  refused  to  pay  rent 
because  of  the  No-Rent  Manifesto.  Was 
it  a  Bill  as  moderate  as  the  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  ?  Was  it  a  Bill  that  took 
note  of  the  land-grabber?  No,  Sir  ;  it 
swept  the  laud-grabber,  root  and  branch. 
Was  it  a  compulsory  Bill?  Yes,  Sir  ;  in 
every  respect.  It  took  no  note  of  either 
the  landlord  or  the  grabber,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  now  talks  of  the 
crimes  of  the  Irish  tenantry,  and  of  the 
disgrace  it  would  be  to  desert  the  honest 
men  who  are  in  these  evicted  farms,  and 
of  the  bad  example  it  would  give  the 
Protestaut  tenants  who  had  paid  their 
reuts — I  heard  all  these  arguments  from 
the  Tories  in  1882 — he  then  came  for- 
ward aud  supported  the  measure.  I 
wonder  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rememl>er  the  day  before  the  Bill  was 
introduced,  aud  while  Mr.  Parnell  was 
still  in  prison— does  he  remember  the 
interview  he  had  with  Captain  O^Shea 
and  another  gentleman  in  his  own  room 
on  the  subject  of  the  Arrears  of  Rem 
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Bill?  And  yet  he  is  the  right  hon. 
Geatleman  who  comes  forward  to-day, 
more  Tory  than  the  Tories  themselves, 
to  denoauee  the  Bill  which  is  to  be  ad- 
ministered by  Mr.  Piers  White  and  Mr. 
Greer,  two  Unionists,  and  Mr.  George 
Fottrell,  who  generally  is  regarded  as  a 
landlord  representative.  At  any  rate, 
with  regard  to  a  moderate  provision  of 
that  kind,  which  does  not  touch  the 
grabbers,  which  gives  the  landlords  the 
power  of  going  before  that  tribunal  and 
arguing  their  case,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man objects.  What  are  his  own  words, 
if  his  wordb  are  now  of  any  value.  He 
says  that  **  the  law  should  not  reward 
those  who  deliberately  contemn  its 
authority."  What  did  the  No  Rent 
Manifesto  do  ?  It  ordered  the  people 
not  to  pay  any  rent  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  Mr.  Parnell  in  gaol. 
The  Plan  of  Campaign,  a  very  limited 
instrument  indeed,  said  that  upon  par- 
ticular estates  the  tenants  were  to  bank 
the  rent,  less  the  amount  of  reduction 
they  claimed,  until  the  landlord  was 
willing  to  take  it  less  that  reduction. 
The  tenants  under  the  first  plan  were 
evicted  wholesale.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  at  any  rate,  could  not  com- 
plain that  there  were  few  evictions 
in  the  year  1 88 1  -82.  There  were  enough 
to  satisfy  the  most  grasping  maw.  Well, 
here  is  the  provision  of  Section  2  of  the 
4oth  and  46th  Victoria,  cap  47  : — 

**Any  tenant  evicted  from  his  holding  for 
non-paytnent  of  rent,  or  whose  tenancy  has 
been  purchase^l  for  the  landlord  at  any  sale  by 
virtue  of  any  writ  of  execution  obtained  by  the 
landloTtl  for  arrears  of  rent  due  in  respect  of 
Boch  holding,  may,  if  his  lan<llord  agrees  to  re- 
instate him " 

I  thought  there  would  be  a  cheer  at  that 
point — 

•'apply,  with  the  consent  of  his  landlord,  in  the 
prescribetl  manner  during  the  time  limited  for 
application  under  this  Act,  and  the  Land  Coni- 
miflsioner,  under  this  Act,  may  make  an  oider 
under  this  Act  in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had 
not  been  evicted  from  his  tenancy,  or  his  tenancy 
had  not  been  sold." 

Not  a  word  there  about  the  poor  planters 
— those  honest  and  excellent  men  who 
came  to  help  the  landlord  in  his  emer- 
gency. But  suppose  the  landlord  did  not 
agree ;  suppose  he  was  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Member  for  Birmingham,  that  it 
would  be  fatal  in  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
tenantxy  to  give  these  dishonest  ruffians 
encooragement.     What  did  the  Bill,  the 


Chamberlain    Act,    do?     It     provided 

that — 

"  Any  tenant  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent» 
whom  the  landlord  does  not  agree  to  reinstate! 
may  apply  during  the  time  limited  for  applica- 
tion under  this  Act  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
make  an  order,  and  they  may  make  an  order 
under  the  Act  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the 
tenant  had  not  been  evicted.*' 

That  is,  that  application  having  been 
made  to  the  Court,  the  Land  Commis- 
sioner might  deal  with  the  case  as  if  the 
tenant  had  paid  all  arrears  of  rent  up  to 
the  last  gale  in  the  year  expiring,  as  men- 
tioned in  the  Act.  That  was  the  case 
of  the  man  whose  six  months  for  redemp- 
tion had  expired,  not  as  from  the  1st  of 
May,  1879,  not  from  whatever  date  might 
be  named  in  the  Bill,  but  from  the  date 
he  first  took  the  farm — it  mav  be  40 
years  before.  He  was  to  be  treated  as  if 
all  the  rent  had  been  paid  up  to  the  last 
gale  day,  because  on  paying  a  year's  rent 
the  State  would  give  another  year's  rent, 
and  the  man  would  be  reinstated. 
But  if  his  tenancy  had  expired  on 
or  before  the  1st  of  May,  1879,  what 
happened  to  him  ?  The  Chamberlain 
Act  provided  that  if  he  was  even  six  or 
eight  years,  or  even  26  or  28  years,  out  of 
possession,  he  might  apply  to  the  Land 
Commissioners,  who  might  enlarge  the 
time  for  redemption  (which  had  already 
expired),  and  thereupon  he  should  bo 
put  into  the  same  position  as  if  he 
were  not  evicted  at  all.  I  only  wish  the 
Government  would  give  us  the  Chamber- 
lain Act  again.  And  why  are  we  not  to 
have  it  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  has  quoted  for 
our  information  a  statement  of  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Harrington),  who  says  the  present 
Bill  is  insufficient.  I  suppose  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  some  slight  casting 
back  of  his  mind  to  his  own  Bill,  which 
took  no  note  whatever  of  this  provision 
about  the  grabl)er  which  is  in  the  Bill  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  yet.  Sir,  that  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  the 
face  to  stand  up  in  this  House  and  charge 
the  Government  with  having  brought  in 
a  revolutionary  Bill,  its  only  fault  being 
that  it  is  not  half  strong  enough  or  half 
as  revolutionary  as  his  own.  Then  we 
have  the  usual  pharisaical  attack  on 
Irish  Members  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  clause  in  the 
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Act   to    which    he   allndes    which    cod-  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  :*  I  have  a  verj 

templates    the    turning   out  of   the    new  great  objection  to  the  proposal  <x>ntai^^^^^^^^ 

^       «  ®  Bill,  that  compenaation  in  the  case  of  the  cattle 

tenants  .  trade  should  be  paid  out  of  an  Imperial  Fund  ; ' 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :     Give  me   the  and  I  will  repeat  thewonls  of  Sir  George  Grey, 

section.  which,  to  my  mind,  are  conclusive.      With  re- 

Colonel  S AUNDERSON  :  There  is  g?'^^^^^^  payment  from  the  Consolidated 

,  .  Fund,  Sir  George  Grey  said  :    *  That  the  pnn- 

no  sucli^  section.  ^         ^        ^  ^,|plg  ^f  applying  the  Public  Fundn  to  compen- 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  Act  takes  sate  private  loss  was  an  extremely  dangerous 
no  note  of  the  new  tenant.     It  assumes  one.     Nothing  was  more  likely  to  lead  to  reek- 
he   is  like    the  snakes   in  Norway.      It  ^^  expenditure  than  to  use   the  bottomlos 
,               ^,        ,,   ^          ^  •     X    I         •  purse  of  the  nation  for  such  a  purpose.       He 
simply  says  the  old  tenant  is  to  l>e  rem-  [^r.  Gorst)  should  like  to  know  how  after  that 

stated.  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  be  a  partv  to 

CoLON'EL    SAUNDERSON:     What  this  Bill?" 

about  the  new  tenant  ?  That  was  what  Mr.  Gorst  asked  in  1882, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  He  is  to  go.  »nd  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
There  is  no  mystery  about  this.  It  is  an  party  to  the  Bill.  I  expected  to-night 
Act  of  Parliament.  I  would  like  to  hear  to  have  heard  from  the  Member  for  Bir- 
even  the  Member  for  Bordesley  on  this,  mingham  some  explanarion  of  the  difTer- 
I  only  give  the  Statute  plainly.  There  euce  in  his  position  which  enabled  himiu 
is  no  Birmingham  construction  appli-  1882,  six  mouths  after  that  criminal  con- 
cable  to  Acts  of  Parliament.  spiracy  known  as  the  No-Rent  Manifesto 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  But  will  ^^  blossomed,  as  we  were  told  by  the 

the  hon.  Member  read  the  clause  about  ^^^3^,  ^""^^y^  1"^°  "^"^^^  ^"^\  ^^,  ^^^^^' 

the  new  tenants  ?  "^^'    ®  could  have  supported  the  Arrears 

•\r      'n     AC    TTi^^ATA-       rni  •  Bill,   with    its    £1,500,000    out   of   the 

•Mr.   1.   M.  HEALl  :     There   is   no  oi       i   c       i  i  i-    •*  ^       n     *. 

,       ,  \    ^    'c  T  .1        II  Church  Surplus  and  an  unlimited  pull  at 

such    cluuso;  but   If  I  am  to   be  chal-  ^^,^   Consolidated    Fund    and    with   its 

enge<l,      et    me    be    challenged    by    a  ^^^„,„j^  expropriation   of   the  grabber, 

layer,  although  I  have  no  fault  to  find  ^.,,5,^  „^^  j,";   ^   ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^ 

With  the  hon.  and  £:aliant  Gentleman  if  i      ^  i    « ^i      •   i  ^  u       r« 

,     .        ^    1 1    ^    r  1 1        xi.     1    J?.'  T^  moderate  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Geo- 

he  .8  not  able  to  follow-  the  draf tiug      It  j,^^^,,  the  Chief   Se.retafy.     I   would 

wa8  not  our  drafting;  .t  wa«  the  dmf  ing  ^j^.;^^  „,^  ^j  ,,^  j,^^  Gentleman,  whose 

of  Her  Majesty  s  Government  of  the  day,  .         v       *•    i     r  ^^  *    .«   •  «^ 

c       I  •  1     .1       A*      u      if      T»-      •     I  career   is  not  entirely  free  from  incon- 

of   which  the   Member  for  Bmnrngham  si„e„cy_l  would  ad Wse  him  for  the  sake 

was  a  Member.     The  ngh    hon.  Gentle-  ^^  j,;^  ^,^.„        .^j^^  ;„  ^  ^„^.  ^j  ^^j^  ^.^^ 

mau  did   not  escape   taunts    altogether,  ^^  j^  ^^.,,^^  »^^  ^^^  ^„^^  ,„  do-namelv, 

because  there  was  a  gentleman   m  that  („  read  up //a/«ard  with  regard  to  his 

House  named  Mr.  Gorst-he  l,el,eved  he  „^^.,,  ^.^^^^  „„^,       rf^^mauces      He  will 

was  not   known  as  Mr.  Gorst  now — and  ^i  i         i      i         i  •        i«  ^ 

,  1        ^    .     I  r  i?    1  then  see  how  he  lays  himself   open  to 

he  seeme  I   not   to  have  any  fear  of  the         .  .      i  rryu      •  w  i        r^     4.1 

■HiT      u     r      r>-      •      1         1.  *       1-  certain  charges.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Member  for  Birmingham  before  his  eyes,  1  -1^1    *  *i      13-11     *  *k«  r«u*  t 

,  I  *i      ,  ^.11  naan  has  said  that  the  Bill   of  the  Chief 

because  he   seems  to   have   twitted    the  0        *  -n    1     1     -i-i  n      ^ 

.   I  ^  ,         i-.     .1  11        ,  .  Secretary  will  deal  with  a  small  propor- 

right  hon.  Gentleman   and  taken  him  to  .-  e  \.\  •  *•  t        •* 

.  ^,        nM         .        1    .  r  ^.       T     -11  tion  of  these  evictions.     I   quite  agree 

task.     1  here  IS  a  brief  quotation  I  will  ^^       ^^  compared  with  the  number  of 

make  froni   this  gentleraau  s   statement,  ^^^^^  ^^  ^  ^^^^  ,^.i„^  ^^^^^  j,,^  No-Rent 

made    on  May   22nd,    1882.     It    will  be  ac     -c    *      uiuui    *i  •    wn  •  -i 

.        ,  ^      ,o.^^     o    rr  M      TT  Manifesto  of  1881,  this  Bill  IS  necessanly 

found   on   page  1326  of  ^««W.     He  ^  small  measure.     But  he  has  told  us  that 

made  a  speech  very  much  hke  that  we  ,,,^^^  „^^  „„„.  f^„.^^  evictions  than  there 

heard  inst  now,  so  1  wi  1  not   trouble  the  x    e  1   *i    ..    •► 

TT  -.1    •.        J  1         11        ^      ^  *  were  before,  and   that    it  was  surprisinfi: 

House  with  it,  and  he  asked —  *i    *  *i     t  •  1    .         4.         111      i?    „.j  4. 

'  that  the  Irish  tenant  could  be  found  to 

»'  What  right  ha<l  the  Government  to  take  the  be  evicted.     I  think  he  said  that  1-lOth  or 

taxes  of  the  i)eople,  paid  with  great  difficulty  i.ig^i^  ^f  ]  per  cent,  were  evicted.     For 
ami  self-denial,  and  make  a   present  of  them  to  1        *•  c   ^i,   *  1  u         -n 

Irish  tenants  and  Irish  lan«Uortls?     That  was  a  an  explanation  of   that    perhaps   he   will 

real  hardship.  When  it  was  a  question  of  grant-  allow  me  to  refer  him  to  the  Member  for 

ing  comiwnsation  for  cattle  slaughtcrecl  in  con-  South  Tvrone,  who,  in  a   speech  in   this 

nection  with  the  cattle  tragic    the  right  hon.  House  on  the  21st  of  March,  1888,  made 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  .1  ^  1.  n   .  :    « 1 

Chamberlain)  was  very  angry  at  the  suggestion  ^^'^  following  remarks  :— 

that  money  should  be  paid  out  of  the  Consoli-        **  Everything  that  was  done  in  the  past  for  the 

dated  Fund  for  such  a  purpose.    The  wonls  of  tenants  had  l)een  done  against  the  protests  of 

Colonel  Saunderson 
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the  Irish  hindlordfl.    He  votetl  for  the  7th  sec- 1  sent,  bronght  in  the  Bill  of  1887,  and  I 
tioQ  of  the  Act  of  1887  "—  heard  the  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Man- 

Chester  (Mr.  Balfour)  taunting  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  on  one  oeca- 
sion  that  they,  the  generous  Tory  Party, 
were  those  who  had  included  the  lease- 
holders, while  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
had  not  that  much*  generosity  in  1 88 1 . 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  did  not. 

Mr.  T.   M.   HEALY  :    I   beg  your 
pardon,  but  I  heard  you. 

Mr.   a.    J.    BALFOUR:    I    never 
did. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contradicts  me,  and  as  the 
point  is  hardly  worth  while  I  will  not  in- 
sist on  it.  At  any  rate,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  why  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment did  not  include  the  leaseholders 
in  the  Act  of  188K  I  will  tell  him; 
because  the  Tory  Party  would  not  let 
them.  The  Member  for  Manchester,  at 
any  rate,  will  not  deny  that  he  it  was 
who  put  down  an  Amendment  to  omit 
the  fair  rent  section  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
But  what  did  the  Tories  do  in  1887  ? 
They  admitted  the  leaseholders  who  had  a 
99  years' lease,  but  they  refused  to  admit  the 
long  leaseholders.  That  produced  a  "fresh 
crop  of  grievances  " and  afresh  agitation. 
They  would  not  take  our  advice  ;  they 
would  not  even  take  the  advice  of  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  one  of  the 
agitators  on  this  question.  I  wish  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  was  present  at 
the  Land  Acts  Committee  upstairs,  for  I 
think  he  would  suy  "What  a  furious 
agitator  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
is  I  "  After  numbers  of  these  leaseholders 
had  been  evicted  what  did  you  do  ?  In 
the  year  1891  you  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
deal  with  those  long  leaseholders,  and  of 
all  the  jokes  in  the  form  of  a  Statute  that 
ever  passed  this  House  the  Redemption 
of  Rent  Act,  1891,  is  probably  the  fore- 
most. You  should  read  Lord  Salisbury 
on  it  it  if  you  want  to  understand  it. 
He  forgot  he  passed  the  measure,  and 
when  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  the 
following  year  brought  in  the  inevitable 
amending  Bill — you  must  always  have 
an  amending  Bill  to  an  Irish  Land 
Act,  just  as  there  is  a  tail  to  a 
comet  —  you  must  have  half-a-dozen 
minor  Acts — when  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  bronght  in  his  Bill  to  amend  a 
few  little  minor  defects  of  Tory  legisla- 
tion it  was  passed  through  this  House 
unanimously  ;  but   when  it  came  under 


that  is  what  we  call  the  "  eviction-made- 
eiisy  clause  " — 

*^  becaaae  he  trasted  in  the  discretion  of  Irish 
landlords.  But  he  would  not  be  cauj^bt  trusting 
in  it  again.  Five  thousanil  notices  of  eviction 
had  b^sn  served  by  registered  letter  under  that 
section.  He  did  not  l^lieve  that  would  result 
in  eviction  ;  but  the  tenancies  were  absolutely 
determined,  the  tenant's  rights  an<l  interests 
were  destroyed,  and  his  improvements  were 
confiscated."* 

Let  me  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
why  there  are  fewer  tenants  actually  out 
of  possession  to-day  than  there  were  in 
1882.  First,  l)ecause  his  own  Arrears 
Act  of  1882  ended  in  the  restoration  of 
enormous  numbers  of  these  evicted 
tenants.  That  is  the  first  reason.  The 
second  is  because,  owing  to  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  Tory  Party  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1 887,  the  Tory  Party  found 
it  more  convenient,  because  it  was  said 
the  evictions  were  doing  great  mischief  in 
England,  instead  of  physically  ejecting  the 
tenant  with  crowbar  and  Sheriff,  to  turn 
him  into  a  caretaker  by  the  aid  of  the  7th 
section  and  a  registered  letter,  and  that  is 
the  reason  why  there  are  not  so  many 
people  physically  out  of  possession  to- 
day. But  what  is  their  position  ?  The 
landlord  does  not  necessarily  want  to  get 
rid  absolutely  of  his  tenants  if  he  has  any 
hope  of  getting  some  rent ;  but  he  keeps 
him  at  his  mercy  ;  he  reduces  him  to  the 
position  of  caretaker  ;  he  has  him  liable 
to  pay  whatever  rent  he  can  screw  out  of 
him,  and,  that  is  the  reason  of  the 
difference  in  his  position  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  so  difficult  to  ex- 
plain. He  opened  his  subject  with  the 
observation  which,  I  think,  shows  the 
difference  in  position  between  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  English  Members  in  their  deal- 
ings with  our  country.  He  said  you  should 
take  warning  from  the  fact  that  inter- 
ference with  the  onlinary  law  in  these 
Irish  Land  Acts  always  brings  a  "  fresh 
crop  of  grievances  and* a  new  agitation," 
and  that  sentiment  was  loudly  cheered  by 
his  friends  on  the  Tory  side.  I  would 
put  the  position  in  exactly  the  opposite 
form.  What  is  our  position?  In  1881 
yon  passed  a  Land  Act,  and  you  refused 
to  take  our  advice  and  include  the  lease- 
holders. Did  not  that  refusal  necessarily 
produce  a  fresh  crop  of  grievances  and 
fresh  agitation  ?  The  Tories  themselves, 
thoagh  swearing  they  would  never  con- 
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Plan  of  Campaign  there  were  scores  of 
tenants  evicted  because  you  refused  to 
do  justice  to  them  in  this  House.     And 
even  the  tenants  who  were  entitled  to 
come  in  under  the  Act  of  1881,  when  did 
they  come  in,  many  of  them  ?     Were  I 
to  detain  the  House  reading  letters  on 
the  subject  I  could  produce  them  by  the 
bushel.     What    are    the    facts  ?     That 
some  of   the  tenants  in  whose  interest 
you  passed  the  Act  of  1881  did  not  come 
before  the  Court,  and  were  notable  to  come 
Ijefore  it  until   1886.     It  took  them  five 
years  before  they  could  get  a  fair  rent 
fixed  and  during  those  five,  years,  while 
the    Land    Courts    were    glutted     and 
blocked   by   applications,   many  of    the 
tenants  were  evicted  for  non-payment  of 
the  old  rent.     They  were  evicted  by  the 
score,  and  by  the  hundred.     You  held 
out  terms  of  relief  to  the  tenants,  as  the 
water  to  Tantalus,  but  the  tenants  were 
absolutely  unable  to  obtain  the  benefit  of 
it.      The   Member  for   Trinity   College 
(Mr.   Carson)    the  other  night  made  a 
very  able  speech  on  this  Bill.     He  gave 
a  number  of  instances  of  what  he  called 
great  hardship  to  the  landlord.     I  wonder 
does  he   remember   the   case  of  Bolton 
against  Keating  ?     It  is  now  reported  in 
the  Law  Reports,  and  it  will  give  a  very 
excellent   idea   to   the   House.      I   only 
refer  to  it  because  the  hon.  and   learned 
Member  was  counsel  in  it  himself.     It  is 
one  of  the  cases  which  I  submit  this  Bill 
is    intended    to    remedy.     The    tenant 
applied  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.     The 
landlord  appealed,  and  the  landlord  was 
fortunate  to  have  the  assistance  of  the 
Member  for  Trinity  College.     He  asked 
the  tenant.  Miss  Keating,  if  she  had  ever 
sublet  a  portion  of  her  holding.      The 
question  had  never   been   asked   below, 
and  the  woman  had  not  her  papers  in 
Court,   not   expecting   the   point   to   be 
raised,  she  said — "  I  have  sublet  portion 
of  the  holding,  some  three  or  four  acres,*' 
and  she  was  instantly  shot  out  of  Court 
and   her    application   dismissed.     What 
happened  ?     Some  weeks  after  the  case 
was   over   it  turned  out  that   this  sub- 
letting was  30  or  40  years  old,  and  in  ran- 
sacking her  boxes  in  the  County  Wexford, 
wiiere  she  lived,  she  found  a  letter  from 
the  agent  recognising  the  subletting  at 
the  time  the  lease  was  made.     Accord- 
ingly,  an   appeal    was    taken     to     the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  they  held,  by  the 
time  they  were  enabled  to  give  judgment. 
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Lord  Salisbury's  notice  upstairs  he  said, 
'^  Bless  me  !  what  is  this  ?  "  I  am  sorry 
I  have  not  with  me  a  copy  of  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  Marquess  ;  but,  as 
well  as  I  remember,  it  was  this  :  that  a 
more  extraordinary  Bill  than  the  Re- 
demption of  Rent  Act 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  think  it  is 
only  fair  to  say  that  Lord  Herschell's 
observations  were  as  strong  as  those  of 
Lord  Salisbury. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Herschell  allowed  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time  in  this  House. 
Lord  HerschelPs  observations  are  not  on 
record,  but  Lord  Salisbury's  are.  He 
said — 

*'  I  do  not  know  how  the  Act  of  1891  managed 
to  struggle  through.  It  was  not  a  Government 
measure.'* 

What  is  the  result  that  the  Redemption 
Act  produced  ?  To  use  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
the  result  was  ^*  a  fresh  crop  of  grievances 
and  fresh  agitation.''  And  we  are  now 
considering  upstairs  in  a  very  lively 
Committee  what  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham would  no  doubt  call  materials 
for  fresh  agitation.  And  here  is  the 
position  12  or  13  years  after  the  Act  of 
1881  had  passed,  when  you  rejected, 
when  you  mowed  down  by  the  regiment 
every  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
tenants'  Representatives  in  this  House, 
Amendments  which  were  calculated  to 
confer  important  benefits  on  the  tenants. 
But,  with  halting  gait  and  limping  step, 
you  bring  forward  your  Bills  of  1887,  of 
1891,  and  of  1893,  and  afterwards 
you  honour  them  by  a  Committee 
appointed  upstairs  to  consider  the 
grievances  resulting  from  the  rejec- 
tion of  Irish  advice  at  the  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  asks  whether  this  Bill 
is  necessary.  I  must  say  that  the  fashion 
of  this  House  in  dealing  with  Irish  land 
legislation  almost  drives  any  man  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  to  despair. 
For  years  we  have  been  knocking  at  the 
door  of  this  House  for  some  remedial 
measures.  Year  after  year  you  refused 
them,  and  year  after  year  these  tenants 
are  being  thr(»wn  out  on  the  roadside  in 
consequence.  This  Bill  has  been  de- 
scribed by  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
as  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  victims  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  I  deny  it.  I  say 
that  for  one  tenant  evicted  owing  to  the 
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that  the  woman  had  been  wrongfully 
dismissed  from  the  Court,  and  ordered  the 
case  back  so  as  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed. 
But  in  the  meantime  the  landlord  had 
her  evicted.  He  had  served  her  with 
an  eviction-made-easy  notice  under  your 
beautiful  Act  of  1887.  He  had  strangled 
her  tenancy,  and  she  was  no  more  in  a 
position  to  go  into  Court  to  have  a  fair 
rent  fixed  than  any  person  who  was  a 
stranger  to  the  holding,  simply  because 
of  the  point  sprung  by  the  landlord  in 
reference  to  the  subletting,  as  to  which 
he  had  been  a  consenting  party.  She 
lost  her  fair  rent,  was  evicted,  and  her 
farm  is  grabbed.  I  put  it  to  the  House, 
is  that  not  a  case  in  which  the  circum- 
stances might,  with  fairness,  be  submitted 
to  a  tribunal  such  as  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chief  Secre- 
tary) proposed  to  set  up  ?  There  are 
scores  of  such  cases.  I  remember  a  case 
in  Dublin  the  other  day  in  which  the 
landlord  was  Mr.  Pack-Beresford,  of  the 
County  Carlow.  The  tenant  had  been 
evicted  in  the  bad  years  for  non-payment 
of  rent.  The  local  priest  applied  to  the 
landlord  to  reinstate  the  tenant,  and  the 
landlord  said  he  would  if  the  tenant 
would  pay  up  all  arrears  of  rent  and  the 
cost  of  the  judgment.  That  was  not  a 
very  generous  offer,  but  the  tenant  did  so. 
The  tenant  sent  a  cheque  to  the  landlord 
for  the  full  amount  of  the  arrears  and 
costs.  The  landlord  had  no  intention  of 
reinstating  the  tenant  as  a  ^'  present '' 
tenant.  He  wanted  to  make  him  a 
**  future "  tenant,  so  that  he  could  not 
obtain  the  benefit  of  the  Land  Acts,  and 
accordingly  he  took  some  point  about 
the  surrender  of  the  water  rights  on 
his  holding,  and  absolutely,  when  the 
tenant's  cheque  for  the  full  amount  of 
arrears  and  costs  was  in  the  pocket  of 
Mr.  Beresford,  he  refused  to  carry  out 
the  obligation  he  had  entered  into  with 
this  tenant  to  reinstate  him  in  his 
holding.  For  six  or  eight  months  the 
tenant  contended  that  he  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  present  tenant,  with  the  right 
to  go  into  Court  and  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed,  while  the  landlord  insisted  that  he 
was  a  future  tenant.  The  result  was 
that  the  landlord  sent  back  the  cheque 
and  the  tenant  refused  to  take  it.  Then 
the  landlord  applied  to  the  Magistrates  at 
Petty  Sessions  for  an  order  of  ejectment 
under  the  seventh  section,  and  this  man 
was  ejected  from  the  holding  for  which 


he  had  paid  the  full  rent  and  costs.  A 
grabber  named  Rose,  who,  I  think,  would 
smell  as  sweet  by  any  other  name,  came 
along,  and  is  now  in  possession  of  the 
holding,  and  last  December  prosecuted 
the  real  tenant  for  '^  trespass,'^  and  had 
him  fined.  Do  you  think  that  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  peace  of  the  district  ?  Do 
you  think  a  tenant  who  came  forward 
and  paid — I  think  the  amount  was 
£62  lOs.,  and  who  was  willing  to  go 
back  and  work  the  farm — do  you  think 
he  will  live  in  peace  and  quietness  with 
Mr.  Rose  ?  He  may  be  a  thorn  near 
that  rose.  I  will  not  use  any  language 
stronger  than  that  used  by  the  Member 
for  Trinity  College,  who,  of  course, 
would  not  say  anything  that  was  not 
strictly  legal.  This  is  what  he  said  in 
his  speech  on  Friday  night— 

"  If  that  was  to  be  the  policy  of  the  House 
ami  the  view  of  the  English  Government  to- 
wards Ireland,  then  those  in  Ireland  who  were 
prepared  to  live  as  law-abiding  citizens  would 
be  justified  in  resorting  to  any  extreme." 

I  should  like  to  know,  would  the  tenant 
who  paid  his  full  rent  and  costs  be  justi- 
fied in  resorting  to  any  extreme  ?  Is 
sauce  for  the  goose  sauce  for  the  gander  ? 
The  Member  for  Trinity  College  was 
not  satisfied  with  that  declaration  made 
in  the  interest  of  law  and  order.  It 
appears  there  were  ^'ironical  National 
cheers  from  below  the  Gangway  "  when 
he  so  spoke.  Then  the  Member  for 
Trinity  College  said — 

"  They  were  welcome  to  their  cheers.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  there  must  be  a  point,  when 
Governments  b^an  to  confiscate,  at  which  they 
must  exhaust  the  patience  of  those  who  were 
willing  to  submit  to  the  law." 

But  the  tenant  whose  case  I  have  men- 
tioned was  willing  to  submit  to  the  law. 
He  paid  all  the  money  that  the  law  de- 
manded of  him,  and  he  is  now  out  on  the 
roadside.  You  talk,  and  this  House 
talks,  of  what  it  is  pleased  to  call  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Acts  for  Irish 
tenants,  and  you  go  on  Primrose  plat- 
forms, and  you  extol  those  extraordinary 
benefits.  Do  you  think  the  passing  of 
a  Bill  in  this  House  is  like  putting 
guano  on  the  farm  of  an  Irish  tenant  ? 
Do  you  think  there  is  liquid  manure  for 
the  farms  of  the  Irish  tenants  in  any  of 
the  sections  you  pass  ?  Is  it  such  a  benefit 
to  boast  about  to  try  to  prevent  a  man 
from  being  robbed  ?  I  will  just  give 
you  an  instance.  Take  from  the  Notes 
of  that  desperate  Committee  upstairs  as  to 
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what  these  benefits  are,  and,  I  would  ask 
jou,  what  would  \ye  said  if  the  Irish 
tenants  took  the  advice  of  the  Member 
for  Trinity  College  ?  I  take  this  case 
not  from  the  files  of  any  Nationalist 
newspapers;  I  take  it  from  the  files  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commission,  produced  by 
the  head  of  that  Court,  and  I  ask  this 
House  to  say  whether  it  is  reasonable  to 
expect  Irish  tenants,  evicted  or  non- 
evicted,  to  remain  patient  under  these 
circumstances.  A  man  named  Patrick 
Moore  held  eight  acres  under  Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart,  formerly  a  Member  of  this  House 
— Member  for  Waterford.  These  were 
the  kind  of  Members  the  Irish  tenants 
elected  as  late  as  1880.  No  wonder  as 
to  the  kind  of  laws  that  were  passed  I 
Moore  held  eight  acres  on  a  mountain 
which,  according  to  the  Report,  was  550 
feet  above  the  level  of  the  sea,  and  ex- 
posed to  the  sea.  The  rent  he  was 
paying  was  only  6d.  altogether, 
so  barren  was  his  plot.  He  had  re- 
claimed this  holding.  He  had  built  on 
it  a  house,  cowhouse,  a  boiler  house, 
a  piggery — very  vulgar  details,!  suppose, 
but  of  great  importance  to  those  poor 
people — and  a  stable,  and  he  had  re- 
claimed seven  acres  of  land  from  the 
original  heath  and  furze.  What  was 
Patrick  Moore's  reward  ?  The  landlord 
first  raised  his  rent  from  6d.  to  18s.  9d., 
although  there  is  a  clause  in  the  Irish  Land 
Act  which  says  that  no  rent  shall  ])e  al- 
lowed or  made  payable  on  tenants'  improve- 
ments. He  had  expended,  according  to 
the  evidence,  on  this  holding  a  sum  of 
£210.  He  and  his  predecessors  in  title 
had  been  working  the  land  since  1826, 
and  during  that  time  not  a  copper  of 
expenditure  was  made  by  the  landlord. 
This  extraordinary  clause  which  says 
that  no  rent  is  to  be  allowed  or  made 
payable  on  tenants'  improvements  is 
construed  by  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion as  if  the  word  "no"  was  omitted,  so 
that  it  is  made  to  read  that  rent  shall  be 
allowed  and  shall  be  made  payable  on  the 
tenants'  improvements.  Accordingly,  the 
landlord  having  raised  the  rent  to  18s.  9d., 
the  tenant  applied  for  the  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act.  He  first  went  to  the  County 
Court  Judge — ^I  think  this  is  the  Irish 
case  in  miniature.  There  happened  to 
be  an  honest  County  Court  Judge  in 
County  Waterford — Judge  Waters — but 
he  has  been  removed  since  by  the  Tories. 
The  tenant  served  his  originating  notice  in 
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the  Court  of  Judge  Waters  on  the  24 tb 
of  February,  1892,  and  would  have  come 
before  the  County  Court  on  the  18th  of 
April,  1892.  But  what  did  the  landlord 
do  ?  He  appealed  to  transfer  the  case 
to  the  Laud  Commission.  Automatically 
it  was  transferred,  although  in  the  period 
in  which  the  case  might  come  on  for 
hearing  years  might  elapse,  and  the 
tenant  all  the  while  would  be  liable  to 
eviction  on  his  old  rent,  as  happened  in 
many  of  these  cases.  In  1892  some  of 
the  block  in  the  Courts  had  been  got  rid 
of,  and  it  only  took  the  Laud  Commis- 
sion one  and  a  half  vears  to  hear  the 
case  'A\'hich,  under  the  circumstances,  was 
very  moderate.  On  the  28th  November, 
1893,  the  Sul)-Commis8ioners  confirmed 
the  rent  of  18s.  9d.,  which  before 
the  Land  Act  had  been  6d.  Was  the 
landlord  satisfied  with  that  ?  Nothing 
of  the  kind.  Here  is  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners' official  Report,  and  we  all  pay 
great  respect  to  official  Reports  in  Ire- 
land— 

**  The  position  of  the  farm  is  exiKwed  to  the 
sea.  The  entire  holding  was  evidently  a  poor 
wild  mountain,  and  will  require  continuous  out- 
lay in  the  shai^e  of  labour  to  prevent  its  going 
back  to  its  normal  state  of  furze  an<l  heath." 

And  with  that  statement  before  them  the 
Chief  Land  Commission  on  the  landlord's 
appeal  raised  the  rent  from  18s.  9d. 
to  30s.,  and  ordered  the  tenant  to  pay 
the  costs — that  is,  the  landlord's  costs  as 
well  as  his  own.  There  are  two  other  cases 
on  the  Stuart  estate  in  which  the  facts  are 
substantially  identical,  and  if  you  take 
the  entire  mass  of  the  small  tenantry  of 
Ireland,  that  is  their  case  in  miniature. 
I  will  not  assert  that  upon  my  own  autho- 
rity. I  take  the  Report  of  Lord  Cowper, 
who  in  1887,  when  challengeil  about  his 
Report  as  to  the  making  of  improve- 
ments by  the  tenants  in  Ireland,  when 
challenged  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  one 
of  the  Irish  landlords,  re-asserted  the  fact 
that  in  Ireland,  whilst  every  single  im- 
provement was  made  by  the  tenant,  the 
landlords  never  expended  money  od 
their  estates.  But  if  you  want  one  more 
proof  of  it,  it  is  this — there  is  a  clause  in 
the  Irish  Land  Act  which  savs  that  if 
the  improvements  on  any  farm  are  made 
and  maintained  by  the  landlord,  the 
tenant  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Land  Act,  and  cannot  get  a 
fair  rent  fixed.  How  many  of  the  Irish 
landlords   have   got  the  benefit  of  that 


705 


Eweted  Tenants 


{23  July  1894}  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill.  706 


section  ?  800,000  Irish  tenants  have 
gone  into  Court  and  got  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and  how  many  tenants  were  excluded  on 
the  ground  that  the  landlord  made  and 
maintained  the  improvements  ?  Just 
one.  And  it  is  with  that  system  in 
vogue,  with  that  system  in  operation, 
that  the  Memher  for  Birmingham  de- 
nounces the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  as  revolutionary. 
Those  poor  cottiers,  if  he  had  his  way, 
would  have  no  relief.  I  think  this  House 
once  voted  £70,00D  for  a  picture  of  the 
Madonna  hy  Raphael,  hut  you  would 
refuse  £100,000  to  reinstate  thousands  of 
poor  tenants  in  Ireland  who  have  l)een 
thrown  out  on  the  roadside.  You  keep 
up  your  ships  at  enormous  cost  to  suppress 
the  Slave  Trade  on  the  African  coast.  I 
wish  you  would  laud  some  of  your  Marines 
in  Ireland  to  prevent  these  tenants  from 
being  robbed  by  their  landlords.  You 
are  horrified  bv  the  condition  of  Essex. 
There  are  deserted  farms  all  over 
the  place.  The  Adjournment  of  the 
House  was  moved  about  Essex  and  the 
derelict  farms  there.  Why  do  not  you 
transfer  some  of  those  evicted  tenants 
over  there  and  see  what  kind  of  a  hand 
they  would  make  of  it  ?  Perhaps  they 
would  do  better  than  the  tenants  who 
threw  it  up.  The  Member  for  Bristol 
(Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach)  gave  evidence 
before  a  Committee  on  English  land,  and 
he  said  that  the  average  fall  in  English 
agricultural  land  was  50  per  cent.  What 
18  the  evidence  that  we  are  taking  in  the 
Land  Acts  Committee  ?  That  the  rentals 
fixed  in  1881  and  1882  as  fair  rents 
would,  if  now  revised,  be  fixed  at  25  to 
30  per  cent,  lower  than  the  original. 
Every  day  these  rack-rented  tenants  are 
being  evicted,  and  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham says  these  are  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants.  He  strains  at  the  gnat  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  he  swallows 
the  camel  of  the  No-Rent  Manifesto. 
Since  the  Act  of  1881  was  passed  300,000 
tenants  have  gone  into  Court  and  have 
dragged  out  of  the  vitals  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords such  reduction  of  rent  as  they  have 
been  able  to  obtain,  whilst  in  England 
the  landlords  have  voluntarily  given  reduc- 
tions. The  Income  Tax  Returns  prove  it. 
The  Tory  Party  will  support  those  Irish 
landlords,  who  have  been  the  curse  of  their 
Party  ever  since  they  have  been  connected 
with  it.  What  have  they  gained  by  it  ? 
You  are  having  a  Commission  now  under 


this  Bill,  of  which  Mr.  George  Fottrell 
is  going  to  be  one.  I  will  say  nothing 
against  him  whatever.  You  say  to-day 
that  the  true  solution  of  the  Irish  land 
difficulty  is  that  the  Irish  tenant  should 
become  the  owner  of  his  holding.  A  ques- 
tion was  asked  in  this  House  in  1882,  I 
think  it  was  by  the  late  Lord  Chancellor, 
about  Mr.  Fottrell,  and  he  was  dismissed 
from  the  Irish  Land  Commission,  where 
he  was  solicitor.  What  was  his  crime  ? 
That  he  wrote  a  pamphlet  entitled 
"  How  a  tenant  might  become  owner  of 
his  holding.^'  That  was  the  head  and 
front  of  his  offending.  That  was  the 
position  of  1882.  Rents  have  fallen 
since,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  they  will 
still  fall  if  the  fall  in  the  price  of  pro- 
duce and  the  heavy  imports  continue  in 
the  way  they  have  done.  I  beg  this 
House  to  treat  this  Bill  not  as  a  great 
plaster  to  a  great  sore,  as  John  Bright 
spoke  of  the  Act  of  1870,  but  as  a  very 
mild  emollient  applied  to  a  very  burning 
and  heated  ulcer.  I  have  not  said  what 
I  should  like  to  say  with  regard  to  the 
exclusion  of  those  tenants  whose  farms 
have  been  grabbed.  I  will  say  nothing 
at  present  on  that  position,  because,  no 
doubt,  the  House  will  deal  with  it  later 
on.  I  will  not  use  the  language  and 
threats  of  the  Member  for  Trinity 
College  (Mr.  Carson)  and  say  what  would 
happen  if  this  Bill  is  rejected,  but  I 
would  like  to  quote  to  the  House  one 
sentence  from  an  Irish  Judge,  delivered 
a  long  time  ago  to  a  Grand  Jury  of 
landlords  in  the  County  Wexford,  which 
I  think  is  rather  germane  to  the  question. 
What  said  Judge  Fletcher  in  1814? 
Of  course,  they  would  not  listen  then  to 
anything  in  favour  of  Irish  tenants. 
Judge  Fletcher  said — 

"What  is  the  wretched  ]>ea8ant  to  do/ 
Hunted  from  the  spot  where  he  had  tirst  drawn 
breath,  where  he  had  first  seen  the  light  of 
Heaven,  incapable  of  procuring  anj'  other 
means  of  subsistence,  can  we  be  suri)ri8etl  that, 
being  unenlightenetl  and  uneducated,  he  may 
rush  to  the  peipetration  of  crime,  followed  by 
the  punishment  of  the  rope  and  gibbet  / 
Nothing  remains  to  him,  thus  harassed  and 
destitute,  but  with  the  strong  hand  to  deter  the 
stranger  from  entering  upon  his  farm,  and  to 
extort  from  the  weakness  of  bis  landlonl,  who8c 
gratitude  and  good  feelings  he  has  failed  to 
win,  a  sort  of  preference  to  his  ancient 
tenantcy. 

Cases  of  landlord  hardship  have  been 
quoted.  Who  are  these  landlords  on  whose 
behalf  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
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ha8  raised  up  his  voice  ?  Lord  Clanri- 
carde,  whom  even  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Balfour),  who  has  never 
lacked  hardihood,  was  unable  to  defend, 
and  who  was  spoken  of  by  The  Times  as 
a  public  nuisance  and  a  public  danger — 
a  man  of  whom  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  who  had  visited  his  estates, 
pointed  out  that  so  far  had  Lord 
Ciauricarde's  ingratitude  gone  that 
even  the  tomb  of  his  own  mother 
was  allowed  to  be  desecrated.  He 
spoke  of  him,  and  said  he  would  sup- 
port a  measure  for  his  compulsory  ex- 
propriation, and  you,  by  quoting  cases  of 
hardship  which  might  well  be  argued 
before  this  very  moderate  Commission, 
forget  that  hundreds  of  instances  of  real 
hardships  to  tenants  which  you  refuse  to 
remedy  might  be  cited  on  our  side.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Trinity 
College  has  asked  if  a  "  drunken  comer- 
boy,"  and  former  tenant  of  a  lady  he 
mentioned,  is  to  be  reinstated.  No,  1 
would  not  reinstate  such  a  man.  There 
are  cases  which  are  not  fit  for  reinstate- 
ment, and  I  believe  that  they  will  be 
fairly  dealt  with  by  the  very  moderate 
tribunal  which  is  to  be  appointed.  There 
is  Mr.  Piers  White,  the  man  who  pre- 
sented the  Conservative  Party  with  five 
seats  when  he  acted  as  Commissioner 
under  the  Bill  of  1885 ;  there  is  Mr. 
Greer,  the  Unionist  ;  and  Mr.  George 
Fottrell,  of  whom  I  think  it  would  be  a 
strong  thing*  to  say  that  he  was  an 
active  Nationalist.  Will  the  House  allow 
it  to  be  said  that  they  refused  to  remit  to 
such  a  tribunal  the  very  class  of  cases 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  said  were  a  small  class  of 
cases,  the  fringe  of  this  great  and  burn- 
ing question  ?  Sir,  this  House  may  once 
more  reject  this  Bill,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  likely.  The  House  has  passed  a 
stronger  Bill,  and  so  has  the  House  of 
Lords  with  which  we  are  now  threatened 
by  the  Member  for  Armagh.  This 
House  seems  to  conduct  all  its  proceed- 
ings now  under  the  threat  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  The  House  of  Lords  seem  to 
have  a  mortgage  on  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  appears  to  be  only  a  limited 
owner,  whose  estate  will  be  dealt  with  in 
some  other  way  when  it  reaches  another 
place.  The  Bill  of  1881— "The  Cham- 
berlain  Act" — took  only  one  day  and  a 
Morning  Sitting  to  debate,  and  this  very 
moderate   Bill  has  occupied  three  days, 
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although  it  is  said  that  the  House  of 
House  of  Lords  will  be  sure  to  give  it  its 
quietus.  I  beg  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  proportions  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  the  fact  that  at  present 
Ireland  is  absolutely  at  peace.  Do 
not  let  the  argument  be  put  into  the 
mouths  of  Irishmen  that  it  is  only  by 
crime  and  bloodshed  they  can  get  justice. 
Remember  the  past ;  for  just  as  engineers 
allow  that  for  every  £100,000  expended 
on  works  so  many  human  lives  must 
perish,  so  for  ewery  section  on  the  Statute 
Book  in  the  interest  of  Ireland  so  much 
blood  has  been  spilt  and  so  much  agita- 
tion has  had  to  be  conducted.  If  the 
Nationalist  Members  are  agitators,  why 
not  knock  the  ground  of  agitation  from 
under  our  feet  ?  Why  not  restore  these 
unfortunate  tenants  to  their  holdings  and 
give  them  another  chance  ?  And  then, 
having  done  Ireland  justice,  you  may 
appear,  as  is  certainly  not  now  the  case, 
at  the  bar  of  the  world's  justice  with 
clean  hands. 

•Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.) 
said,  it  would  probably  be  a  matter  of 
absolute  indifference  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords in  what  class  of  humanity  or  of 
enlightenment  the  Chief  Secretary  might 
be  pleased  to  place  them.  None  of  them 
were,  at  all  events,  so  thoroughly  be- 
nighted as  not  to  understand  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  it 
was  from  the  hollow  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford's  hand  that  he  produced  his 
policy.  The  course  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  unprecedented, 
for  instead  of  justifying  his  measure  by 
reference  to  the  events  which  had  led  up 
to  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
fused to  look  back  on  that  extraordi- 
nary series  of  events.  If  he  had  formerly 
declined  to  discuss  those  events,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  never  have  ap- 
pointed the  Mathew  Commission.  That 
Commission  reported  on  six  points.  With 
regard  to  the  first  five,  there  was  not  one 
on  which  the  Chief  Secretary  could  not 
havtt  obtained  the  fullest  information 
without  the  Commission  at  all.  And  as 
to  the  sixth,  a  comparison  between  the 
Bill  and  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
would  show  that  the  latter  could  have 
been  very  well  dispensed  with.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Commission  was  appointed  to  report 
on  "  the  practical  equity  of  the  case." 
Probablv   that    meant   that    he   wanted 
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some  jaBtification  which  equity  would 
not  sapply  for  the  legislation  which  had 
been  forced  on  him.  Of  necessity  some 
Bill  had  to  be  brought  in,  because  not 
only  the  right  hon.  Geatleman's  sup- 
porters, but  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  had  held  out  hopes  to  the 
evicted  teoauts  that  the  triumph  of  i  the 
Liberal  Party  would  bring  about  their 
triumphant  restoration.  It  was  idle  for 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  to 
draw  distinctions  between  his  private  and 
his  official  positions.  No  such  dis- 
tinctions were  drawn  in  Ireland  when 
the  right  hon.  Member  visited  the 
oouDtry.  The  leaders  of  the  agitation  in 
Tipperary  presented  an  address  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  which  they 
refenred  ito  '^  the  lofty  position  he  held  in 
the  Government  of  England,  and  the 
place  he  filled  in  the  great  Liberal 
Party." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  held  no  official  position 
then. 

•Mr.  macartney  said  that,  at  all 
events,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
took  the  trouble  to  repudiate  any  part  of 
the  exalted  position  attributed  to  him. 
It  was  futile  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nian  to  say  that  he  had  not  a  large 
ipeasure  of  responsibility  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  for  the  men  who  were 
now  starving  outside  the  farms  from 
which  they  had  to  be  evicted  because 
their  leaders  had  not  enough  money  to 
keep  them  going.  He  felt  bound  to 
allude  to  what  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
asked  should  be  passed  over.  Possibly 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  the 
Mathew  Commissiou  had  found  no 
practical  equity  to  justify  this  legisla- 
tion, and  had  therefore  asked  that  a  veil 
should  be  drawn  over  the  past  history 
of  this  controversy  in  Ireland.  He 
regretted  to  say  that  he  could  not 
allow  it  to  remain  concealed,  and  that  he 
must  lift  the  corner  of  that  veil  In  order 
to  justify  the  opposition  which  he  was 
obliged  to  offer  to  the  Bill.  What  was 
admitted  to  be  the  origin  of  the  whole  of 
this  business  ?  Its  origin  was  not  the 
evictions  which  took  place  in  1879,  but 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  This  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  the  special  and  peculiar 
policy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East: 
Mayo  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  was  not  approved  by  the  whole  of 
the  Party  with  which  those  hon.  Mem- 
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hers    generally   acted  ;    indeed,   it    was 
promulgated   without  the  approval  and 
against  the  opinion  of  many  of  the  most 
powerful   leaders  of  the  Irish  National 
League  at   that   time.      Unfortunately, 
however,  for  the  Irish  tenants  the  advice 
of   the   more   prudent  members   of   the 
National  League  was  not  taken,  and  the 
active  propaganda  of    that  organisation 
began.      Then  the  unfortunate   tenants 
were  urged  by,  amoug  others,  Mr.  Deasy, 
Mr.  Peter  McDonald,  and  Mr.  O'Kelly  to 
leave  their  farms  and  to  join  the  Plan  of 
Campaign ;    and   it   was   clear  that  the 
arguments    put   forward   to   induce   the 
Irish   tenants   to   join   the  organisation 
were  not  founded  upon  agricultural  de- 
pression but  were  calculated   rather  to 
sustain  the   political   reputation   of   the 
Irish  Leaders  in  England.     Though  the 
appeals  to  the  cupidity  of   the  tenants 
had  failed  in  some  cases,  the  educational 
policy  inaugurated  by  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  carried  out  vigorously,  first 
by  resolutions  and  next  by  speeches  of 
hon.  Members  ;  and   in  many  cases  de- 
cisions were  forced  on  unwilling  men  by 
overt  acts  of   intimidation.      Men  who 
would  not  join  the  Plan  of   Campaign 
had  been  denounced  as  cowards,  lepers, 
and  outcasts  ?    What  had  been  the  result  ? 
On    17   estates   examined   into   by   the 
Mathew    Commission   1,000   men    were 
practically   penniless   and  dependent  on 
the  precarious  support  doled  out  by  their 
leaders  from  day  to  day.      In  defence  of 
this  policy  it  had  been  urged  that  because 
the  House  rejected  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Par- 
nell  in  1886  the  Irish  tenants  were  justi- 
fied  in  joining   the    combination.      He 
refused  to  admit  that  this  would   be  a 
justification  for  the  proposals  of  the  pre- 
sent  Bill,   because  the   Debates   in  the 
last  Parliament  proved  either  that  Mr. 
Parneirs  Bill  would  not  have  applied  to 
the    case   of    the    Plan     of    Campaign 
estates,  or  in  cases  where  it  did  apply 
the  terms  offered  by  the  landlords  were 
much  better.     On  the  Ponsonby  Estate, 
for  example,  out  of  190  eviction  notices 
only  22  tenants  would   have  been  dealt 
with  by  Mr.  Parnell's  Bill.     A   similar 
proportion  would  be  found  in  the  Cool- 
grain  Estate ;  while  on  the  Olphert  and 
Vandeleur  Estates  the  terms  offered  by  the 
landlords  were  infinitely  better  than  the 
tenants  would  have  obtained  under  the 
proposed  legislation  of  Mr.  Pamell.  The 
object  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  1888 
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was  clearly  indicated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  in  a  letter  to  one  of  his 
colieagnes,  dated  August  25th,  1888. 
He  said  : — "  It  will  be  most  necessary  to 
show  Balfour  that  his  troubles  in  Ireland 
are  only  beginning/'  It  had  also  been 
urged  that  it  was  not  only  a  question  of 
rent,  but  that  owin  ;^  to  the  claims  for  arrears 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  were  justified  in 
joining  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  but  that 
argument  had  been  refuted  by  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Mathew  Com- 
mission by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  It  was  therefore  absurd  for  hon. 
Members  to  justify  the  inauguration  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  either  by  the  re- 
jection of  Mr.  ParoelPs  Bill  or  by  the 
legislation  of  1887.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign  was  nothing  less  than  a  political 
movement  started,  as  had  l)een  avowed, 
to  destroy  landlordism,  which  was  de- 
clared to  be  the  great  and  only  prop  of 
English  rule  in  Ireland.  It  had  been  said 
by  hon.  Members  that  the  just  demands 
of  Ireland  would  never  be  granted  until 
*'  the  two  curses  of  that  country — land- 
lordism and  English  rule — were  de- 
stroved."  Those  **two  curses,"  he  was 
happy  to  say,  were  still  existing  in  Ire- 
land, notwithstanding  the  efforts  of  the 
organisers  and  supporters  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  though  by  it  the  position  and 
prospects  of  many  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  had  been  greatly  altered. 
A  fresh  calamity  had  been  added  to  the 
burden  which  Ireland  l>ore,  a  calamity 
which  occupied  the  attention  of  one  of 
the  branches  of  the  Irish  National  Federa- 
tion earlv  this  year  under  the  presideucv 
of  the  Rev.  Canon  Doyle,  Parish  Priest. 
A  resolution  was  passed  imauimously  by 
the  branch  stating  that  they  would  regard 
it  as  a  blessing  for  the  country  if  Messrs. 
John  Dillon  and  William  O'Brien,  in  their 
voyage  to  Boulogne,  were  sunk  in  the 
ocean.  The  practical  equities  of  the 
situation  would  have  been  dealt  with  in 
a  much  better  way  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  introduced  the  Bill  if  he  had 
promised  some  legislation  which  would 
have  protecteil  the  tenants  of  Ireland  and 
those  who  had  been  dnpod  in  the  past  by 
the  policy  of  those  two  hon.  Memljers 
from  a  similar  fate  in  the  future.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
(Mr.  Harrington)  had  placed  the  whole 
responsibility  for  this  agitation  upon  the 
non-rejection  by  the  House  of  Mr. 
Parnell's  Bill,  but  a  speech  made  by  Mr. 
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I'Davitt  in  1887  showed  that  neither  be 
lior  his  colleagues  would  have  been  ready 
to  accept  any  settlement  of  the  land 
question  or  of  the  agrarian  difficulty  pro- 
pounded by  the  House  of  Commons.  Mr« 
Davitt  had  warned  the  tenants  tit  Sligo 
that  they  must  be  careful  about 
accepting  any  proposal  having  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  if 
they  did  they  must  expect  to  have  their 
interests  seriously  curtailed.  Long  before 
Mr.  Parnell's  Bill  had  been  brought  into 
the  House  United  Ireland  declared  that 
a  campaign  against  the  landlords  was  in- 
evitable, whilst  the  policy  of  United 
Ireland  was  at  the  time  of  the  Chicago 
Convention  laid  down  in  the  well-known 
phrase  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond) — namely, 
that  it  was  the  policy  of  his  Party  to 
make  the  Government  of  Ireland  by 
England  impossible.  It  was  therefore 
necessary  to  start  an  agitation,  and  to 
keep  it  going  by  hook  or  by  crook.  The 
most  convenient  form  of  agitation  was 
one  attacking  the  landlords'  property,  and 
the  carrying  out  of  the  policy  thus 
adopted  had  resulted  in  over  1,000 
tenants  being  placed  in  a  most  unenviable 

'  position.  These  men  would  have  made 
aiTangements  with  their  landlords  long 
ago  if  it  had  not  been  for  their  leaders. 
The  evicted  tenants  did  not  get  any 
money  unless  they  sympathised  with 
one  particular  section  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party.  He  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  on  what  ground  he 
supposed  that  if  this  Bill  passed  it  would 
put  an  end  to  any  portion  of  the  difficulty. 
Two  or  three  Members  for  Ireland  who 
had  spoken  had  described  the  Bill  iu 
almost  as  strong  language  as  that  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond)  described  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  and  he  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  point  out  one  single  utter- 
ance by  an  Irish  Member  in  support  of 
the  scheme  indicating  to  the  House 
that  if  the  Bill  were  accepted  it  would 
go  any  length  whatever  towards  settling 
the  difficulty.  Not  a  single  follower  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 
speech  in  which  there  was  the  slightest 
enthusiasm  about  the  Bill.  The  Bill 
settled  nothing,  but  it  would  enable  the 
Irish  agitator  in  the  future,  when  he  onoe 
again  raised  the  agrarian  question,  to 
hold  out  the  most  solid  and  material 
inducements  to  the  Irish  tenants  to  adopt 
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piftn  lie  proposed,  uo  inutter  how 
dMhoaent  that  plan  might  l)e.  becuuse  he 
woaM  be  Able  to  tell  them  that  sooner  or 
later  there  would  be  fouod  8ome  Chief 
SeoretArjr  who  would  eudow  their  die- 
honesty  with  the  money  of  the  State. 
How  far  did  the  Chief  Sedretarj  think 
(ha  £250,000  he  prO|josed  to  expend 
nnder  this  Bill  would  go?  It  would 
give  ao  aver^^  sum  of  £60  for  each 
tenant  inenttoned  by  the  rj;|;ht  hou. 
Oeutlemsn.  Bishop  Healy,  who  lived  in 
the  centre  of  the  Claurioarde  distriut, 
had  told  the  Mathew  Commieieion  that 
«rery  tenaot  would  liave  to  rebuild  hi« 
bouse,  aud  would  have  to  be  provided 
vriUi  capital  ,to  stock  his  farm.  The 
Bishop  was  asked  whether  if  the  Goveru- 
meat  lent  these  tenants  money  to  Btsrt 
tliem  in  u  farm  it  would  not  be  fair  to 
ask  them  for  more  security  than  other 
tenants  gave,  and  his  reply  waa  that  it 
wanld  he  very  difficult  for  them  to  give 
anj additional  securitr, and  thutiftheydid 
jjive  additional  security  it  would  be  only 
Feter  giving  security  for  Paa)  aud  Panl 
Peter.  It  was  evident  niider  those 
iumstunces  tliat  the  proposuls  of  the 
jbt  hou,  Geuti Oman  would  not  go  to  one 
lftrt«r  of  the  way  that  was  Tiecoasary  in 
settle  the  queatioii.  Then  the 
right  boa.  Gentlemau  proposed  to  go  to  the 
Church  Fund  in  order  to  tiod  hia  tinaui^ial 
msouree.  Ko  doubt  that  was  the  UEual 
to  which  Chief  Secretaries  had 
the  paet  wiien  they  wauted  to 
le  sonae  indefensible  policy.  If  the 
jbt  hou.  Gentleman  believed  that  hia 
poltoy  was  justifiable,  and  that  Parlia- 
ment would  say  that  the  Plan  of  Cam^ 
psigu  tenants  were  the  pick  of  the  Irish 
people,  ought  he  not  in  justice  to  hi: 
policy  to  place  upon  the  Estimates  thi 
sum  he  was  takiufr  for  this  Bill  ?  Had 
tlie  right  hou.  Goutlemau  done  this, 
Members  wJio  siippoi'ted  the  Bill  would 
have  bad  to  defend  their  autions  before 
( heir  oonstitoenbi,  and  he  (Mr.  Macartney) 
atiould  like  to  have  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
liur  lor  Shipley  (Mr.  Bylos)  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Chan- 
uiog)  defending  a  payment  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  of  £2SO,000  to  men 
who  for  years  had  been  spending  tlieir 
tim«  in  laziness  and  in  visiting  their 
friends,  and  who,  according  to  one 
niitbority,  had  been  drawing  £2  or  £3  a 
week  from  the  National  League.  Hia 
(Mr.   Macartney's)  constituents  ha^l  the 
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greatest   objection  to  seeing    the  IiiaH 
Church  Fund  used  for  any  purpose  whicU 
would  not  generally  benefit  every  interest' 
and   every  class  of  persons  in    Ireland: 
Members  who    thought   that   by  taking^ 
this  £230,000  from    the    Irish    Chureli 
Fund  they  would  gel  ofl  paying  anything 
had  possibly  overlooked  the  section  of  the 
Bill  which  provided  that  the  salaries  aud 
remuneration  and  all  expenses  not  otberi 
wise  provided  for  under  the  Bill  were  ttf 
be  paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Revenue.     It 
was  absolutely  certain  that  if  this  Bill 
was  not  a  sham,  if  it  was  to  work  at  all, 
it  would  swallow  up  probably  double  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman's    estimate,    aud 
therefore  an  additional  £2.50,000  wonld 
be  placed  upon  tlie  shoulders  of  English, 
Welsh,    and    Scottish    taxpayers.      He 
doubted  very  much  whether  the  machinery 
provided   by    Sectiou    2    of    Clause     1 
was    ever    intended    to    work,    because^ 
as  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon^ 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr,  J; 
Chamberlain),    if  it  worked  honestly  >t 
must    exclude    nine-tenths    of  the   meil 
whom  the  Bill  proposed  to  benefit.     Un- 
less  this  Bill  were  a  sham  from  the  Irish 
point  of  view,  it  would  be  necessary  for 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  adopt  the  view 
expressed    by    the     hon.    and     learned 
Memlwr  for  Haddingtonshire  (Mr.  Hal- 
dane),  and  rmmedifttely  on  an  applicatiort' 
being  mode  by  any  tenant  admit  that  he 
had  a  primh  facie  cn^e,  and  lei  a  con* 
ditioual  order  issue.    The  Commissioners 
were  told  to  deal  with  ihe  evicted  tenants 
in  groups.    He  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  explain  if  he  could  on  what  ground  i' 
a  tiimilar  number  of  cases  on  one  estate  I 
was  to  bo  dealt  with  in  a  group,  he  could  \ 
expect  Members  to  believe  that  the  ques^  i 
tion   of  reasouableuess  or  unreason aV>1  dl '  i 
ness  would  be  entertained  by  the  tribunaf.  ( 
He  took  it  that  ihe  whole  of  the  tenant'^  \ 
would  have  to  he  reinstated  by  means  or  \ 
a  single  conditional  order  on  the  Clunri-t  f 
carde  Estate,  aud  that  the  Commiasionei 
would   be    compelled    to    refrain    froirf  ] 
making    any    ilistinctiou    between    the  | 
leaders  andthedupesamougst  the  tenants^ 
aud  would  have  to  place  both  leaders  and  j 
dupoB    back   in   their    holdings    without  I 
having   the   slightest   regard    either    td  4 
reaaonablenesB  or  unreasonableness.  T}\tS  ] 
settlement   under   Clause    4,    which  thd  I 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggested  it  wonld|  ' 
be  well  for  the  landlords  to  accept, 
one  infinitely  wor^e  than  the  settlement' 
2  H  2  '      ■ 
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already  arrived  at  on  the  Plan  of  Cam* 
paign  estates  by  mutual  agreement  be- 
tween the  evicted  tenants  and  their 
former  landlords.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  had  pointed  out  that  the  settle* 
ment  on  the  Clanricarde  Estate  was  a 

S'eat  deal  better.     The  settlement  on  tbe 
liphant  Estate  was  made  on  the  basis 
of  three  years*  rents  and  costs,  and  two 
yearft'  rents  and  costs.      On  the  Clon- 
curry  Estate,  22  of  the  former   tenants 
and  three  new  tenants  at  the  old  rents 
were  on  a   21   years*   lease.      On    the 
Massereene  Estate  not  one  single  rein- 
statement had  been  made  except  in  pay- 
ment of  the  full  amount  due,  and  on  the 
Clongorey  Estate  there  had  been  no  re- 
instatements.    He  took  it  that  this  estate 
would  present  one  of  the  greatest  diffi- 
culties under  the  Bill.     The  whole  area 
had  been  levelled,  drained  and   fenced. 
Large  sums  had  been  spent  on  the  im- 
provements, and  the  land  was  being  highly 
farmed  and  was  said  to  be  paying.     He 
could  not  understand  how  the  tribunal 
which  would  be  set  up  under  the  Bill,  if 
it  did  its  work  with  impartiality,  would 
manage  to  bring  about  the  reinstatement 
of  the  tenants.     He  did  not  deny — it  was 
impossible  to  deny — the  existence  of  this 
trouble.     They  might  as  well  deny  the 
existence  of  thieves,  or  of  any  other  form 
*  of  social  evil  that  existed  in  the  United 
Kingdom;  but  he  did  not  see  that  because 
a    person    recognised  that   the    trouble 
existed  that  they  were  to  deal  with  it  in 
the  manner  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
no  doubt  looked  on  him  (Mr.  Macartney) 
as  one  of  the  irreconcilable  class.     He, 
no  doubt,  was  irreconcilable  to  dealing 
with  a  question  of  this  sort  on  the  basis 
proposed.     He  would  never  consent,  nor 
would  his  constituents  consent,  to  deal 
with   fraud   on   the  same  basis  as  with 
honesty.     He  would  not  consent  to  give, 
nor  would  they  consent  to  his  giving,  a 
vote     in     favour     of     taking     out     of 
a    fund  replenished    annually     by    the 
industry     and     honesty     of      a     large 
number      of      their      fellow       tenants, 
who  were  purchasers  under  the  Church 
Act,     money      for     the     purpose      of 
reinstating,   on    better    terms  than  any 
other  tenant  in  Ireland  enjoyed  at   the 
present  moment,  men  who   had   openly 
avowed   their   connection  with  this  dis- 
honest organisation  and  had  subsisted  in 
idleness  as  a  result  of  seizing  the  laud- 
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lord*8  property*    They  would  never  con- 
sent to  a  settlement  on  those  terms.    But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
no  right  to  assume  that  he  (Mr.  Macart- 
ney) and  all  his  friends  had  shut  the  door 
to  all  possible  settlement   on  the  ques- 
tion.    He  felt  convinced  that  even  if  the 
Bill  failed  to  pass  through  Farlianient — 
and  he   hoped  it  would  fail-— the  door 
would  not  b(3  closed  against  a  settlement* 
There  was  no  reason  to  doubt  that  if  the 
evicted  tenants  who  were  desirous  of  re- 
turning  to  their  landlords-— and   he  be- 
lieved many  were — that  was  to  say,  if  the 
influences  which  prevented  many  of  them 
from  coming  to  terms  with    their  land- 
lords were  withdrawn,  he  had  no  donbl 
that  in  a  short  time,  even  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  peaceful  settlements  would  be  ar- 
rived at.       There   was   no  reason  why 
those  who  were  still  out  on  the  Olpberl 
Estate  should  not  be  replaced  on  their 
farms,  like  those  who  went  in   in  1B90. 
He    could    not   overlook    the    pressare 
brought  to  bear  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen from  Ireland,  and  he  was  unable 
to  agree  that  this  was  a  Bill  brought  for- 
ward merely  for  dealing  with  the  evicted 
tenants.       He  looked  upon  it  as  a   Bill 
promoted  to  re-establish  the  reputations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  which  had 
been  materially  damaged  by  the  position 
of  the  evicted  tenants,  and  he  certainly 
never  would  be  a  party  to  advancing  in 
this  House  a  Bill  to  re-establish  the  re- 
putations    of     men     who     more      than 
any  others    were  responsible  for    crime 
and   disorder   in   large  districts   of  Ire- 
land. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  ho  would  not  detain  the  House 
many  moments,  but  he  hoped  that  even 
at  this  late  stage  of  the  Debate  hon. 
Members  would  not  be  unwilling  that  he 
should  state  the  views  he  held  both  as 
regarded  the  Bill  and  as  regarded  the 
Amendment  by  which  it  had  been  met. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat  had  stated  distinctly  that  the  action 
now  taken  by  himself  and  his  friends  must 
not  be  taken  as  closing  the  door  to  a  rea- 
sonable settlement  of  the  question.  If  that 
were  so,  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  should 
like  to  know  why  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  friends  Lad  insisted  on  the  withdrawal 
of  that  portion  of  his  Amendment  which 
sought  to  give  the  consent  of  the  House 
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to  a  JQSt,  reasonable,  and  equitable  pro- 
poeal.    The  hon.  Member  and  his  f  riefids 
had  declined  emphaticallj  to  vote  for  his 
Amendment  if  those  words  stood.     Thej 
had  insisted  on   the   withdrawal  of  the 
words,  and  be  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  con- 
fessed he  did  not  understand  bon.  Mem- 
bers who  said  that  they  were  prepariBd 
for  an  honourable  and  reasonable  settle- 
ment, and  yet  insisted  on  the  withdrawal  of 
an  Amendment  which  simply  pronounced 
in  favour  of  such  a  settlement.     A  good 
deal   had   been  said   about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.     He   had  never  hesitated  in 
the  House  to  express   his  views  about 
that  measure.     He  had  denounced  it  in 
Ireland  and  in  England,  both  outside  and  in- 
side the  House  of  Commons.  But  he  would 
point  out  that  the  moment  they  passed 
the  13th  section  of  the  Land  Act,  under 
which  80  of  the  Ponsonby  Campaigners 
were  restored  to  their  holdings,  they  had 
pot  themselves   out  of  court,  practically 
apeaking,  from  using  the   Plan  of  Cam- 
paign as  a  reason  why  these  men  should 
not  be  reinstated.     He    was  williuff  to 
denounce  the  Plan    of  Campaign  at  all 
reasonable    times.      If  thev  wished   to 
prove  that  the  policy  of  the  hoii.  Member 
for  Cork  and  the  policy  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  from  1886  to  1890  was  an 
insane  and  wicked   policy,  he  was  with 
them.     He  thought  that  policy  was  both 
insane    and   wicked.      It   had   cost  the 
tenants   who   had  listened  to  those  two 
iion.  Members  dearly.     But  this  would  be 
admitted  by  some  lion.  Members  even  sit- 
ting on  the  Ministerial  and  Irish  Benches. 
Though,  as  he  said,  they  had  assented  to 
the  13th  section  of  the  Land  Act,  and  by 
that  had  covered  and  endorsed  the  prin- 
ciple of '  reinstatement,  he  did    not    say 
that  they  had  committed  themselves  to 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill.     They  had  done 
nothing  of  the  kind.     Section  13  covered 
the  principle  of  reinstatement,  but  as   to 
the  methods  of  reinstatement  thev  con- 
fltituted  an  entirelv  different  matter.  One 
was  voluntary,  and  not   only   voluntary 
— ^hey    resisted    a  proposal  to  make  it 
•compulsory,  therefore  those  of  them  who 
supported  that  section — and  he  had  some 
responsibility    in    regard  to    it — simply 
declared  that  under  the   stress  of  circum- 
stances they  were  willing  to  consider  any 
jnst  and  reasonable  grounds  for  reinstat- 
ing these  tenants,  but  they  certainly  did 
not  commit  themselves,  either  to  the  pro- 
poMls  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Chief   Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  to  any 
similar  proposals  contained  in  any  private 
Bill  brought  forward  by  bon.  Grentlemen 
opposite.     Having  said  that  much  about 
the   Amendment,  which  he  frankly  said 
he  did  not  approve,  he  might  now  say  that 
he  also  disliked  the  Bill.     The  Bill  was 
really  divided    into   two    parts,  and   he 
would  take  first  what  was  in  reality  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill — namely,  the  part 
dealing    with    the    new    tenants.       He 
thought    the     Chief     Secretary  .would 
admit  he  had  given  some  pains  to  this 
question,  and  he  had  devoted  some  atten- 
tion to  it  both   in  Ireland  and  here,  and 
his    deliberate    opinion   was    that  there 
would  be  at  least  2,000  cases  to  be  dealt 
with  under  that  portion  of  the  measure. 
He    regretted   to    hear    his   right   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham use  the  word   **  planter  "  in  connec- 
tion  with    those    tenants,    hundreds    of 
whom  had  come  into  occupation  after  the 
troubles  of  1879-80.      They  took  their 
holdings  in   the  ordinary   way,  without 
anybody  objecting  ;  they  had  led  quiet 
and   industrious   lives   ever   since ;    and 
these  men   were    not   to  be  confounded 
with   the   other    denomination    of    new 
tenants  styled  "  planters."  The  "  planters" 
were  brought  on  to  two  estates  alone — 
the  Coolgraney  and  the  Massereene  es- 
tates, in  order  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
might   be    fought ;    and    they   did   not 
number    more    than    50    tenants.       He 
wished  the  House  to  draw  a  distinction 
between    the     ordinary    class    of     new 
tenants  and  those  called  "  planters,"  who 
were  brought  there  simply  as  an  act  of 
war  to  fight  the  Plan  of  Campaign.     He 
took  the  two  cases  as  they  stood,  and 
what  did  the  Chief  Secretary  do  ?     He 
appointed  his  Arbitrator's  Court,  and  the 
old  tenant  who  had  been  out  of  his  hold- 
ing for  10,  1 2,  or  14  years,  would  serve  a 
notice  or   claim  for  reinstatement.     He 
might  have   been    fished    out  from  any 
part  of  Ireland  and  might  serve  a  claim 
for  reinstatement,  and,  unless  the  sitting 
tenant  went  into  Court  and  objected,  the 
conditional  order,  or  what  was  tantamount 
thereto,  would  be  made  absolute,  the  old 
tenant  might  l>e  put  back,  and  the  new 
tenant    who    had    been   occupying   and 
farming  the  land  for  a  number  of  years 
might  be  evicted.     He  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  was  the  sense  of 
causing  one  eviction   to  cure  another? 
The  Government  were  simply  lighting  a 


7^9 


Evicted  T^nanU  {COMMONS}    (Ireland) 


Bill.  72a. 


fire  round  every  one  of  these  homesteads, 
and  were  causing   trouble  where  peace 
]pw>w  reigned.     That  was  a  very  unwise 
thing  for  any  Government  to  do.     The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  the  new  tenants 
would,  after  this  Bill  had  been  passed, 
t>e  as  safe  as  at -present.     That  might  he 
true  as  regarded  the  "  planters,"  but  it 
was  not  true  as  regarded  the  other  new 
tenants.     As  he  had  said,  the  new  tenant 
was  living  in  peace  in  hundreds  of  cases, 
and  to  light  this  fire  around  these  home- 
steads was  a  most  serious  thing.     Now, 
let  him  come  to  the  land  that  was  either 
derelict  or  being  worked  for  or  by  the 
landlord.     This  was  really  the  first  part 
of  the  Bill,  but  he  had  kept  it  to  be  dealt 
with  secondly.     At  once  he  would  say 
that  he  approved  of  the  Court  of  Arbitra- 
tion that  was  set  up.     He  held  that  some 
Court  of  the  kind  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary ;  if   this  matter  was  to  be  settled 
there  must  be  some  plan  of  bringing  the 
two  parties   together,  the  landlord  and 
the  ex- tenant,  and  so  far  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  set  up  that 
Court  of  Arbitration  he  agreed  with  the 
proposal.     Very    well,   the    Court    was 
constituted,  and  the  old  tenant  of  these 
derelict  lands,  or  the    lands  now  being 
worked  by  or  for  the  landlords,  were  en- 
titled to  serve — he  was  going  to  say  an 
originating  notice,  having  heard  so  much 
of  them  lately  upstairs — a  claim  to  be 
reinstated.     He  was  not  going  into  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.   Carson),  a  most  powerful 
argument  from  the  legal  standpoint,  but 
what  he  said  was  that  he  thought  it  was 
a  very  hard  and  severe  thing  to  allow 
the  arbitrators  to  say  to  a  landlord  who 
had  ejected  his  tenants,   perhaps    years 
before,  for  non-payment  of  rent,  "  You 
must  give  up  th^t  land   which   you  are 
farming  at  a  profit ;  you  must  take  back 
these  men  who  have  conspireil  to  defraud 
you  ;  and  the  old  relationships  must  be 
renewed."      He  disliked    the  Bill  very 
much   on  this  account.     It  was  not  only 
a  hard,  but  a  dangerous  thing  for  the  Bill 
to  say,  and    he   wished    the    House   to 
realise   what   might   result  from  it.     If 
the  landlords  were  brought  face  to  face 
with  the  fact  that  these  defaulting  tenants 
were  to  be  compulsorily  forced  back  on 
their    holdings     they    would    inevitably 
^  eompel  them  to  purchase,  and  would  in- 
sist upon  having  cash  down.  He  thought 
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it  was  exceedingly  probable,  he  laight 
say  it  WAS  almost  human  nature,  that  the 
landlords,   having    the  option   to  intifit 
upon  purchase   under   the    Bill,   would 
compel  these  men  to  purchase.     What 
did  that  mean,  and  he  desired  to  fix  the 
attention  of  the  House  upon  this  point  ? 
There  were  probably  3,000  tenants  who 
would  claim  under  this   section  of  the 
Act.     There  were  5,000  altogether,  but 
his  ciilculation  was  that  probably  3,000 
would  claim  under  this  section    of  the 
Act.     Supposing  the.  Act  were  carried 
out  and  the  whole  of  the  t5,000  tenancies 
had   to   be   dealt   with,  and   that  these 
5,000  claimants  were  thrown   upon  the 
Purchase  Acts  by  the  action  of  the  land*- 
lords,  what  was  likely  to  happen?     If 
there  had  been  one  bit  of  legislation  that 
was  a  success  in  Ireland  it  had  been  the 
land  purchase  system  ;    under  it  nearly 
30,000  freeholders  had  been  created,  and 
the  process  of  creating  them  was  going 
on  apace  every  day.     Not  only  that  but^ 
what  was  more  important  still,  there  had 
been  absolutely  no  default  in  payment  of 
the    instalments  worth   mentioning ;    it 
was  the  most  successful  piece  of  Irish 
legislation  of  the  century.  It  had  worked 
well,  and  every  one  who  knew  Ireland, 
every   one  who  looked  forward  to  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  looked  to  these  Pur- 
chase  Acts   as   the  ultimate  means  by 
which  that  peace  was  to  be  secured.    He 
confessed  that   he   hesitated  about   this 
Bill  because  of  the  danger  which  in  biB 
opinion  was  likely  to  happen  to  this  pur- 
chase   system.      Should    the    landlords 
compel      the     tenant      to      buy,      and 
that     was    certain,    they    would    abso- 
lutely  throw   on    the   purchase    system 
5,000      men      who  —  and      he      said 
it  without  any  disrespect  to  these  men, 
who   were  in  «n  unfortunate  position- 
were  absolutely  paupers  ;  imd  they  pro- 
posed to  pled<re  the  credit  of  the  British 
taxpayer  for  iheso  men.     Where  was  tl>e 
security  ?     When  he  sat  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  in   the  year   1891  he 
heard    speech    after   speech    from    those 
Benches  agaiust  the  land  purchase  system 
because  of  the  ris'k  it  carried  to  the  British 
taxpayer.     But  the  state  of  things  there 
was  the  case  of  solveut  tenants  ;  they  had 
the  tenants'  tenant-right  at   their   back, 
and  the  landlords'  interest  and  the  laod- 
iords'  guarantee  deposit.     Now,  he  said, 
they  were  running  the  risk  of  throwing 
5,000  men  who  were  in  a  state  of  simple 
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■p^uperiam  right  athvrart  the    purchase 
system  without  any  security  at  all.     The 
landi    no    doubt,    was    there^    but     it 
,was    in    a    derelict    state    and    would 
take  years  and  aiarge  amount  of  capital, 
whieh   these    men  did   not   possess,   to 
bring  it  back  to  heart  and  into  cultiva- 
tion.    He  said  it  was  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  experiments  that  had  ever  been 
made  in  agrarian   legislation.      In   his 
opinion  that  point  was  difficult  enough,  but 
the  powers  that  they  gave  to  this  temporary 
Boflurd  were  enormous,  and  it  would,  in 
lactf  be  simply  a  new  Land  Commission 
.appointed  for  political  purposes.  This  was 
another  great  blot  on  the  Bill.     He  coujd 
have  understood  it  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  appointed  the  Land  Commission  to 
deal  with  this  matter.     But  what  would 
the  new  Court  of  Arbitration  know  about 
fair  rent  ?     There  could  not  be  a  better 
President  of   the   new   court   than  Mr. 
Piers  White,  but  what  did  he  know  about 
fair  rent  ?     This  temporary  Commission 
,had  absolute  power  to  bring  the  greatest 
difficulty  into  the  working  of  the  Land 
Conunission  itself.     That  he  regarded  as 
a  great  blot  on  the  Bill.     With  regard 
to  the  question  of  compulsion,  to  which 
«il   the   opponents  of  the  Bill  objected, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  so-called 
precedent.s    drawn    from    the    free-sale 
clauses    of     the     Land     Act    and    the 
Bent      Redemption      Act      were      not 
on     all-fours     with    the     present     pro- 
posal.     Under  the  former,  if  the  land- 
lord objected  he  had  the  right  of  pre- 
emption, and  in  that  way  could  prevent 
the   compulsion    being    made    operative 
.upon  him  ;  and  as  to  the  Rent  Redemp- 
.tion  Act  and  the  power  given  to  the  long 
leaseholder  to  compel  his  landlord  to  elect 
between  a  fair  rent  and  selling  the  free- 
hold, there  was  the  widest  difference  be- 
tween the  case  of   the  long  leaseholder 
who    had     never     previously    liad    the 
benefit  of  any  Land  Act  and  the  man 
who  had  had  all  the  benefits  and  had 
deliberately  thrown  them  away.   The  two 
pases  were  not  to  be  named  in  the  same 
breath.     Having  said  so  much,  he  might 
be  asked,  "  When  you  object  to  the  Bill 
and  when  you  object  to  the  Amendment, 
what  would  you  propose  yourself  ?  "    He 
said  he  might  fairly  be  asked  that,  and  if 
he  were  masked  the  question,  he  would 
put  the  aoswt^r  to  it  in  a  three-fold  way. 
As    Jbe    had    said,    he    should    unhesi- 
tatingly  have    set    up    this    Hovsrd    of 


Arbitration,  but  he  should  have  made  it  a 
Board  of  Conciliation,  and  he  should  have 
denied  to  it  a  single  atom  of  compulsory 
power. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    What  would 
you  do  with  Lord  Clanricarde  ? 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
thought  of  that,  and  he  admitted  that  that 
nobleman  was  a  difficulty,  but  he  wished 
to  say  he  in  no  way  receded  from  the 
position   he   took   up   in  regard   to  the 
noble   Lord.     He    quite    admitted   that 
the  chief  difficulty  would  be  found  on 
the  estate  of  Lord  Clanricarde,  but,  leav- 
ing that  estate  out  of  the  question  for  the 
present,  he  said  that  compulsion  was  the 
first    difficulty    that    might   have   been 
avoided  by  making  the  Board  a  Board  of 
Conciliation.     The  second  difficulty  was 
that  dishonesty  and  illegality  were  to  be 
rewarded.      How  could  that  have  been 
avoided  ?     By  simply  drawing  the  Bill 
on     the     Hues     of     the     ISth     section 
of    the    Act    of    1891 — by    making    it 
a    purchase    Bill,  and    not    a    tenants^ 
reinstatement    Bill.     He   saw  the  right 
hou.    Grentleman    had    anticipated    him, 
and   was   at   once   ready  to   ask  where 
his  security  was  ?    He  had  not  forgotten 
that.     The  Government  gave  the  Church 
surplus    away    to    the    Irish    landlord ; 
he  would  not  do  that,  but  he  would  have 
put   in   a   specific   sum   of   the   Church 
surplus  or  county  cess  in  lieu  of  the  land- 
lord's guarantee  deposit,  and  he  would 
thus  give  the  British  taxpayer  a  better 
security  for  these  men  than  the  British 
taxpayer  had  now  for  a  solvent  tenant. 
In    other    words,     for     the     landlord's 
guarantee  deposit,  which  was  removed, 
he  should  have  put  in  a  specific  sum  of 
the  Church  surplus,  and  if  the  landlord 
was  to  get  any  arrears,  then  he  should 
have  added  the  arrears  to  the  purchase 
money,  and  by  that  means  prevented  the 
tenant  being  rewarded  for  dishonesty  and 
made  him  pay  for  his  own  wroug-doing. 
That  still  would  not  have  affected  the  new 
tenants,  and  he  thought  they  might  have 
been  dealt  with  in  another  way  also.    He 
could    never   be  brought  to   vote  for  a 
proposal  which   said   to  a  man   who  had 
been  liviug  peaceably  on  a  farm   for  12 
or  1 4  years,  "  You  must  give  up  your 
holdiug  to  the  man  who  previously  had 
it.''     But,  at  the  same  time,  he  should 
have   been   willing   to   inquire   into  the 
cinjumsftances   under    whieh    the  former 
tenauy  was  put  out,  and   he  .did  not  see 
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why  in  those  cases  it  would  not  have 
been  possible  to  have  tried  the  experiment 
of  taking  land  elsewhere  for  these  people 
and  settling  them  in  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land. If  in  a  residue  of  cases  no  settle- 
ment could  be  found,  he  should  delibe- 
rately use  the  residue  of  the  Emigration 
Fund  in  order  to  give  the  deserving 
cases  a  chance  of  earning  their  livelihood 
in  other  and  more  favoured  climes. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Before  the 
hon.  Member  sits  down  will  he  tell  us 
what  he  would  do  with  Lord  Clanricarde  ? 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
already  said  that  Lord  Clanricarde  was  a 
great  difficulty,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  expropriate  Lord 
Clanricarde,.  he  might  put  his  (Mr. 
Russell's)  name  on  the  back  of  it.  He 
did  not  think  he  could  go  much  further 
than  that  or  speak  much  more  plainly. 
But  he  greatly  regretted  having  to  con- 
demn the  Bill,  because,  after  everything 
was  said  in  denunciation  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  these  poor  people  were  still 
on  the  roadside,  and  the  difficulty  was 
there.  Months  ago  he  said  in  The  Fort- 
nightly  Review  that  he  desired  that  this 
sore  should  be  healed.  He  still  desired 
it,  and  it  was  a  very  regretful  fact  for 
him  that  he  was  unable  under  the  circum- 
stances to  support  the  Bill. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  :  From  the 
statement  of  every  gentleman  who  has 
spoken  in  the  course  of  this  Debate,  I  think 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  there  is  a  real  social 
evil  that  requires  treatment.  There  have 
been  certain  questions  asked  which  the 
Government  should  endeavour  to  give  an 
answer  to.  There  has  been  some  criti- 
cism by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Carson)  as  to  which  I  have  to  say 
a  few  words,  and  then  to  pass  on  to  other 
criticisms  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and 
others  have  said  this  Bill  is  unfair  in 
three  views — unfair  to  the  landlord,  unfair 
to  the  new  tenant,  and  unfair  to  the 
State.  It  is  said  to  be  unfair  to  the 
landlords  because  it  takes  the  property 
from  their  occupation  without  giving 
compensation.  That  statement  was 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and  I  was  astonished  to  hear  it, 
because  compensation  is  given.  In  the 
first  instance,  by  this  proposal  t\^  years 
arrears  of  rent  are  given  which  ^ther- 
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wise  would  be  absolntely  hopeless.     In 
the   second  place,  under  this    Bill  the 
arbitrators   can   impose   any    conditions 
they  think  fit.     And,  in  the  third  place, 
the   landlord   may    protest    himself    by 
insisting    upon    purchase.     Then   it    is 
said  the  landlord  would  obtain  insolvent 
tenants.     The  answer  to  that  is  that  in 
the  first  instance  he  retains  in  his  hands 
the  holding  as  security  for  the  payment 
of  rent,  and  in  the  second  place  he  can 
insist  upon  full  payment  in  cash  for  the 
value  of  the  holding  before  he  is  com- 
pelled to  part  with  it.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    South    Tyrone    (Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell)  said   ii  was  unfair  to  compel  a 
landlord  to  accept  an  obnoxious  tenant, 
as  he  would  be  compelled  under  this  Bill. 
What   is  the   purpose    of    the  free-sale 
clauses  of  the  Act  of  1881  ?     Any  land- 
lord may  be  compelled  by  any  tenant, 
unless  he  chooses,  to  exercise  the  powers 
which  we  have  given  him.     I  have  been 
asked  whether  the  power  of  insisting  on 
the  purchase  applies  to  those  cases  in 
which  the  old  tenant  takes  the  place  of 
the  new  tenant  as  well  as  those  cases  in 
which  the  landlord  was  himself  in  oc- 
cupation.    The  answer  is  that  those  who 
framed  and  drew  this  Bill  so  believed  ; 
the   power   is  the  same  in  both  cases, 
but  if  it  turns  out  there  is  any  difficulty 
on  that  subject  the  i matter  can  be  put 
right    in   Committee.     And,  lastly,  the 
hon.  and    learned   Gentleman   asks   me 
with  regard  to  the  improvements  which 
are  made  by  the  i  landlord,  and  asks  me 
whether    those    improvements    will    be 
taken  into  consideration  ?     The  answer 
is   that   they    will,   of   course,    be   con- 
sidered     in      fixing      the      fair      rent. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  under  the  Bill 
power  is  given   to  the  arbitrators  to  do 
complete  justice  in  the  case  of  ^such  im- 
provements.    I  think  I  have  endeavoured 
to  answer  all  the  points  which  have  been 
urged  as  regards  the  alleged  unfairness 
to   the   landlords.     I   come   now  to  the 
question  whether  it  is  unfair  to  the  new 
tenants.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  said  it  was 
monstrous  that  a  tenant  in   occupation 
should  be  liable  to  be  disturbed,  after  15 
years  of   occupation,  at  the  will  of  an 
arbitrator.      The  answer  is,  there  is  no 
such  power  contained  in  the  Bill.     No 
person  who   is   a   tenant   bond  fide   in 
occupation  of  the  land  is  liable  to  be  dis- 
turbed   except   with   his   own   consent. 
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The  hoQi.aod  learned  Grenilemati  has,  for 
the  momeoti  overlooked  the  clause  io  this 
Bill  dealing  with  this  matter,  or  he  would 
never  have  given  the  sanction  of  his 
authoritj  to  the  statement  that  any 
tenant  can  be  disturbed  under  this  Bill. 
No  tenant  can  be  distur)>ed  under  the 
Bill  without  his  consent.  It  is  ex* 
presslj  stated  in  the  Bill  that  as  soon  as 
ever  the  tenant  in  occupation  expresses 
his  dibsent  to  further  proceedings,  on 
that  objection  the  whole  proceedings  at 
once  come  to  au  end.  The  hou.  and 
learned  Member  also  asked  what  com- 
pensation was  to  be  paid  to  the  new 
tenants  in  the  event  of  being  obliged  to 
go  out  of  the  holdings  ;  and  he  ap- 
parently regarded  the  Bill  as  most 
defective  in  the  particular  that  com- 
pensation was  not  provided  for  the  new 
tenants.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber will  look  at  the  drd  section  of  the 
Bill  he  will  find  that  most  ample  powers 
are  given  to  the  arbitrators,  by  which 
they  are  enabled  to  say  what  sum  is  to 
be  given  to  the  new  tenant  in  con- 
sideration of  the  reinstatement  of  the  old 
tenant. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  what  he  stated 
was  that  the  Bill  ought  to  provide  the 
same  compensation  to  the  new  tenant 
as  was  given  in  the  Act  of  1870  if 
the  tenant  was  being  disturbed  by  the 
landlord. 

Sib  R.  T.  R£ID  :  I  at  once  accept 
the  hou.  and  learned  G-eutleman's  state- 
ment. I  am  quoting  from  The  Times 
report,  which  gives  him  as  saying — 

**  He  should  like  to  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple tiie  compensation  to  the  new  tenant  was 
to  be  ABBesseil  ?  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  understood  them,  the  new  tiinant 
waa  to  receive  some  compensation — one-half 
down  and  one-half  to  be  secured  by  the 
promisHory  note  of  the  evicted  tenant." 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  went  on  to  say  he 
ought  to  get  the  same  compensation  as 
under  the  Act  of  1870. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  (quoting)  : 

"Under  the  Act  of  1870,  the  landlor«l  who 
tamed  out  a  tenant  was  obliged  to  compensate 
him  f(Mr  disturbance,  the  amount  ranging  from 
three  to  seven  years'  rout  on  his  holding/' 

What  I  understood  the  learned  Gentle- 
man's argument  to  be  was  that,  in  effect, 
he  questioned  the  position  that  the 
arbitrators  were  empowered  to  deal  fairly 
with  the  tenant  in  the  matter  of  com- 
pensation. If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  look  at  the  drd  clause, 


Sub-section  6,  of  this  Bill  he  will  find 
that  the  discretion  of  the  arbitrators  is 
unfettered  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  the 
consideration  for  the  reinstatement  of  the 
old  tenant  that  is  to  be  awarded  to  the 
new  tenant.     But  it  is  said  that  the  new 
tenant  •will  be  exposed  to  yiolence  and 
intimidation,  and  that  he  will  therefore 
be  obliged  to  go  out  whether  he  likes  it 
or  not.     As  my    right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  stated,  he  will  be  as 
safe  then  as  he  is  now.     If  he  is  in  an 
unsafe  position  at  the  present  moment  it 
is   a  deplorable    thing,  and   one   which 
justifies  him  in  demanding  the  protection 
which  he  now  enjoys  of  the  executive 
authority  in  Ireland,  and  that  protection, 
of  course,  will  be  continued  to  him.     If 
he  is  in  danger   by  reason  of    the  un- 
fortunate past  history  of  the  last  14  or  15 
years  in  Ireland,  that  is  the  source  of  his 
danger,  and  it  will  not  be  by  reason  of 
this  Bill  that  he  will  find  himself  in  any 
jeopardy.     Lastly,  it  is  stated  that  this 
Bill  is  unfair  to  the  State.     If  there  is 
any  danger  in    the  case  of    these  new 
tenants,  there  is  a   like  danger  in    the 
case  of  the  old  purchase  schemes  and  for 
the  same  reasons.     It  must,  however,  be 
admitted    that    where     Parliament    has 
trusted   the    tenants   with   advances   of 
money  for  the  purchase  of  their  holdings, 
in  no  instance  has  Parliament  been  dis- 
appointed in  the  results.     It  has  unques- 
tionably been  proved  that  the  instalments 
are   repaid   punctually,  and  I  say   that 
even  if  there  were  any  risk  in  a   com- 
paratively small  matter  like  this — though 
I  believe  there  will  be  no  more  risk  than 
in   the   ordinary  transactions  under   the 
Purchase  Act — for  my  part,  I  am  per- 
fectly prepared  to  run  some  risk  for  the 
purpose  of  ending  this  deplorable  state 
of  things.     Speaking  of  Clause  1,  deal- 
ing with  a  primd  facie  case  for  reinstate- 
ment, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Dublin  University  asked  what  con- 
stituted  such   a  primd  facie   case    for 
reinstatement,  and  wherein  did  it  differ 
with  the  provision  that  followed  to  the 
effect  that  the  arbitrators  are  to  be  em- 
powered  to  act  where   there  has   been 
unreasonable  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord  or  tenant.     Sir,  I  am  not  going 
to  discuss  minutely  the  words  in  which 
this  clause  is  framed.      I  do  not  think 
a     Second     Reading      Debate    is     the 
proper    time    for     a     verbal  —  which 
is  necessarily  a  minute— criticism  of  the 
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language  of  the  Bill.  But  thiB  la  per- 
fectly dear :  the  intention  of  the  Bill — 
and  I  believe  it  is  fairly  carried  out  by 
these  words,  although  you  might  fimi 
other  words  equally  applicable — ^and  the 
purpose  of  the  Bill  is  that  the  arbitrators 
should  be  able  to  go  into  a  district,  con* 
sider  the  circumstances  of  the  district 
and  of  the  eviction,  and  it  is  the  essence 
of  the  matter  that  they  should  be  able 
to  say  what  is  the  proper  and  reasonable 
thing  to  be  done  in  regard  to  reinstate* 
ments  in  the  district.  They  are  intended 
to  be  the  bearers  of  amnesty  and  the  mes- 
sengers of  reconciliation,  so  far  as  they 
could  be,  armed  with  power  to  say  what 
is  a  fair  and  reasonable  thing  to  do  for 
the  solution  of  a  difficulty  which  is  ad- 
mittedly a  very  grave  one.  Of  course, 
for  that  purpose  it  is  intended  that  their 
powers  shall  be  elastic,  and  that  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Bill  shall  be  suffiicient,  that 
these  gentlemen  who  are  to  constitute 
the  tribunal — and  against  whom  nothing 
has  been,  nor,  I  believe,  can  be,  said — 
shall  have  the  authority  to  arrive  at 
settlements.  Passing  from  these  criti- 
cisms, which  I  thought  it  was  right  to 
answer,  I  come  now  to  the  questions  of 
policy  contained  in  the  Bill,  and  to  the 
observations  which  have  been  made  upon 
that  policy.  And,  in  the  first  instance, 
I  would  say  that  there  are  very  few 
gentlemen  who  will  deny  that  it  is  of  the 
highest  public  importance  to  settle  this 
question,  if  it  can  be  settled.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham in  his  speech  to-night  said  no 
case  whatever  had  been  made  out  for  any 
Bill  of  this  character,  aud  that  there  was 
no  case  of  a  great  social  evil  or  adminis- 
trative difficulty.  I  should  l)e  surprised 
if  many  gentlemen  in  the  House  believed 
that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
in  the  first  instance,  that  the  figures  must 
be  illusory  which  had  been  supplied  by 
the  Chief  Secretary,  for  between  the 
years  1879  and  1886  there  was  something 
like  24,000  evictions  in  Ireland,  and  since 
then  there  must  have  been  more  added 
to  the  number.  The  answer  to  that  is 
this.  There  were  no  doubt  many  evic- 
tions from  1879  to  1886,  numbering  be- 
tween 20,000  and  30,000,  or  perhaps 
more.  But  in  many  of  these  cases  the 
tenants  have  gone  back,  either  by  re- 
suming possession  as  tenants  or  caretakers, 
or  their  interests  have  been  purchased  by 
others.     The  figures  given  by  the  Chief 
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Secretary  were  derived  from  the  authd- 
rity  of  the  police,  and  they  comprised 
the  cases  of  evicted  farms  unlet,  and  of 
evicted  farms  in  the  hands  of  new  teuHnts, 
in  regard  to  which  some  claim  is  still 
advanced  on  the  part  of  the  evicted 
tenant.  That  is  the  list  with  which  thie 
Chief  Secretary  alone  has  had  to  deal,  or 
has  attempted  to  deal ;  therefore  it  is 
that  the  figures  given  before  the  Famell 
Conmiission  and  the  figures  given  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  are  perfectly  reconcilablei. 
Bat  I  turn  again  to  the  question  whether 
it  is  true  that  a  settlement  of  this  difficulty 
is  imperative.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  says  there  is  do 
necessity  for  anything  of  the  kind. 
That  is  not  the  language  which  has 
been  used  by  other  gentlemen  in 
the  course  of  this  Debate.  For  in* 
stance,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  used  language  of  a 
very  significant  character  upon  the  occa* 
ston  of  the  First  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

"  There  was  a  ragged  cloml  of  witnesses  in 
Ireland  betokening  the  existence  of  an  eTii 
which  had  threatened  civil  war  in  the  past,  &nd 
the  continued  existence  of  which  constituted  a 
threat  of  a  renewal  of  civil  war  in  the  future." 

It  must  also  be  pointed  out  that  in  the 
year  1891,  when  Clause  13  of  the  Act  of 
that  year  was  introduced,  it  was  done,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has 
said,  because  it  was  recognised  that  there 
was  a  real  and  grave  social  difficulty  to 
bo  met  In  the  existence  of  these  evicted 
tenants,and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  has  himself  again  repeated 
to-day — what,  indeed,  has  been  repeated 
by  a  good  many  gentlemen,  inchiding  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate — that  there  is  a 
condition  of  things  which  it  would  be 
most  desirable  should  be  put  an  end  to. 
That  being  so,  what  other  alternatives 
can  be  proposed  r  This  Debate  has  not 
been  verv  fertile  in  alternatives,  but  two 
or  three  suggestions  have  been  made. 
One  is  that  the  13th  section  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1891  should  be  continued,  and, 
perhaps,  slightly  enlarged.  The  history 
of  that  section  does  not  afford  ground  for 
the  belief  that  if  it  wns  renewed  it  would 
be  operative  for  the  purpose  desired. 
Under  that  clause  only  al>out  200  tenant^ 
were  [restored  to  their  holdings.  It  is 
true  that  the  section  was  in  force  only  for 
for  SIX  months  ;  but  it  is  also  true  thatf 
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Duite  apart  from  it,  there  ia  poww  uDder 
tiie  Iriah  Land  Acts  by  which^  if  they 
desire  it,  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  of 
an  evicted  farm  can  re-oreate  the  tenancy 
for  the  purpose,  of  effecting  a  sale,  and 
can,  if  they  thought  fit,  take  advantage 
of  the  Land  Purchase  Acts.     If  that  is 
so,  these  circumstances  show  that  mere 
permissive  legislation  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  landlords  and  tenants  to  come 
together  with  the  view  of  a  sale  will  not 
suffice  to  meet  the  difficulty.    It  may  he 
that  there  is  temper,  or  a  sense  of  wrong 
or  injustice,  upon  one  side  or  both,  which 
will  keep  these  persons  too  often  apart,  but 
it  is  the  case  that,  notwithstanding  the 
existence  of  these  powers  to  effect  a  sale 
by  mutual  agreement,  only  about  200  of 
these  cases   have   been  brought  about. 
Then  it  is  said  there  ought  to  be  power 
given  to  Commissioners  or  arbitrators  to 
purchase  land  in  other  parts  of  Ireland 
in  order  to  re-settle  the  evicted  tenants 
upon      this     land.       I     am      speaking 
upon      this      without      any      pretence 
to     be     an     authority     on     the     mat- 
ter.    But  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  are  undoubtedly   authorities 
in  this   matter.      The   Chief   Secretary 
has  stated  that  the  Congested  Districts 
Clauses  of  the  late  Land  Purchase  Act, 
enabling  land  to  be  purchased  and  applied 
in  that  way,  have  been  a  failure,  and  I 
understood  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  intimate  some  degree  of  assent  to  the 
statement.     All  I  can  say  is  this  :   the 
Chief   Secretary   lias   stated   his    entire 
willingness    to  consider   any  fair  clause 
for  that  purpose  that  might  bo  proposed 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill.     If 
any  clauses  of  that  kind  could  be  inserted 
as  auxiliary  for  the  purpose  and  example 
of  dealing   with   the   case   of   the   new 
tenants  who  did  liot   choose   to  vacate 
their  farms  in  favour  of  the  old  tenants, 
1  imagine  that  such  (clauses  will  receive 
favoiurable  consideration.    The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  this:    that  ail. these  methods  of 
settlement  are  defective  in  one  particular, 
and   that  is,  they   arc   not  compulsory. 
The   hou.    Member    for   South    Tyrone 
suggested  that  a  Board  of   Coujiliation 
might  be   formed.      But   does   anybody 
who  knows  anything  about  the  wretched, 
miserable  Clanricarde  Estate — or  several 
.others  twt  much  better — believe  that  any 
kind    of    permissive    legislation    would 
setljle  soch  a  sore  as  exists  there  ?     The 


thing  is. absolutely  absuixi,  and  I  do  noti 
think  that  any  language  that  ooukl.  be 
used  would  be  too  strong  to  express  the 
danger  tliat  has  for  maiLy  years  existed 
to  tliat  part  of  the  oouutry  by  reason,  of 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  upon 
the  Clanricarde  Estate.     But,  apart  from 
the  peculiarities  and  idiosyncrasies  of  the 
landlord   in   that  particular  case,   there 
are,  as  the  Mathew  Commission  pointed 
out,  many  cases  outside  the  Clanricarde 
Estate   in    which   both  sides  would    be 
willing   to  agree   if  a  little  compulsion 
was  brought  to  bear.     They  do  not  like 
to  give  in  or  to  acknowledge  themselves 
defeated,  but  there  is  ground  for  Ijelieving 
that    the     interposition    of    Parliament 
would  be  welcomed  by  the  persons  prin- 
cipally concerned.      It   lias   been   asked 
why  there  should  be  a  special  tribunal, 
and  why  the  matter  shoiild  not  have  been 
left  to  the  ordinary  tribunals.     One  con- 
clusive   reason   is   that    it    is    desirable 
that  these  cases  should  be  settled  with  the 
utmost  despatch,  and  that  if  a  final  solu- 
tion  can   be  found  thera  should   be  no 
delay  in  arriving  at  it.     An  attack  has 
been  made  upon  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
upon  ethical  grounds,  and    it  has    been 
urged  that  it  is  likely  to  encourage  future 
disor  lers  by  securinff  some  immunity  for 
those  who  for  their  own  purposes  have 
embarked  upon  a  policy  of  defiance  of 
the  law.      But  what   are  the  facts,  as 
was  most  fairly  admitted  by  the  Member 
for    South    Tyrone  ?       That   the  great 
bulk  of  the  persons  affected  by  the  Bill 
are  in  their  present  poor   and   miserable 
condition   not   by  their  own   fault,   but 
rather  by  their  own  misfortune.     He  has 
spoken  of  many  harsh   and  unjust  evio* 
tions,  under  which  the  tenants  still  stand 
unredressed,  and  will  continue  to  do  so, 
unless    they  can  obtain  redress  by  this 
Bill.     I  should  have  thought  that  any«> 
one  familiar   with  the  course    of   Irish 
legislation  must  have  l>eeu  struck  by  one 
feature   of   it.     The  curse  of  the  whole 
Irish  land  legislation  of  the  last  13  years 
has  been  that  it  has  come  too  late  ;    and 
on  each  occasion  when  some  scanty  and 
tardy  instalment  of  justice  towards  the 
Irish  tenants  has    been   carried,    it    has 
been  found  that  a  number  of  persons  who 
have  been  overwhelmed  with  excessive 
rents,  or  the  arrears  cf  excessive  rents, 
have  lost  their  hold  on  their  farms  before 
the  relief  came  which  was  extended  to 
them  by  the  Act  of .  Parliament.     Tbe 
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right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
said  that  every  ameDdment  of  the  Land 
Law   in  Ireland  bronght  a  new  crop  of 
grievances.     Yes,  but  every  Amendment 
of  the  Land  Law  in  Ireland,  hitherto,  had 
placed  a  certain  number  of  persons  in  a 
most  unfair  position  in  comparison  with 
their  neighbours,  and  by  accident  or  mis- 
fortune they  were  deprived  of  the  benefits 
which  they  saw  conferred  at  their  very 
doors  upon  others,  and  which  were  in- 
tended alike  for  them.      The  Land  Act 
of  1881  did  nothing  for  the  victims  of 
the   two   preceding  years  of    1879  and 
1880,   and    yet   everybody   knows  that 
that   was    a    time    of   the    direst     and 
most  extreme  distress,   and    that   there 
were  constant  evictions  for  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rents,  which  were  far   beyond 
what   were  afterwards   justified   in  the 
Land  Courts.      The   Act  of   1887   did 
nothing  for  the  victims  of  the  five  pre- 
ceding  years.      The  Act  of  1891,  it  is 
true,    made    a    well-made    attempt    at 
settlement  by  the  Idth  clause,  but  unfor- 
tunately, from  the  causes  I  have  already 
referred  to,  it  was  to  a  large  extent  in- 
operative.     Therefore  the  mischief  re- 
mains to  the  present  day,  and  a  large 
number  of  these  tenants  remain  in  the 
position  in  which  they  are.      Of  course, 
there  are  the  tenants  who  went  out  under 
the   Plan    of   Campaign.     Now,    Sir,  I 
really  know  that  the  mere  mention  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  apt  to  sound  a  note 
of  discord  in  this  House,  and  I  certainly 
do  not  want  to  raise  any  discord.     I  shall 
say  nothing  at  all  in  regard  to  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  two  things.    The 
first  is  that  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
not  condoned  by  the  13th  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1891,  it  was  at  all  events  treated 
by  Parliament  as  being  no  bar  to  the 
benefits  that  were  to  be  derived  under  that 
Act.   Parliament  has  said,  by  the  Act  of 
1891,  that  they  will  not  inquire  whether 
these  tenants  were  parties  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign    or   not.      The    second    con- 
sideration, and    I    think    a    very  strong 
one,  in  regard  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  this :  Suppose,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  it  was  a  criminal  conspiracy, 
and  that  the  men  who  took  part  in  it 
deserved  punishment,  I  think  they  have 
been  punished  sufficiently  already.    They 
have   been   out   for   five,  six,  or   seven 
years,  living  within  sight  of  their  hold- 
ings upon  doles,  and  reduced  to  a  state 
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of    misery   and    destitution.      Do    hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    think   it  is  wise, 
when  Parliament  is  effecting  the  settle- 
ment  of  this  question,  to   leave  out   a 
small   fraction — something  under   1,000 
men — who  represent  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign; or  is  it  not  wiser,  in  view  of  the 
time   that   has   passed,  and  of  all  that 
these  men  have  undergone,  if  you   are 
going  to  have  a  general  amnesty,  to  in- 
clude   them    in   the  general   amnesty  ? 
There  are  many  instances  in  history  in 
which  the  most  flagrant  offences  have 
been  included  within  an  amnesty  at  the 
end  of  a  social  revolution  or  a  civil  war ; 
and  I  will  undertake  to  say  that  no  man 
can  point  to  a  single  instance  in  which 
an  act  of  policy  of  the  character  of  an 
amnesty  has  failed  to  produce  good  re- 
sults, or  has  been  productive  of  a  recru- 
descence  of    the  troubles   of  thei  past. 
Does  anybody  believe  that  the  fact  that 
these  men,  after  six  or  seven  years  of 
suffering    and    privation,    should    have 
relief  extended   to    them    by  this   Bill 
would  encourac^e  other  men  to  undergo 
the  risk  of  similar  privation  and  suffering 
in   the   future,  with   so  little  benefit  to 
themselves  ?     Surely  it  is  not  probable. 
I   do   not  in  the  least  desire  to  shrink 
from  this  subject ;  but  I  feel  it  is  better 
to  say  as  little  as  possible  to  provoke 
controversies  with  regard  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  any  other  of  those  miser- 
able episodes  in  the  history  of  Ireland 
during   the    last    13  or   14   years.      In 
pressing   this    Bill  on    the   attention  of 
the  House  we  may  say  for  ourselves  and 
of  ourselves  that  one  ingredient  in  the 
endeavour   to   adopt   a   generous  policy 
towards  Ireland  is  that  many  of  us,  by 
reason,  perhaps,  of  ignorance  of  the  true 
condition    of    Ireland,   or    it   might    be 
indisposition   or   unwillingness  to  learn, 
or  prejudice  of  one  kind  or  another,  have 
delayed  or  denied  that  justice  to  Ireland 
in  successive  Bills  on  which  we  have  not 
taken    the    advice  offered  to  us  by  the 
Irish   Representatives  ;    and    it    is     not 
worthy  of  the  honour  of  a  great  House 
like  this  to  have  to  remember  that    on 
every  Bill  we  have  brought  forward  the 
Irish     Representatives     have      tendered 
counsel   of  one  kind  ;  that  that  counsel 
always  turned  out  to  be  right,  and  that, 
nevertheless,  successive  majorities  of  this 
House,   Liberal  in   1880,  and  Conserva- 
tive in   1886,  have  ignored  that  advice. 
We    have   not    suffered,  but    the  Irish 
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tenantB  have  anffered,;  and  the  net  result 
is  that  these  evicted  tenants  now  appeal 
to  the  generous  instinots  of  the  House 
not  to  be  afraid  or  ashamed  to  redress  the 
wrong  that  has  been  done. 

Mr.  fisher  (Fnlham)  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  wound  up  his  speech — which 
was  very  oonoiliatorj  in  tone — by  appeal" 
ing  to  the  Members  of  the  Opposition 
sot  to  delay  legislation  on  this  subject,  as 
they  had  delayed  it  in  other  matters,  on 
account  of  the  serious  consequences 
which  would  inevitably  ensue.  He  (Mr. 
Fisher)  should  have  been  more  inclined 
to  attach  importance  to  this  peroration  if 
he  had  not  recognised  in  it  the  perennial 
peroration  of  every  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  addressed  the  House  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  in  sup- 
port of  Irish  legislation.  But  he  could 
not  help  asking  himself,fas  a  Unionist, 
what,  after  all,  he  had  to  gain  from  this 
l^slation  brought  forward  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  seemed  to  him 
to  be  useless  to  do  so  unless  he  were  pre- 
pared to  support  other  legislation  brought 
forward  by  those  hon.  Gentlemen — unless 
he  were  prepared  to  assent  to  the  amnesty 
of  those  who  were  called  political 
prisoners,  and  unless  he  were  prepared  to 
grant  Home  Rule  for  Ireland.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  swallow  Ministerial  pills 
which  it  was  alleged  were  for  the  benefit 
of  Ireland  if  he  was  also  to  swallow 
black  draughts  to  obtain  peace  for  him- 
self. Therefore,  he  looked  at  this 
measure,  as  at  all  other  measures  for  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  by  itself.  He 
asked  himself  whether  it  was  just  or  un- 
just, whether  it  was  a  practicable  and 
equitable  proposal.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  others  were  inclined  to  com- 
plain that  the  Opposition  had  de- 
parted from  their  first  attitude  in 
recognising  that  there  was  a  social  and 
administrative  difficulty  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  think  they  had  ever  departed 
from  that  attitude.  He  was  sure  it  would 
be  admitted  that  every  Member  who  had 
spoken  from  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
ot  the  House  had  recognised  that  there 
was  such  a  difficulty  to  be  settled.  It 
was  impossible  to  deny  that  after  reading 
the  Report  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Com- 
mission. Paragraph  88  of  that  Report 
stated  that  the  economic  fact  of  leaving 
evicted  tenants  without  the  means  of  ob- 
taining a  livelihood  and  permitting  large 


tracts  of  country  to  remain  unproductive 
could  not  be  ignored,  and  was  injurious 
alike  to  landlords,  tenants,  and  the  whole 
community.  They  were,  he  thought, 
almost  all  agreed  about  that,  but  the 
contention  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
was  that  its  proposals  were  not  practic- 
able and  equitable,  that  they  contained 
in  themselves  a  very  bad  and  dangerous 
precedent,  and  that  they  would  involve 
injustice  towards  those  who  deserved 
well  for  defending  their  own  rights  and 
the  liberties  of  the  people.  He  had  never 
himself  been  able  to  see  why  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  should  object  so 
much  to  the  Amendment  moved,  for, 
after  all,  it  was  only  a  matter  of  Parlia- 
mentary phraseology.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's own  Amendment  declared  that  he 
was  unable  to  proceed  further  with  the 
consideration  of 'the  Bill.  Whether  that 
Amendment  had  been  adopted  or  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh,  either  would  have  had  the  same 
result — either  would  have  wrecked  the 
Bill.  Personally,  he  (Mr.  Fisher)  was 
glad  the  hon.  Member  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  placing  on  record  the  views  he 
held  on  the  question  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants,  but  he  thought  the  views,  as 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  to-night, 
were,  after  all,  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  South  Hunts  and  the  St. 
Stephen's  Division  of  Dublin  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  who  was 
once  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ;  and 
ho  should  like  to  say  that  the  views  of 
those  Members  were  his  own. .  He  re- 
cognised that  there  was  a  social  and 
administrative  difficulty,  and  that  there 
was  need  of  some  policy  to  meet  the 
difficulty,  and  he  was  a  supporter  of  the 
policy  which  had  been  advocated  by  all 
the  speakers  on  the  Unionist  side  of  the 
House — namely,  the  policy  of  the  re- 
enactment  of  the  13  th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1891.  He  gave  credit  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  for  adopting 
even  a  more  specific  policy  and  saying 
that  £100,000  or  £250,000  would  be  well 
applied  if  it  were  given  towards  some 
scheme  for  enabling  tenants,  with  the 
consent  of  their  landlords,  to  become  the 
purchasers  of  their  holdings.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  had '  said  that  the  policy 
of  the  re-enactment  of  the  Idth  clause  of 
the  Act  of  1891  had  been  a  failure  ;  but 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  said  the 
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reaoou  tlw  iovitatiou  U>  settle  difieroiic«« 
Uttd  not  been  geueially  respouiled  to  was 
that  aegoliatioue  geiiernll;  l>ruke  off  oti 
tlie  qiieatioDH  of  itUHta  aiiil  airenn).  it 
seenied  to  bim  tliat  llje  proposal  made  to- 
tiigbt  hj  the  Lou.  Ueraber  for  Soutli 
Tyrone  would  meet  the  very  diftirulty 
tvbicb  liuJ  occurred  in  cai'ryiujhf  thai 
Bectiou  into  eflect.  The  uegoilatioua  were 
L  preTiously  brokeu  olf  bocaiieetlie  teuanln 
I  bad  no  faith  in  the  landlords,  and  l>e(:au3e 
they  were  uuable  to  tiud  the  nooesssry 
wuiouiit  to  meet  Ibo  costs  and  arreara.  If 
be  were  to  propose  to  take  this  money 
from  tUe  Church  Fund,  he  would  rather 
lake  it  for  the  purpose  suggested  by  the 
lion.  Member  for  Tyrone  than  for  that 
I  suggested  by  the  framera  of  the  Bill.  He 
I  could  not  help  thinking  that  if  a  volun- 
tary policy  had  been  adopted,  if  all  com- 
pulsion had  been  etimiuated,  if  a  Board 
of  Coueiliatiou  had  been  eatabliehed  to 
meet  this  diificully,  with  this  mouey  at 
their  dispouJ,  and  had  worked  in  amity 
with  landlords,  setlemeute  would  have 
been  arrived  at  in  a  great  number  of  cascp, 
ami  these  would  have  gone  a  gi'ent  way 
towards  getting  nd  of  all  difficulties, 
WhiUt  he  thought  tlmt  at  the  same  time 
he  was  bound  to  aay  that  he  did  not  treat 
lighlly  the  danger  of  establishing  such  a 
precedent  by  giving  money  for  such  a 
purpose.  He  was  well  aware  it  would 
be  a  dangerous  preuedent,  not  only  as  re- 
garded Ireland,  but  also  as  regarded  this 
country.  What,  after  all,  had  been  the 
contention  of  hon.  Geutlemen  opposite  ? 
It  was  that  this  Plan  of  Campaign  tn 
Ireland  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
a  kind  of  Trades  Union  dispute  in  a 
struggle  for  a  living  wage.  In  what 
position  would  he  be  ae  an  English  Mem- 
ber if  iie  voted  for  theapphcation  of  thia 
Oiouey  to  this  purpose?  He  was  con- 
scious that  he  would  stand  in  a  danger- 
ous position.  They  had  cases  of  great 
trade  disputes  in  this  country,  and  what 
would  be  his  buswqt  if  it  were  proposed 
eomelime  hereafter  to  apply  public  money 
for  the  settlement  of  a  great  Trade  Union 
dispute  when  disappointed  labour  leaders 
came  and  said, "  Vou  and  your  supporters, 
through  your  Home  Secretary,  have  de- 
clared that  these  men  were  only  strug- 
gling for  a  living  wage.  You  have  given 
it  as  your  opinion  that  theae  people  were 
eorely  oppressed,  and  that  they  were 
tigb  ting  for  something  that,  afler  all,  was 
right  and  just,"  and  if  he  were  asked  then, 
Mr.  Fuller 


followiug  the  preoedeat  of  this  Icgtslalion, 
to  apply  public  money  to  reiustnte  the 
vrorkmeu  in  their  homes,  or  to  buy  new 
furniture  for  that  whtoh  they  bail  boeu 
compelleil  lo  part  with  in  the  struggle, 
lie  woatd  find  the  precadeiit  \-6vy  dan- 
gerous and  a  very  diHlonlt  oue  to  escape 
from.  He  could  uot  make  as  light  of 
the  precedent  an  the  SoliciMr  Generat 
hud  done.  If  Iriahmeu  were  allowed  to 
look  to  I'arliament  lo  rescue  tliora  from 
the  couseiinences  of  n  Troiles  Union  die- 
piite  and  aoontest  with  the  law.  English- 
men and  Scotcbiueo  aud  others  would  be 
likely  to  do  the  same.  Becognisiug  as  he 
did  that  there  was  a  social  aud  adminifi- 
trutive  difficulty  in  Ireland,  it  was 
necoBsary  to  have  some  policy  to 
meet  this  questiou :  but  he  uertainly 
should  uot  go  further  than  ou  volunlary 
lines.  He  should  like,  as  the  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  had  said,  to  see  a 
Board  of  Conciliation  established  to  pro- 
ceed amicably  with  the  landlords,  aud  to 
place  this  money  at  its  disposal  to  go  as 
far  as  it  would.' 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  landlords  and 
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Mk.  I-ISHER  :  Yes  ;  but  the  lai 
lords  were  eutirely  neglected  in  the  Bi] 
It  was  the  tenants  only  who  w 
sidereil.  The  Solicitor  Geueral  said  that 
the  objection  to  that  policy  was  that  it 
was  not  compulsory,  and,  therefore,  that 
it  would  not  settle  the  question.  But, 
after  all,  would  the  policy  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  settle  the  question  ?  He 
(Mr.  Fisher)  fully  expected  that  when 
the  Bill  got  into  Committee  every  argu< 
ment  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General  urged  would 
be  brought  up  against  them.  They 
would  bo  tohl  that  they  would  have  to 
make  this  Bill  compulsory  upon  the  new 
tenants  to  clear  out  of  their  holdiugs,  or 
there  would  be  no  settlement  of  the  q 
tion.  If  the  policy  of  the  Opposition 
fouud  fault  with  because  it  would 
settle  this  questioa,  he  said  to 
Majesty's  Governmeut,  "Neither 
your  policy  settle  the  question." 
Member  who  ha<l  apokeii  representing 
Irish  or  an  English  constituency  bad  hi 
out  any  hope  whatever  that  this  Bill 
settle  the  question.  The  bou.  M 
for  the  Harbour  Divisiou  had  said 
opinion  it  was  totally  inadequate  to 
the  question,  and  the  hon.  Member 
Eaet  Clare   bad  said   that  they 
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e  this  state  of  things — ou  one  Hide  of 
feuce  tbfty  wotild  have  a  person  re- 
Imitteit  to  his  holding,  and  on  tlie  othi^r 
ie  itti  «vio(ed  tenant  who  had  uot  been 
Imitted,  and  that  there  never  wouW 
penoe  unleBx  these  two  cvieted  lenatitH 
rere  placed  in  (he  Hame  position.  The 
toliuilor  General  had  objected  to  the 
'■rginnents  n»ed  in  Che  very  powerful 
^leech  of  the  boo.  and  learned  Member 
(or  Trinity  College,  Diihlin.  He  said 
tbe  hiiD.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no 
right  to  say  that  the  Bill  would  be  unfair 
to  the  landlords,  a§  they  would  have  full 
eempensation.  Were  they  going  to  take 
«re  that  all  chould  have  full  compeusa- 
tiou  when  they  got  into  Cominittee  ? 
WonkI  they  give  the  landlord  the  same 
oompenxiition  wliicii  was  given  under  the 
Pariah  Councils  Act  for  laud  compul- 
sorily  taken  for  public  porposes  ?  Would 
theyigivehim  com  pen  aat  ion  for  severance  ? 
beoatise  there  woiild  be  many  casen  of 
TCVKVUces  if  tbey  sought  to  re-admit  the 
Muante  evicted  from  their  holdings. 
The  Solicitor  General  said  liie  landlords 
oould  not  complain,  heeause  they  would 
h&ve  compennation.  They  would  have 
two  yeare'  arrears.  Would  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  take  care  that  what  was 
promised  by  the  .Solicitor  General  was 
pnt  in  the  Bill — that  it  would  not  be  left 
to  the  mercy  of  the  arbitrator  ?  If  he  did 
that  he  would  remove  one  very  great 
objeotion. 

Mr.  J.  MORLKY  :  The  landloiil  will 
be  placed  iu  the  same  position  with  ro- 
gani  to  the  land  which  the  new  tenant 
ttgreen  to  hand  over  aa  he  would  he  with 
i<eepect  to  the  land  already  in  his  possea- 

Ms.  FISHER  was  glad  to  hear  that 
admiieiou,  bat  if  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
tnao  would  follow  his  bon.  and  learned 
eolleaguo  he  would  see  that  £SoO,000 
wonld  not  at  all  cover  the  expenses 
which  would  have  to  be  met.  The 
Solicitor  General  went  on  to  say  that  the 
new  tenants  need  not  consent  to  givonp 
their  land  to  the  old  tenants  ;  but  if  they 
did,  they  too  would  be  entitled  toa  con- 
siderable sum  of  money — to  auch  a  sum, 
in    fact,    na  the  landlorils    wonld    have 

give  the  tenants  they  evicted — namely, 
years'    value  of    their   holditigs. 

'ould  the  right  hon.  GoDiloman  conseut 
that  in  Committee  ?  If  so,  be  was 
sure  he  would  have  to  place  large  sums 
iDdeed  at  the  disposal  of  the  srbitrarors. 
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The  Solieltor  General  said  be  did  not 
nuderstaiHl  why  they  should  eay  that 
there  would  be  a  risk  to  the  Slate.  Well, 
it  aeemed  to  him  that  either  the  purchase 
must  be  mttde  at  auch  a  low  rate  that  the 
hiudlonl  would  l>e  ndibed,  or  tbe  price 
iDUHt  be  lixed  at.  such  a  high  price  that 
the  Sute  must  run  a  very  serious  risk. 
Certainly,  if  the  promises  of  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  carried  out  a 
very  much  larger  sum  than  £250,000 
would  be  wanted  by  the  arbitratorB,  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  as  there  had  been 
evictions  on  S,900  holdings  between  May 
18V9,  and  May  1894;  no  action  would 
be  required  with  regard  to  2,000,  as  the 
tenants  had  drifted  into  other  emplay4 
ments.  There  were,  according  to  Appen- 
dix G  to  the  Report  of  the  Commis'* 
sion,  1,000  lenanta  evicted  siuee  1879, 
who  were  now  labourers  ou  railways, 
carpenters,  blacksmiths,  road  contractors, 
living  in  Cork  and  other  towns.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  no  right  to  make  the  assumption  that 
in  2,000  cases  no  action  would  be  required. 
These  old  tenautu  might,  and  probably 
would,  lodge  petitions  to  he  reinstated. 
Tt  would  cost  them  next  to  nothiug,  and 
there  might  be  something  to  be  got  out 
of  it.  If  the  landlords  were  in  posses- 
sion of  tho  holdings  of  these  people  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  would  not  debar 
them  from  tbe  opportunity  of  establish- 
ing a  primi  /acie  case  because  they  were 
now  engageil  in  other  occupations.  Did 
he  intend  to  give  the  rights  contained  in 
the  Bill  only  to  those  who  were  living  in 
huts  outside  their  holdings  on  funds 
supplied  to  them  ?  Why  should  not  men 
engaged  in  other  occupations  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Bill  ?  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  seen  fit  to  exclude  them, 
and  as  a  result  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  find  himself  face  to  face  with  cDn> 
siderable  difficulty.  Then,  again,  in  some 
cases  there  might  have  been  two  or  three 
evictions  since  1879,  and  he  thought  that 
the  arhitnitors  would  find  that  a  very  diffi- 
cult point.  He  must  say  he  thought  the 
Chief  Secretary  ought  to  have  given  them 
more  accurate  figures.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  there  would  be 
a  balance  of  some  4,000  cases  to  deal 
with  a  rental  of  £60,000.  or  an  average 
of  £IS  each.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  have  had  the  amounti 
the    1,000  cases  in    Appendix    G  added 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  be  had  the 
figures  if  the  hoD.  Gentlemau  desired 
them. 

Mr.  FISH£R  said,  they  were  exactly 
what  he  did  want. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  said,  he  woald  givd 
them  when  the  time  came. 

Mr.  fisher  asked  if  that  would  be 
to-night  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  had  the 
figures  somewhere,  but  did  not  think  he 
could  put  his  hands  on  them  at  the 
moment. 

Mr.  fisher  said,  he  did  not  com- 
plain of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  for 
not  preparing  them  himself,  as  he  knew 
the  work  he  had  to  do.  The  total  he 
(Mr.  Fisher)  believed  would  come  to 
nearer  £200,000  than  £60,000.  In  some 
of  those  cases  the  extent  of  the  holding 
was  prodigious.  The  matter  was  very 
important  indeed,  because  if  it  should 
turn  out  to  be  true  that  the  rental  of  the 
estate  was  more  like  £200,000  than 
£60,000  the  whole  basis  of  the  figures  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  be  badly 
shattered. 

.    Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  estimate 
of  £60,000  had  been  carefully  calculated. 

Mr.  FISHER  said,  that  if  he  dis- 
played any  ignorance  in  the  matter 
the  fault  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  in  not  placing  full  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  those  figures 
before  the  House.  However,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  examine 
the  cases  in  Schedule  A  of  the 
Mathew  Commission  Report  he  would 
find  holdings  of  great  extent,  the 
rental  of  which  ran  from  £50  to  £300. 
Suppose  they  were  going  to  place  a 
tenant  in  possession  of  a  holding  which 
hatl  been  occupied  by  the  landlord  for  10 
years,  they  must,  in  common  fairness, 
give  him  a  very  large  sum  of  money  as 
compensation  for  Ithe  improvements  he 
had  effected  in  the  holding.  It  must 
also  be  remembered  that  where  a  new 
tenant  had  been  in  possession  for  10  or 
15  years  it  would  be  reasonable  to  pre- 
sume that  he  had  been  doing  pretty  well, 
and  that,  therefore,  he  would  justly  refuse 
to  go  except  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
by  way  of  compensation  were  paid  him. 
If  the  new  tenants  did  not  go  out,  then 
no  advance  would  be  made  towards, 
settling  the  case  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  miscalculated  the  time  that  it 


would  take  for  the  arbitrators  to  get 
through  their  work.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  quoted  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Justice  Bewley,  sitting  as  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  the  Land  Commission,  had 
during  three  and  a-half  years  disposed  of 
some  4,500  cases.  Yes  ;  but  in  all  those 
oases  Mr:  Justice  Bewley  had  the  advan- 
tage of  having  them  already  heard  by 
the  Sub-Commissioners,  and  of  having 
the  evidence  as  to  valuation,  boundaries, 
and  improvements  already  submitted. 
But  how  were  the  arbitrators  under  the 
Bill  to  act  in  cases  from  the  Luggacurren 
Estate,  for  iustance,  where  they  would 
find  part  of  the  land  in  possession  of  the 
landlord,  part  actually  purchased  by  a 
tenant-purchaser,  and  part  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  a  new  tenant  ?  How  would  the 
arbitrators  deal  with  such  oomplicatioDS) 
and  what  staff  would  be  placed  at  their 
service?  He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  that  instead  of  the 
two  years  which  he  had  allotted  to 
the  arbitrators  they  would  take  six  or 
eight  years  to  get  through  their  work. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  by  going  so  far 
back  as  the  year  1879  the  framers  of  the 
Bill  had  increased  the  difficulties  to  be 
faced  unnecessarily,  and  would  find  them- 
selves in  an  absolutely  untenable  position* 
He  credited  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  with  the  best  inten- 
tions in  the  world  ;  but  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
this  Bill  was  proposing  to  do  that  which 
would  greatly  aggravate  the  situation  in 
Ireland.  Hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House  wished  very  strongly  to  do 
something  to  alleviate  the  condition  of 
the  evicted  peasantry,  and  they  felt  that 
that  object  could  be  best  attained  by 
means  of  a  voluntary  system,  for  the 
carrying  out  of  which  a  certain  amount  of 
public  money  should,  of  course,  be  voted. 
They  could  not,  however,  support  the 
present  proposal,  which  he  believed 
would,  if  accepted,  do  nothing  to  settle 
the  question,  but  would  set  an  evil  pre- 
cedent, and  would  work  injustice  and 
robbery  amongst  several  classes  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  In  the 
course  of  this  Debate  nothing,  to  my  mind, 
has  been  more  remarkable  than  the  dif- 
ferent spirit  in  which  the  opponents  of 
this  Bill  have  approached  its  considera- 
tion. One  section  of  the  hon.  Members 
who  have  felt  called  upon  to  oppose  the 
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Bill  have  andoubtedlj  and  unmistakably 
taken  up  the  position  of  non  possumus. 
They  see  no  evil  in  Ireland,  and  they 
desire  no  remedy.  They  have  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  sufferings  of  the  evicted 
tenants,  and  they  desire  nothing  but 
revenge.  The  hirger  number  of  the 
opponents  of  the  measure  have,  I  am 
happy  to  say,  admitted  the  evil.  They 
profess  a  desire  to  remedy  that  evil,  and 
all  they  have  to  say  in  opposition 
to  the  Bill  is  that  it  is  not  the 
best  possible  measure  that  could 
be  devised  to  meet  the  evil.  Are 
we  not  entitled  to  ask  those  hou. 
Gentlemen  who  admit  the  evil  and  who 
desire  a  remedy  to  give  to  the  House 
some  inkling  at  least  of  the  lines  on 
which  their  remedy  would  proceed  ?  One 
hon.  Member,  in  the  course  of  a  speech 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  made  it  a 
matter  of  complaint  that  for  four  years 
the  time  of  this  House  has  been  largely 
occupied  by  successive  proposals  for  the 
remedying  of  this  evil  and  for  bringing 
relief  to  the  evicted  tenants  of  Ireland. 
I  beg  to  remind  that  hon.  Gentleman  and 
all  those  who  agree  with  him  that  this 
question  of  bringing  relief  to  the  evicted 
tenants  of  Ireland  will  return  year  by 
year  to  this  House,  and  that  the  past 
ead,  and  what  ought  to  be  instructive, 
history  of  Irish  grievances  will  be  re- 
peated— ^namely,  that  this  question  will 
go  on  from  year  to  year  appearing  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  and,  no  matter  how 
often  rejected,  will  come  up  again  with 
an  ever-increasing  storm  of  public  opi- 
nion, bitterness,  and  exasperation  in 
Ireland  behind  it,  and  just  as  between 
1870  and  1880  the  measures  which 
were  proposed  in  this  House  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  general  body  of  the  teuant- 
fanners  of  Ireland  and  for  the  reform  of 
the  Land  Laws  were  rejected  with  scorn 
until  finally  the  demand  for  the  reform 
came,  not  in  the  shape  of  a  Bill  proposed 
in  this  House  by  the  Irish  Members,  but  in 
the  much  more  menacing  shape  of  a  terrible 
land  agitation,  which  swept  all  obstacles 
before  it,  and  compelled  the  Government 
to  oome  to  the  relief  of  the  tenants. 
Now,  I  think  the  first  duty  we  have  to 
perform  in  considering  this  question  is 
really  to  satisfy  ourselves  as  to  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  situation  in  Ireland, 
and  the  extent  of  the  evil  we  have  to 
cope  with.     Some  of  us  had  hoped  that 

YOL.  XXYIL  [foubth  series.] 


on  this  occasion  at  least  an  effort  might 
be  made  by  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
rescue  this  part  of  the  Irish  question  from 
the  conflict  of  Party  passion  and  strife. 
Often  have  I  heard  Unionists  say  that 
the  curse  of  Ireland  is  that  Irish  affairs 
have  been  made  the  instruments  of 
Party  warfare  In  this  House,  and  yet  here 
we  ha^re  history  again  repeating  itself. 
This  question  is  approached  not  on  its 
merits,  but  simply  and  solely  from  the 
point  of  view  as  to  how  much  Party 
advantage  and  political  capital  might 
be  drawn  from  it.  We  in  this 
quarter  of  the  House  have  often 
been  charged  with  starting  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  for  political  purposes. 
I  will  have  a  few  words  to  say  about  that 
before  I  sit  down,  but  many  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  will  feel  that  I 
am  justified  in  hurling  that  charge  at  the 
heads  of  the  Opposition  to-night,  because 
I  believe,  feeling  fully  the  gravity  of  the 
statement  I  am  about  to  make,  that 
there  are  many  Members  in  this  House 
who  will  vote  against  this  Bill  who,  if 
released  from  the  fetters  of  Party  dis- 
cipline, would  gladly  give  their  votes  for 
the  reinstatement  of  the  evicted  tenants, 
and  would  be  pleased  to  see  them  back 
again  in  their  old  homes,  but  who  oppose 
the  measure  simply  because  their  Party 
leaders  think  that  some  political  capital 
may  be  gained  by  keeping  those  unfortu- 
nate people  out  of  their  farms.  What  is 
the  state  of  things  with  regard  to  this 
question  ?  You  have  a  number  of  evicted 
tenants  claiming  reinstatement  on  grounds 
which  I  shall  presently  fully  explain  to 
the  House.  The  Chief  Secretary  put  the 
number  of  these  tenants  at  3,000,  but  I 
believe  myself  that  when  the  cases  come 
to  be  examined  by  the  arbitrators  that 
number  will  be  considerably  reduced, 
because  many  farmers  claim  to  be  re- 
instated who,  when  their  cases  come  to 
be  examined,  will  be  found  to  have  lost 
their  holdings  through  their  own  faults, 
through  negligence,  incompetence,  and 
idleness,  and,  of  course,  such  men  would 
have  no  claim  for  reinstatement.  I 
imagine  that  the  number  of  evicted 
tenants  who  would  be  considered  in  Ire- 
land to  have  equitable  claims  for  rein- 
statement would  be  about  2,500.  That 
is,  of  course,  a  rough  guess.  It  may  be 
above  or  below  the  mark.  But  suppose 
we  accept  2,600  as  a  fair  estimate  of  the 
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number  of  tenants  who  may  have  a  prima 
facie  case  for   reinstatement   under  the 
Bill — what    does    tliat    represent  ?      It 
represents,  we  may  fairly  suppose,  10,000 
children  and  2,000  or  3,000  women,  who 
are    now,    and   have    been     for    years, 
badly     fed,    wretchedly     clothed,     and 
still   more    wretchedly    lioused,  and,  as 
I     have     too     great    reason    to    know, 
having     been      for     years     in     charge 
of  the  correspondence  and  business  con- 
nected with  this  movement,  exposed  to 
storm  and  rain,  with  the   water   pouring 
down  on  their  excuses  for  l)e<ldiug  in  the 
winter  seasons,  and  yet  waiting  patiently, 
relying  on  the  sense  of  justice  of  this 
House      which      recent      events      have 
awakened  in  their  breasts,   which  never 
found  a  place  there  Ijefore — trusting,  I 
say,  in  the  newly-awakeneti   hope  in  the 
justice  of  this  House  that  they  would  be 
dealt  with  in  a  sympathetic  spirit.     The 
10,000   children   nt   least   are   innocent. 
You  accuse  these  people  alternately,  as 
the  mood  strikes  vou,  in  one   breath  as 
having  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to  defy  the 
law,  and  in  the  next  breath  you  accuse  them 
of  being  the  dupes  of  myself  and  my  col- 
leagues. Are  these  children  and  wives  and 
widows  conspirators  ?  And  are  you  going 
to  wreak  your  vengeance  on  them  for  our 
crime  ?    When  I  heard  it  charged  against 
us  in  this  Hou!«e  that  these  men  did  not 
willingly  go  into   this  combination,   but 
were  either  duped    by  us  or  intimidated 
by  us,  1  felt  that  that  was  an  argument 
that   would  bring    conviction    to    every 
humane  mind  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  bring  relief  to  these  dupes  and 
victims.     If  that  l)e  the  true  view  of  this 
transaction,  then  it  is   on    our  heads  the 
punishment  ought  to  fall.     Do  you  think 
you  are  serving   the  ends   of  justice,  or 
that  you   are   laying  the  foundations  of 
peace  and  good  government  in  Ireland  by 
carrying   out    this    horrible    system    of 
revenge,  for  revenge  it  is  in  the  moral 
sense,  on   nine-tenths  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  ?     If  it  l)e  true,  as  you  say,  that 
injustice  has  been  done  these  people  by 
us,  then  I  say  that,  from  your  own  point 
of  view,  the  punishment  should  l^e  on  our 
heads.      [^Opposition   cries   of    *'Hear, 
hear  I"]  Then  back  up  that  cry  of  "  hear, 
hear."  Vote  for  the  reinstatement  of  these 
people,  and  do  what  you  can  against  us. 
I^erbaps    I    have    received    enough    of 
punishment  already,'  or  neafly  as  much 

Mr.   Dillon 


as  my  crime  deserves.  Bnt,  at  all 
events,  if  punishment  is  to  fall  it  is  on, 
me  it  shouid  fall. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  (Cheshire,  Altrin- 
cham)  :  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  The  hon  and  gallant 
Tory  MemlKjr  says  "  Hear,  hear."  Does 
he  consider  that  the  punishment  of 
10,(XX)  innocent  children  is  a  satisfaction 
to  him  because  he  cannot  punish  me  ? 
Does  he  think  that  condemning  2,000 
women  and  10,000  poor  children  to 
starvation  and  miser}'  is  a  manly  way  to 
strike  at  me  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  We  object  to  the 
relief  being  given  bv  the  Irish  Church 
Fund. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Have  I  now  dis- 
covered the  measure  of  the  opposition  of 
the  Conservative  Partv  to  this  Bill  ?  la 
it  that  they  object  to  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  ?  If  hon.  Members  object  to  the 
use  of  the  Irish  Church  Fpnd  perhaps 
they  will  pay  for  this  out  of  English 
money  ;  and  rememl)er  when  complaints 
are  made  of  this  proposal  to  use  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  that  the  money  is  not  to 
go  into  the  pockets  of  the  evicted  tenants, 
but  into  the  pockets  of  the  landlords  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  allow  these  un- 
fortunate people  to  go  back  to  the  shelter 
of  their  old  homes.  I  come  now  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  able  and  adroit,  but 
not  very  humane,  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memljer  for  Birmingham. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has 
lately  developeil  a  most  extraonlinary 
fancv  for  arithmetic,  enteixxl  into  an 
elal)orate  arithmetical  calculation  to  show 
that  we  were  on  the  bonis  of  a  dilemma 
— that  we  had  either  grossly  exaggerated 
the  number  of  evictions  during  the  last 
ten  vears  or  else  that  the  Bill  is 
a  delusion,  a  fraud,  and  a  snare. 
We  are  not  in  anv  such  dilemma. 
We  have  not  exaggerated  the  number  of 
evictions,  because  our  information  is 
drawn  from  the  only  source  at  our 
command — the  official  returns  of  evic- 
tions collecteil  by  the  police,  and  issued 
by  Dublin  Castle  four  times  a  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked,  "  If  it  be 
true  that  so  many  thousands  of  fanners 
have  l)een  evicted  in  Ireland  during  these 
years,  where  are  they  ?  "  Goil  knows,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  spared  ^s  that  question !  W  here 
are  they  ?     Why,  that^is  a  question  that 
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goes  to  every  Irish  heart  and  arouses  its 
passiou  and  indignation.  Is  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  aware  that  within  the 
last  50  years  over  200,000  families  have 
been  evicted  in  Ireland  ?  Where  are 
they  ?  Their  l>oues  are  scattered  over 
the  earth  and  over  the  floor  of  the  ocean, 
and  if  many  of  the  farmers  who  have 
been  evicted  in  Ireland  during  tiie  last 
12  years  are  not  now  to  be  found  to 
claim  to  be  reinstated  in  their  home,  why 
is  it  so  ?  It  is  because  they  havo  been 
scattered.  They  are  gone  into  the  work- 
house or  into  pauper  graves,  or  they  have 
crossed  the  Atlantic,  like  millions  of  their 
race  before  them,  carrying  an  undying  hate 
of  the  laws  that  drove  them  forth,a  hate  that 
often  blossoms  into  crime  and  dynamite 
outrage;  and  it  is  because  we  wont  to  dry 
up  that  horrible  source  of  hatred,  misery, 
crime,  and  ruin  that  we  desire  that  Bills 
like  this  should  pass  and  bring  a  home  to 
the  most  unhappy  and  persecuted  classes 
of  the  Irish  people,  who  believe  that  in 
this  House  and  in  the  hearts  of  the 
English  people  there  are  some  feeliugs  of 
sympathy  for  their  misfortunes  and 
misery.  When  the  Mathew  Commission 
sat  there  were  only  3,000  evicted  farmers 
that  claimed  reinstatement.  In  the 
powerful  and  admirable  speech  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  North  Louth  he  gave 
reasons  why  a  number  of  these  families 
are  not  now  forthcoming  to  make  their 
clauns.  Many  have  been  reinstated  to  my 
own  knowledge  in  consequence  of  these 
combinations.  Hundreds  of  families  have 
been  reinstated,  and  reinstated  on  favour- 
able terms  owing  to  their  own  exertions .  I 
myself  can  mention  one  case  out  of  a 
large  number  that  came  under  my  notice, 
and  which  I  think  when  I  mention  the 
details  of  it  will  bring  home  to  the  minds 
of  Members  of  this  House  the  strong  pre- 
judice which  exists  against  the  practice 
of  land-grabbing.  This  occurred  about 
four  or  five  years  ago.  A  Protestant 
farmer  in  the  County  of  Tipperary  was 
evicted  by  his  landlord.  This  farm  lay 
vacant  (although  the  entire  body  of  the 
[parishioners  were  Catholics)  for  five  years. 
I  After  that,  three  or  four  years  ago,  I  got 
a  letter,  being  then  in  charge  of  the  de- 
fence organisation  of  the  tenants,  stating 
Lat  if  oar  organisation  would  advance  the 
;uin  of  £10  that  the  landlord  would  re- 
instate the  man  at  half  his  original  rent. 
I  had  the  advanoe  made,  and  the  man 


was  reinstated  after  being  five  years  out 
of  his  farm.  That  is  a  very  instructive - 
answer  to  auothcr  argument  that  has 
been  used.  It  has  been  said,  '^  What  use 
is  it  to  reinstate  Lord  Lausdowne^s 
tenants — what  good  can  they  do  ?  "  A  ; 
lot  of  good — very  often  owing  to  the 
assistance  of  their  neighbours.  In  the- 
instance  I  have  mentioned  the  man  was 
broken  down  in  health,  and  I  got  him  re* 
instated  at  a  rent  of  £24,  his  former  rent 
being  £48.  About  20  of  the  neighbour- 
ing farmers  assembled  ou  his  farm,  and 
in  one  day  they  ploughed  the  land,  laid 
out  manure  and  seeds,  and  laid  down  his 
crops  for  the  ensuing  year.  These  are 
the  means  by  which  these  farmers  would 
struggle  ou  if  they  got  anything  like  fair 
play.  I  believe  if  they  wore  reiustateil 
on  anything  like  reasonable  terms  they 
would  be  better  security  to  the  landlords 
than  any  land-grabber  that  ever  lived  in 
In^land.  I  have  endeavoured  to  bring 
home  to  the  minds  of  hou.  Members  the 
exact  situation  we  have  got  to  deal  with, 
and  when  speakers  allude  to  the  uncer- 
tainty of  the  position  and  of  the  vague 
character  of  the  problem,  the  answer  to 
that  is  simply  contained  in  this  fact. 
The  Mathew  Commission  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  claims  of  evicted 
tenants  to  be  reinstated.  They  advertised 
its  sittings  in  all  the  Irish  newspapers  in 
all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  the  result  of 
these  advertisements  was  that  some  3,000^ 
cases  were  listed  as  from  applicants  all 
over  Ireland. 

An  hou.  Member  :  Four  thousand 
eases. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  There  may  have  been 
4,000  applications,  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  many  of  these  were  bogus  claims. 
Reducing  that  number  by  various  checks, 
and  allowances  you  have  3,000  or  more 
families  in  Ireland  who  claimed  that  they 
had  an  equitable  claim,  but  at  all  eveuts 
it  must  be  admitted  that  their  cliildren 
are  innocent  and  are  deservirig  of  some 
sympathy  and  consideration.  A  great 
deal  has  been  said  of  the  crime  of  these 
people  and  their  guilt.  Some  of  these 
people  have  been  in  a  combination  and 
some  of  them  have  not.  I  recollect  when 
we  were  refused  Home  Rule  so  far  back 
as  1886  many  Conservatives  and  Union- 
ists who  voted  against  that  Bill,  speaking 
to  myself  personally,  and  saying,  ^  If 
yon  will  only  give  up  this  agitation  for 
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Home  Rule  we  will  get  it  out  of  our  way 
so  that  you  can  obtain  everything  you 
want  short  of  Home  Rule/'  What  mes- 
sage  are  you  going  to  send  to  Ireland 
now  ?  We,  the  Representatives  of  the 
Irish  people,  believe  that  these  evicted 
tenants  are  equitably  entitled  to  reinstate- 
ment. If  you  go  behind  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people  of  Ireland  and  put 
this  question  to  the  vote  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  whether  this  Bill  ought  to  pass 
or  not — have  a  pUbiscite  in  Ireland,  if 
you  like — you  would  get  a  vote  of 
six  to  one  in  favour  of  a  more  drastic 
measure.  How  are  you  going  to  go  behind 
them  ?  How  do  you  propose  to  govern 
the  people  by  force  ?  Force  will  ulti- 
mately have  to  be  used  if  you  do  not  do 
justice  to  the  Irish  people.  How  do  you 
propose  to  govern  them  by  force  when 
you  have  2,000  families  suffering  under 
what  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  they 
live  among  believe  to  be  absolute  in- 
justice ?  Listening  to  some  of  the 
speeches  made  here  by  men  who  know 
nothing  about  Ireland,  you  might  be  in- 
clined to  think  it  was  not  unjust.  It  is 
not  their  belief  that  will  count,  but  it  is 
the  belief  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  if 
you  set  at  nought  the  patent  opinion  of 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  a  question  which 
so  vitally  affects  them — and  it  affects 
them  most  deeply  next  to  Home  Rule — 
I  want  to  know  how  you  are  going 
to  face  the  future  ?  You  cannot  defend 
it.  You  have  only  one  ground  on  which 
you  can  defend  Unionist  Government  in 
Ireland,  and  that  is  that  the  moral  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  shall  find  expres- 
sion in  the  legislation  of  this  House.  At 
the  opening  stages  of  this  Debate  we  had 
a  very  remarkable  and  very  powerful 
speech  from  the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity. That  speech  was  characteristic 
of  the  Irish  lawyer,  and  I  may  add  of  the 
Irish  Crown  lawyer.  He  declared,  as  he 
pointed  the  finger  of  scorn  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  in  Ireland,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  provide  the  cost  of 
preserving  the  peace  in  Ireland.  An 
Irish  Crown  lawyer  apparently  does  not 
care  for  peace  that  is  maintained  without 
cost  and  without  spending  money  on 
lawyers.  What  is  the  truth  of  this 
matter  ?  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  this  : 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has 
been   guilty  of  an   intolerable  and   un- 
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pardonable  crime.  He  has  maintained 
the  peace  of  Ireland  without  spending 
any  money  on  it.  No  wonder  he  should 
be  anathema  to  every  Crown  lawyer  in 
Ireland.  No  wonder  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Carson)  should 
have  shaken  the  dust  off  his  shoes  and 
left  the  country  that  was  no  longer 
worthy  of  his  presence.  The  Coercion 
Act  is  repealed,  and,  horrible  to  relate, 
murders  have  ceased  and  crime  and  out- 
rage are  decreasing  month  by  month,  in 
spite  of  all  the  gloomy  prophecies  of  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  no  future  career  open 
to  him  in  Ireland,  and  consequently  he 
has  transferred  his  services  to  the  hated 
Saxon,  where  I  trust  he  will  take  ample 
revenge  on  the  enemies  of  his  country  by 
intercepting  large  revenues  which  would 
otherwise  find  their  way  into  the  pockets 
of  English  lawyers.  The  present  Go- 
vernment has  allowed  the  Coercion  Act 
to  drop  into  disuse 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  The  Coercion 
Act  may  have  dropped  into  disuse,  but  I 
would  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Coercion  Act  still  exists  in  my  con- 
stituency. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  It  is  a  very 
different  thing. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  was  only  speaking 
of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  I  say  it  has 
dropped  into  disuse ;  and  the  Irish  people, 
if  they  are  treated  with  reason,  can  be 
governed  with  reason.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  in  his  speech  raised  a 
tremendous  outcry  about  the  confiscation 
of  the  landlords'  property  and  the  land- 
lords' improvements.  He  may  calm  his 
troubled  soul  about  the  landlords'  im- 
provements. You  must  first  catch  your 
hare.  It  is  very  hard  to  fix  them,  be- 
cause you  cannot  find  them.  But  he  drew 
a  moat  terrible  picture  of  two  alleged 
cases  which  he  said  he  had  inves- 
tigated, and  I  noticed  that  his 
colleagues  around  him  were  affected 
almost  to  tears  by  the  grievances 
of  a  lady  whose  case  he  referred  to.  We 
have  no  desire — nobody  has  any  desire 
that  there  should  be  any  confiscation,  but 
the  cases  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  cited  have  no  more  to  do  with 
this  Bill  than  house  property  in  London. 
He  used  language,  which  has  already 
been  quoted  by  my  friend  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Louth,  to  the  effect 
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that  if  the  action  of  the  British  GoverD* 
ment  was    to  confiscate   improvements 
of  the  landlord,  they  would  be  justified  in 
resorting    to    any    and  every  extreme. 
What  extreme  did  he  mean  ?     Physical 
resistance.     What  else  did  he  mean,  if 
he  did  not  mean  that  ?     He  said  there 
wa9   a  point  at   which  the  patience  of 
those  who  wished  to  be  law-abiding  must 
give  way.     How  long  ago  was  that  point 
reached  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  tenantry? 
When  the  property  of  the  poor  tenants 
of  Ireland   was   confiscated,  when  they 
were  driven  out  beggars  into  a  cold  world 
which  had  no  compassion  for  them,  when 
they  saw  their  wives  and  children  starv- 
ing, and  when  they  resorted  to  every  ex- 
tremity, he  was  ready  to  prosecute  them, 
and  to  denounce  them  with  the  eloquence 
which   I  have  so  often   listened   to  for 
disobeying  the  law.     I  have  heard  the 
hon.   Gentleman    declare    that    nothing 
justified   disobedience   to  the  law  ;    but 
when  the  pockets  of  his  clients  in  Ire- 
land are  threatened  he  is  not  ashamed  to 
declare  that  in  his  judgment  they  would 
be  justified   in  resorting  to  any   extre- 
mities.     In  my  opinion,  the   poor   Irish 
tenants  who   were  driven  to  starvation 
very  often,  and  whose  homes  were  broken 
up  were  far  more  justified  in  resorting  to 
extremities  than  the  friends  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.     He  wound  up  by  pouring  a 
torrent  of    invective   upon    the    drafts- 
men of  the  Bill.     I  do  not  pretend  to  be 
able,  nor  do  I  mean  to  attempt  to  enter 
the  lists  with   so   accomplished  a  legal 
practitioner  as  the    hon.   Gentleman  in 
his  criticisms  of  the  drafting  of  the  Bill, 
but  it  appears  to  me  as  an  outsider  and 
as   a    layman   that  his   criticisms   were 
exceedingly  absurd.      He  poured  out  the 
vials  of  his  wrath  and  his  ridicule  on  the 
clause  which  directs  the  arbitrators  to 
take  into  account  in  giving  their  judg- 
ment all  the  circumstances  of  the  district 
and  of  the  tenants  and  of  the  eviction. 
But,  Sir,  what  is  the   wording   of   the 
Act  of  1881  on  the  point  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  most  ridiculed  ?     It  was  that 
the   Commissioners   were   to   take    into 
account  the  circumstances  of  the  district. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
enlarge  upon  that  criticism.    By  Clause  6 
of  the  Act  of  1881  the  Court  is  directed 
in  fixing  a  fair  rent  to  have  regard  to 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  and  of  the 
tenant  respectively,  and  to  consider  all 


the    circumstances    of     the     case    and 
the     circumstances      of     the     district. 
Those     words     are     the    very    phrase- 
ology    of    this    Bill,    and    are    taken 
textually  from    the  Act  of  1881,  which 
has  been  the    law  of    Ireland    for   the 
past   12   or   14  years,   so  that    he    was 
practising  on  the  innocence  of  his  col- 
leagues in  this  House  who  do  not  under- 
stand Irish  legislation.     He  then  poured 
out  all  kinds  of  ridicule  upon  the  expres- 
sion''/^rim^yocte  case  ^^  for  reinstating. 
He  said  that  it  was  vague,  and  he  talked 
a  great  deal  of  nonsense  about  the  degree 
of  resistance   or  non-resistance   to    the 
Sheriff,  and  as  to  the  reasonableness  or 
unreasonableness  of  landlord  and  tenant 
respectively.     Has  he  sat  in  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  which  is  inquiring  into 
the  working  of  the  Land  Acts  ?     Has  he 
heard  the  evidence  which  has  been  given 
with  regard  to  the  directions  to  the  Court 
for  fixing  fair  rents  ?     Is  anything  more 
vague  or  indefinite  in  this   Bill,  giving  a 
wider  discretion  to  the  arbitrators,  than 
the  directions  to  the  Land  Courts  and  the 
Land  Commission   as   to   fixing   a   fair 
rent  ?     The   very   same   sneer    as    was 
levelled  at  this  expression  ''^  prinia  facie 
case  ^'  for  reinstatement  has  been  levelled 
at  the  expression  '^  fair  rent.''     And  you 
will  observe  that  there  is  this  enormous 
difference  :  that  whereas  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  given  to  this  Commission 
only   deals   with   an   extremely    limited 
area,  an  almost  infinitesimal  proportion 
of   property    in  Ireland,   being  confined 
within  the  limits  of  £50,000  or  £60,000 
a  year,  the  fair  rent  clause  affected  the 
property    of     every    man     in    Ireland, 
amounting  in  value  to  £4,000,000.    This 
shows     how    exceedingly    absurd     the 
criticisms  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  were. 
There  was  one  other  argument  used  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  which  appeared  to 
me  to  be  a  very  foolish  argument,  and 
one   which  it   would  have  been  better, 
from  his  point  of  view,  if  it  had  been  left 
unsaid.     Alluding  to   words  which  this 
House  would  do  well  to  pay  attention  to, 
which  fell  from  the  Chief  Secretary,  as 
regards  the  future  peace  and  good  order 
of  Ireland,  he  said  that  such  an  argument 
was  an  argument  in  favour  of  mob  law, 
and  was  equivalent  to  telling  the  people  - 
that  if  they  would  only  commit  sufficient 
outrages  they  would  bring  the  questions 
which  they  desired  to  raise  within  the 
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sphere  of  practical  politics.  What  has 
l>een  going  on  ia  Ireland  for  the  last  100 
y^rs,  aDcl  what  has  been  the  rninoiie 
less6D  which  has  been  taught  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  ?  Keep  qoiet,  obey  the  law, 
and  you  will  obtain  no  money  and  no 
justice  !  Commit  outrage  and  turn  the 
whole  couLtry  into  a  state  of  turmoil  and 
confusion,  and  this  country  will  imme- 
diately listen  to  you  !  I  believe  the  hon. 
(Tcntleman's  statement  of  the  case,  but  I 
do  not  accept  his  application  of  it.  I  say 
it  is  a  sinister,  and  cruel,  and  barbarous, 
and  demoralising  lesson  that  you  have 
taught  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  not  by 
word  of  mouth,  but  by  your  action  and 
your  policy  now  for  three  generations. 
Has  there  been  outrage  in  Ireland 
during  the  last  two  years  ?  Have  the 
people  been  peaceable  and  quiet  ?  Have 
they  abided  in  patience  and  in  trust  the 
consideration  of  their  case  by  this  House, 
looking  with  confidence,  as  we  have  told 
them  to  look — and  perhaps  we  may  yet 
suffer  for  having  told  them  so,  and  for 
having  raised  that  hope  in  their  breists — 
for  a  better  consideration  of  their  claims  ? 
Because  they  have  been  law-abiding 
people  are  we  to  be  sent  back  empty- 
handed,  after  t^\o  years  of  patience,  to 
tell  the  people  of  Ireland  that  by  being 
patient  and  law-abiding  they  cannot 
expect  to  obtain  consideration  ?  If  any- 
body did  that,  would  you  be  surprised  if 
you  fouud  yourselves  face  to  face  in 
Ireland  with  another  Plan  of  Campaign, 
or  with  operations  such  as  those  which 
were  started  by  the  Land  League  in 
1881  ?  The  most  ignorant  person  knows 
right  well  that  if  Ireland  were  in  the 
state  of  turmoil  in  which  she  was  in 
1881  or  in  1886  this  Act  would  be  rushed 
through  tha  House.  It  is  not  £200,000 
that  you  would  higgle  over,  but  you 
would  be  willing  to  spend  £2,000,000  to 
restore  peace.  That  is  what  we  are  to 
be  compelled  to  fall  back  to  after  we 
have  striven  for  the  last  ten  years  in  the 
face  of  misrepresentation  and  calumny  to 
bring  peace  to  a  country  which  you  by 
your  action  had  turned  into  a  perfect 
hell  upon  earth.  We  have  listened 
patiently  to  all  the  old  stale  nonsense 
about  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  entering 
into  the  merits  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
I  am  not  a  bit  ashamed  of  it.  If  any 
Tory  gentleman   desires  to   discuss   the 
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Plan  of  Campaign  with  me,  I  will  ji^t 
ask  liim  to  step  '■  down  to  East  Mayo  in 
th%2  antiimu  and  diacnss  it  with  me  be* 
fore  roy  coostitueols.  It  is  a  very  pretty 
country,  and  I  will  promise  him  a  fair 
hearing. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT.: 
Will  the  hon.  Member  discuss  it  in  Shef- 
field ? 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Certainly  ;  any  day 
you  like — in  Sheffield  or  iu  any  other 
city  in  England,  not  even  excepting  Bir- 
mingham. I  will  discuss  it,  al««ay8  pro*  * 
vided  that  the  meeting  \a  open  to  the 
publi'j,  ami  not  a  packed  ticket  meeting'. 
Any  day  the  hon.  Member  chooses  to 
name  I  will  go  down  to  Sheffield  and 
discuss  it  with  him  ;  but  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  enter  into  the  merits  of  that 
movement  now,  for  the  best  of  all  pos- 
sible reasons,  that  I  have  always 
maintained  this  position :  that  I 
will  defend  my  action  in  regard  to  any 
movement  to  my  own  people  at  home, 
and  when  I  find  that  the  Irish  {>eople 
are  inclined  to  blame  me  for  anything 
that  I  have  done  in  connection  with  past 
agrarian  agitation,  then  I  will  stand  upon 
my  defence,  and  not  till  then.  I  am 
perfectly  well  aware  of  the  true  cause  of 
all  the  vindictive  animosity  which  was 
displayed  by  the  Unionist  Party  against 
all  those  connected  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  movement.  It  is  solely  and 
simply  this  :  that  at  a  time  of  terrible 
distroi-is  in  Ireland,  when  a  savage  out- 
burst of  crime  in  that  unhappy  country 
would  have  checked  the  flow  of  English 
opinion  towards  Home  Rule  and  the 
Tory  Party  were  confidently  lookitig  for- 
ward to  a  renewal  of  crime  and  outrage 
in  Ireland,  the  Plan  of  Campaign  put  a 
stop  to  it.  ICries  of  "  Oh  !  "]  That  is 
the  simple  fact  of  the  situation.  You 
may  deny  it  if  you  like,  but  it  is  the  fact, 
and  that  is  the  reason  whv  the  Tories 
and  Unionists  are  so  hot  and  strong 
against  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  As  we 
carried  the  country  through  a  time  of  great 
distress  without  any  serious  crime  being 
committed,  I  am  fully  prepared  to  find 
that  the  success  of  such  a  movement  is 
exposed  to  the  bitter  animosity  and  the 
uncompromising  hatred  of  the  Tory 
Party.  It  is  quite  natural  that  that 
should  be  so,  because  not  one  in  the 
House  can  have  failed  to  notice  the  titil- 
lation  and  the  pleasure  and  excitement 
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wbich  haa  been  caused  amongst  the 
Tory  Party  wben  somebody  has  been 
murdered  or  maimed  in  Ireland — f  Cries 
4j^*f  Oh  ! "]— it  is. a  strong  thing  tQ.aay, 
but  it  is  a  fact — if  anything  occurs  in 
Ireland  ir.  the  nature  of  crime.  Whereas 
in  this  country  murders  may  occur  by  the 
dofiien,  .and  every  sort  of  odious  and 
abominable  crime,  and  tliis  House  finds 
9ome  more  decent  subject  to  discuss, 
there  is  not  a  crime  in  Ireland  that  is  not 
made  the  subject  of  disgusting  discussion 
in  this  House,  and  every  effort  made  to 
gat  Party  capital  out  of  it.  I  say  it 
deliberately.  Sir,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity was  hailed  by  all  his  colleagues 
as  a  triumphant  and  destnictive  criticism 
of  the  clause  and  of  this  Bill.  ICheers.'] 
I  expected  that  cheer  ;  but  will  hon. 
Members  be  patient  and  listen  for  a 
.moment  to  a  very  remarkable  passage 
from  a  speech  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Down,  which  is  in  quite  a  different 
tone  ?  He  said  that  "  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  trying  to  do  an  impossible  thing  in 
tlie  worst  possible  maimer — no  case  had 
been  made  out  against  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill "  ?  That  is  rather  unfortu- 
nate for  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(the  Member  for  Dublin  University.  He 
does  not  seem  even  to  have  impressed  his 
friends. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  No ;  it  is 
unfortunate  for  the  Member  for  East 
Down. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  That  is  a  most  inter- 
ostiog  discovery.  The  hon.  Member  for 
£a8t  Down  is  now  added  to  the  1)lack 
list  because  he  has  ventured  to  show 
some  feeling  of  appreciation  of  the 
situation  in  Ireland  and  some  compassion 
for  these  poor  people.  The  Major-Geueral 
of  the  Orange  Society  is  going  to  vow  a 
tenfold  vow  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Down.  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Memb^  for  East  Down  will  be  able  to 
give  as  good  an  account  of  himself  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University.  But  that  is  not  the  only 
ground  on  which  he  is  attacked.  He 
said  further  that  no  case  Imd  been  made 
out  against  the  discretion  with  which  the 
M^bitrators  were  to  be  invested,  or  against 
the  source  from  which  the  money  was  to 
be  taken,  and  his  opposition  to  the  Bill 
uarrowed  itself  down  to  the  single  point 
that  1,500  tenants  would  have  to  go  out, 


and  that  the  Bill  was  an  Eviction  Bill  an 
well  as  a  reinstatement  Bill.  He  hns 
pkinly  not  studied  .  the  .  Bill^  because 
there  is  no  provision  in  it  for  evicting 
auy  human  being  wliatover.  I  would 
point  out  to  tlie  hon.  Member  for  East 
Down  that  if  it  be  true  that  1,500 
families  would  be  dealt  with  in  that  way 
by  this  Bill  that  is  no  reason  why  2,000 
other  families  should  be  kept  out  of  their 
homes,  or  those  cases,  at  all  avents, 
should  not  be  settled  under  the  BiU. 
There  was  another  remarkable  passage 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Down.     He  said — 

"  In  every  part  of  Ireland  a  man  who  took  a 
farm  from  whieh  another  hwl  been  removed 
wa8  called  a  gi*abber,  and  the  natural  dislike  pf 
grabbers  has  been  stimulated  by  Nationalist 
speeches.'* 

The  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  (yhumberlaiu)  says  that  the 
grabbers  are  the  most  respectable  citizens 
of  Ireland,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Down  speaks  of  the  natural  dislike  of 
them.  Finally,  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Down  said — 

^'  If  all  the  farms  were  vacated,  and  if  they 
were  to  be  re-occupied  by  those  who  could  have 
paid  and  did  not,  I  should  have  much  less 
objection  to  the  Bill.** 

Was  there  ever  a  more  extraordinary 
comment  on  the  speeches  we  have  heard 
to-night  in  which  the  very  opposite  view 
was  expressed  ?  I  think  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Down  has 
removed  any  effect  that  might  have  been 
produced  by  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University. 
The  fact  is,  the  latter  gentleman  would, 
if  this  Bill  were  passed,  be  like  a  fish 
out  of  water — his  occupation  would  be 
gone.  Now,  a  few  words  in  conclusion. 
I  have  listened  with  such  astonishment 
as  might  be  left  to  an  Irishman  who  has 
sat  in  this  House  for  15  years  to  the 
charges  of  robbery  and  of  spoliation 
which  have  been  made  in  connection 
with  this  claim  for  reinstatement.  Now, 
what  is  the  ground  upon  which  we  claim 
this  reinstatement  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham made  it  a  charge  against  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  he  did 
not  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  case  at 
all,  and  he  did  not.  He  simply  said,  as 
head  of  the  Executive,  he  found  a  certain 
state  of  things  prevailing,  and  he  arrived 
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at  the  conclusion  that  it  was  necessary  to 
produce  a  remedy.  We,  Irish  Members, 
on  the  other  hand,  base  our  claim  on  a 
question  of  equity.  What  is  our  posi- 
tion ?  It  is  this  :  that  the  tenants  in 
Ireland  for  the  most  part  who  desire  to 
be  reinstated  are  men  who  have  been 
robbed  of  property  which  they  equitably 
held,  and  which  their  fellow-tenants  now 
legally  hold,  in  the  land  by  the  laWs  of 
the  country,  they  would  have  been  able 
to  obtain  a  legal  right  to  that  property  if 
they  had  been  aMetohold  their  tenancies 
for  a  few  years  or  months  longer.  In 
everyone  of  these  cases,  with  a  few  ex- 
ceptions, to  which  I  allude  our  claim  is 
simply  this  :  that  the  men  I  have  referred 
to  should  be  dealt  with  equitably  so  as 
to  bring  them  again  into  the  same  posi- 
tion as  their  fellow-tenants  have  been 
placed  in,  and  thus  undo  the  gross 
injustice  which  has  been  innicted 
upon  them.  I  now  come  to  the  classifica- 
tion of  the  tenants  who  are  seeking  re- 
instatement. They  have  been  divided 
into  three  classes  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Mr.  Hal- 
dane).  I  would  beg  leave  with  a  more 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  facts  to  differ 
from  that  classification.  Koughly  speak- 
ing, there  are  four  classes  of  tenants  in 
the  3,000  cases  in  question.  First  of  all, 
there  are  the  tenants  who  were  evicted 
before  the  Act  of  1881  came  into  opera- 
tion. That  is  the  smallest  class.  There 
are  a  good  many  of  them  who  have  come 
under  my  knowledge,  and  there  is  hardly 
a  man  in  this  House  who  does  not  desire 
to  see  justice  done  to  them.  Secondly, 
there  are  the  tenants  evicted  after  the 
Act  of  1881  came  into  operation,  but 
who,  owing  to  the  accumulation  of  arrears 
at  the  unreduced  rents,  have  never  been 
able  to  procure  relief  under  that  Act. 
Can  anything  be  more  cruel  than  the  in- 
justice suffered  by  these  tenants  ?  They 
were  brought  within  sight  of  the  pro- 
mised land  owing  to  the  great  movement 
in  which  they  and  the  whole  body  of 
tenants  were  involved,  and  yet  owing  to 
no  fault  of  theirs  they  have  never  been 
permitted  to  enter  it.  These  promise  a 
very  large  number.  The  third  class  are 
the  leaseholders  evicted  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  of  1887,  or  in  consequence 
of  the  accumulation  of  arrears  prior  to 
the  passing  of  that  Act.  The  fourth 
class  are  the  tenants  evicted  owing  to  the 
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agrarian  agitation  or  to  combinations 
which  caused  the  passing  of  the  Acts  of 
1881  and  1887.  Thev  include  the  tenants 
evicted  in  consequence  of  the  No-Rent 
Manifesto  and  the  Land  League  and  in  coo- 
sequence  of  the  operations  of  the  Plan  of 
Cam]iaign.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Louth  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  showed  quite 
clearly  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  who  has  denounced 
in  the  most  lofty  style  any  truckling  to 
a  criminal  conspiracy  s^ich  as  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  did  actually,  by  means  of 
a  secret  treatv,  concluded  behind  the 
backs  of  his  colleagues,  with  men  who 
were  Iving  in  gaol  at  the  time,  assent  to 
a  draft  Bill  by  which  £1,500,000  of 
public  money  was  to  be  set  aside  for  men 
who  had  got  into  difficulties  for  acting 
upon  the  No-Rent  Manifesto.  And  yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  cour- 
age to  denounce  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  for  daring  to  make  an  attempt  to 
relieve  these  men  who  have  been  de- 
scribeil  as  our  victims  and  dupes.  It  is 
perfectly  plain  that  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  has  been  already  recognised  by  the 
House.  The  precedent  has  been  set  of 
endeavouring  under  a  flag  of  truce,  as  it 
were,  to  relieve  the  wounded  after  a 
great  struggle  when  the  principle  for 
which  that  struggle  was  started  has 
been  recognised  by  the  House.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  some  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  who  were  evicted  could  have  paid 
their  rents,  and  they  were  evicted  owing 
to  the  attempt  they  made  to  shelter  and 
shield  iheir  fellow-tenants  who  cbuld  not 
pay.  I  would  ask  the  House  to  listen  to 
some  evidence  given  at  the  time  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  started.  Judge 
O'Hagan,  who  was  then  head  of  the 
Land  Commission,  when  questioned  at 
the  Cowper  Commission  as  to  his  ex- 
perience in  Ireland,  said — 

'•  I  wish  to  say,  Sir,  that  in  my  judicial  ex- 
l)oricncc,  looking  at  the  matter  as  the  judge 
administering  the  Land  Act  in  Mayo,  in  Kerry, 
and  in  Clare,  1  found  rack-renting  to  prevail  to 
an  extent  which,  I  confess,  I  thought  was  simply 
shock  ing." 

Sir  Red  vers  BuUer,  who  was  sent  over  by 
the  then  L^uiouist  Government  to  put 
down  crime  in  Ireland,  and  who  might 
be  regarded  as  prejudiced  on  the  side  of 
the  landlords,  said — 

**  My  view  of  the  country  is  this — that  the 
majority  of  the  tenant:^  mean   to  pay   tbefr 


757  Effieted  Tenants  {23  July  1894}  (Ireland)  ArbUraHon  Bill.  758 

put  confidence  in  this  House  or  in  the 
Government  of  this  country,  that  there  is 
some  sense  of  justice  to  be  found  here. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  the  Hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  bad  de- 
livered one  of  those  remarkable  speeches 
with  which  the  House  had  been  familiar 
in  the  past,  and  with  which  audiences 
in  the  country  were  even  more  familiar. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  confined  himself 
mainly  to  two  points.  He  had  repeatedly 
put  before  the  House,  in  tones  of  tragic 
pathos,  the  10,000  women  and  children 
whose  future  he  rep  resented  as  depending 
upon  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  His  other 
point  was  a  personal  and  a  most  un- 
worthy attack  upon  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Carson).  In  putting  before  the  House 
the  picture  of  the  women  and  children  of 
the  evicted  tenants,  the  hon.  Member  had 
reminded  him  very  much  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  those  mobs  of  violent  per- 
sons who  used  to  place  in  the  forefront  of 
their  onslaught  upon  the  emergency  men 
and  the  police  ithe  women  and  children 
of  their  locality.  After  they  had  been 
reviling  and  stoning  the  police  and  the 
emergency  men,  and  when  it  came  to  a 
real  question  of  physical  struggle,  these 
valiant  men  were  in  the  habit  of  putting 
forward  the  women  and  children  of  the 
neighbourhood  in  order  by  their  inter- 
vention to  escape  any  just  retaliation 
which  awaited  them.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man omitted  to  state  that  if  there  was  a 
man  in  the  country  or  the  House  who  was 
responsible  for  the  sad  position  of  these 
women  and  children  to-day  it  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon). 
He  it  was  who,  by  his  incitement 
to  lawlessness,  caused  the  original 
troubles  which  led  to  the  evictions. 
He  was  the  man  who  told  the  country 
that  he  "could  show  them  men  who  could 
pay  their  rents,  but  who  would  not  pay, 
because  he  had  told  them  not  to  pay.'* 
He  was  the  man  who  told  men  who  took 
vacant  farms  that  their  "  lives  would 
not;  be  happy,  either  in  Ireland  or 
across  the  Atlantic."  He,  above  all 
others,  was  responsible  for  any  misery 
that  at  present  existed  in  consequence 
of  these  evictions.  It  ill  became  the 
hon.  Member  to  come  down  to  the 
House  and  threaten  the  Unionist  Party 
with    charges     of     the    kind     he     ha<l 


rents,  and  where  they  can  pay  them  they  do 
pay  ;  bat  the  rents  have  been  too  high.  I  do 
think  they  are  too  high." 

I  would  remind  the  House  that  when 
there  was  such  a  state  of  things  in  the 
past  an  immense  quantity  of  evictions 
occurred  and  a  terrible  outburst  of  crime. 
I    want  to  know  if  there   has   not  been 
serious  crime,  as  there  has  not,  who  are 
to  be  thanked  for  it  but  the  men  upon 
whose  heads  you  have  heaped  every  form 
of  opprobrium  and  calumny  and  insult  ? 
Anyone  who  studies  the  terrible  history 
of  agrarian  agitation  in  Ireland  must  be 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign    is    nothing   when   compared 
with  the  secret  societies  and  the  crimes 
which  have  invariably  marked  the  course 
of  previous  agitations  in  Ireland.     Well, 
•nobody  denies  the  existence  of  the  evil 
against  which  this  Bill  is  directed.  That 
evil  involves   the   threatened  starvation 
and   ruin   of    these    tenants    and    their 
families.       Ten    thousand    women    and 
children  look  to  this  House  for  mercy, 
and  they  ask  for  justice  and  for  some 
sympathy.   They  at  least  have  committed 
no  crime.      Are  you   prepared  then,  I 
ask,  for  purposes  of  Party  capital  and 
political  vengeance,  or,  to  use  the  words 
of  a  great  Unionist  leader,  in  order  to 
^  crush  and  humiliate  " — ^as   you   think 
you  will — "two  discredited  politicians," 
to  starve,  persecute,  and  drive  to  mad- 
ness 10,000  innocent  women  and  children? 
I  say  if  you  do  you  will  commit  a  great 
crime  against  humanity.     The  gratitica- 
tion  which  you  hope  to  draw  from  it  in 
the  suffering  which  I  admit  you  will  inflict 
on    me    will    be   unworthy  of    you   as 
Englishmen.       Try,    for    once,    if    you 
honestly   believe   in    the    possibility   of 
maintaining  a  Unionist  Government  here 
and  in  Ireland,  to  do  someth  ing  to  concil  iate 
the  confidence  and  the  love  of  our  people. 
Try,   for   once  in  the    history   of   your 
House,  to  do  something  for  Ireland  that 
will  come    home   to    the  hearts   of    her 
people  as  an  act  of  generosity.      I  do 
not   promise    that    anything    you    can 
do  ^ill  make  them  forget  their  national 
rights  <  but  this  I  will  say — that  if  I  were 
an  Englishman  and  a  Unionist  I  would 
gladly  avail  myself  of  this  opportunity 
of  cutting   the   ground   from  under  the 
feet  of  Irish  agitators,  and  of  bringing 
home  to  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, who  never  have  had  any  reason  to  I 
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•  levelled  against  them.  The  hou.  Member 
«»aid  if  the  Bill  was  uot  paMed  there 
would  be  au  avalanche  of  crime  such  as 
that   which    overrau    Ireland    in    1880, 

.1881,  and  1882,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  to  pa!»a  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  Ireland  was  now  comparatively  free 
from  crime  and  outrage.  The  hou.  Geu- 
tlemau  had  also  made  the  astounding 
statement  that  the  Unionist  Party  had 
produced  hell  upon  earth  in  Ireland.  But, 
when  the  Unionist  Partv  went  out  of 
Office  in  1892,  Ireland  was  in  a  state  of 
peace  and  satisfaction,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  been  thinking  of 
the  condition  of  the  country  when  he  and 

-his  friends  had  practical  control  of  the 
policy  of  Ireland  and  of  the  British  Go- 

.  vernment  fe»ome  10  years  before  1892.  He 
must  have  }>een  thinking  of  the  agrarian 
agitation  of  1880-1-2,  which  was  a 
disgrace  to  civilisation,  and  when  a 
hell  upon  earth  did  prevail  in  Ireland. 
There  were  10,400  agrarian  crimes  in  Ire- 
land in  the  spuc^  of  those  three  years  iu 
consequence  of  the  adoption  by  the 
Kadical  Party  of  the  very  policy  which 
the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Mavo  and  his 
friends  were  now  pressing  upon  the 
House.  This  was  the  policy,  the  key- 
note of  which  was  the  chapel  bell,  a 
policy  which  the  hon.  Meml)er  wished 
to  see  re-established  again.  The  hon. 
Member  wished  them  to  pass  this  Bill 
in  order  that  it  might  be  told  to  every 
tenant  in  Ireland  and  every  dishonest 
conspirator  there  that  they  had  only 
to  be  lawless  enough  and  to  defy  the 
law  of  the  land  suificientlv  to  have  a 
large  sum  of  public  money  voted  for 
their  relief.  It  seetneil  to  him  (Sir  E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  that  this  question 
had  l)een  discussed  too  exclusively  as 
an  Irish  question.  He  opposed  the 
Bill  because  he  believed  it  to  be  ab- 
solutely dishonest  and  wrong  in  priuciple ; 
liecause  it  wuld  be  disturbing  and  disas- 
trous in  practice  ;  and  l>ecause  it  would 
utterly  fail  to  achieve  the  results  which 
its  authors  claimed  for  it.  He  op- 
posed it  also,  because  he  l>elieved 
that,  looking  at  the  policy  of  the 
Groyernmeut  as  a  whole,  and  looking  at 
the  claims  of  Great  Britain  as  well  as 
those  of  Ireland,  it  was  unjust  to  the 
British  people.  He  opposed  the  grant 
of  £260,000  out  of  public  money  for  the 
relief  of  Irish  lawbreakers.     They  had 
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found  it  impoMible  to  obtain  any  atten- 
tion from  the  Government  for  the  terrible 
distress,  both  industrial  and  agricultural, 
which  prevailed  in  this  country.  He  (Sir 
E.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  asserted  that  when 
the  Government  refused  all  attention  to 
the  claims  of  the  working  claMes  of 
England  an<l  Scotland,  when  they  refused 
even  to  discuss  the  suffering  which  existed 
in  this  land  amongst  thousands  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  who 
were  on  the  brink  of  starvation,  there 
was  no  sufficient  ground  for  the  proposal 
of  this  measure  for  the  relief  of  a  dis- 
honest seotiou  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
That  argument  received  very  slight  atten- 
tion from  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but 
let  him  warn  them  that  it  would  receive 
much  more  atteution  from  their  cousti- 
tueucies  and  the  electors  of  this  country. 
The  hou.  Gentlemau  the  Member  for 
Mayo  rashly  offered  to  come  to  Sheffield, 
the  constituency  which  he  (Sir  £. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  and  to  defend  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  this  Bill  before  an  audience 
of  people  of  that  great  city.  He  could 
tell  the  hon.  Gentlemau  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  were  not  Irishmen, 
but  English  Kadicals,  that  they  could  uot 
stand  up  in  their  coustituencies,  or  iu  any 
great  town  iu  the  country,  and  defend  this 
Bill.  They  could  not  defend  this  great 
Vote  of  public  money  for  the  relief  of  a 
most  umleserviug  section  of  Irish  people, 
while  the  claims  of  the  English  and 
Scotch  working  classes  were  totally  cast 
on  one  side.  He  invited  hon.  Members, 
when  they  visited  their  constituencies,  to 
aildress  themselves  to  this  question.  This 
Bill  wouhl  fail  to  achieve  the  results  for 
which  it  was  designed.  He  (Sir  E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  had  listened  with  in- 
terest to  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor 
General,and  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon. 
and  learneil  Gentleman  had  made  the  only 
practical  attem]>t  that  had  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate  by  the  advo- 
cates of  the  Bill  to  defend  the  measure. 
Of  course,  he  excepted  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  introduced  the  measure  ;  but 
he  was  l>ound  to  say  that  the  Solicitor 
General  endeavoured  to  make  a  more 
practical  and  detailed  defence  of  the 
Bill  than  its  author  and  introducer 
had  made.  He  (Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett),    however,    affirmetl    that     the 
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measure  wae  unjust  to  all  partieel  whom  it? 
affectedy  except  possibly  to  a  small  section 
fA.  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  for  whose 
osteusible  relief  it  was  introduced.  He 
would  take  first  of  all  the  class  for  whose 
relief  it  was  introduced.  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants  were  the  class  of  all 
others  in  Ireland  who  least  deserved  con* 
sideration  from  the  House.  There  was 
no  special  trouble  or  distress  in  Ireland. 
It  was  comparatively  peaceful,  because 
the  Governmeut,  and  the  Irish  Party 
who  depended  on  the  Government,  had 
to  maintain  an  appearance  of  peace- 
fulness,  so  he  refrained  from  drawing 
an^-argnmentfrom  that  fact.  But  the  Plan 
bf.  Campaign  tenants,  he  would  repeat, 
were  the  class  of  all  others  in  Ireland 
who  least  deserved  the  consideration  of 
.the  House.  They  incurred  their  losses 
and  sufferings  deliberately.  They  went 
out  of  their  tenancies,  when  most  of  them 
l^ere  well  able  to  meet  their  liabilities. 
Some  went  out  at  the  persuasion  of  their 
leaders,  and  others  under  terrorism.  He 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
that  when  the  tenants  on  several  estates 
were  willing  to  settle  and  come  to  terms 
with  their  landlordn,  they  were  prevented 
by  the  operation  of  outrage  and  terrorism 
applied  under  the  direction  of  himself  and 
his  friends  from  coming  to  terms  and  so 
from  remaining  in  their  holdings.  The 
Glenbeigh  tenants  owed  some  £6,150, 
and  they  were  offered  complete  release  if 
they  paid  £900,  which  was  to  include  the 
whole  of  their  arrears  and  law  costs.  The 
Glenbeigh  teiutnts  were  in  favour  of  ac- 
cepting this  offer  when  they  were  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  the  pressure  and  terrorism 
exercised  by  the  agitators  of  whom  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  was  the  principal.  Glen- 
beigh was  a  typical  instance,  and  a 
proof  that  these  evicted  tenants  were  not 
gt>ecially  worthy  of  the  attention  of  this 
Ho'tse.  With  regard  to  the  landowner, 
be  had  gross  injustice  done  to  him  under 
this  Bill.  His  right  of  ownership  was 
taken  from  him.  No  adequate  provision 
was  made  for  him  in  cases  where  he  had 
spent  large  sums  of  money  upon  the  hold- 
ing, and  hemight  be  compelled  to  reinstate, 
against  his  will,  a  dishonest  or  insolvent 
tenant.  .  With  respect  to  the  new  tenant, 
there  was  not  a  new  tenant  in  Ireland  who, 
if  he  was  courageous  enough  to  resist  the 
application  for  reinstatemeut  by  the  man 
who,  either  through  insolvency  or  dis- 


honesty, might  have  been  out  of  his  hold- 
ing lo,  12, 10,  or  6  years,  that  would  not 
be  made  to  suffer  bitterly  iti  his  person 
and  property.  His  life,  to  quote  the 
Member  for  Mayo, "  would  not  be  a  happy 
one  either  at  home  or  if  he  crossed,  the 

Atlantic.^'  The  new  tenant  would  be 
subject  to  terrorism,  boycotting,  and  out- 
rage. His  family  would  be  threatened,  his 
property  would  be  endangered,  and  his 
position  would  be  rendered  intolerable. 
The  unwritten  law  of  the  League  would  be 
applied  to  him  in  such  a  way  that  the 
clauses  in  the  Bill  that  gave  him  a 
nominal  protection  would  prove  to  be 
a  dead  letter.  lie  opposed  this  Bill  be- 
cause it  would  set  a  bad  example  not 
only  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  to  the 
people  of  this  country.  It  war  the 
crowning  specimen  of  a  long  policy  of 
paying  blackmail  to  lawlessness,  which 
had  worked  such  injury  and  ruin  to  Ire- 
laud  in  the  past.  It  would  unsettle 
everything  and  settle  nothing.  It  would 
raise  hopes  which  were  impossible  to  be 
fulfilled.  It  would  encourage  the  thrift- 
less and  the  lawless  at  the  expense  of 
the  industrious  and  law-abiding.  It 
would  be  felt  to  be  a  great  injustice  to 
the  people  of  England  and  Scotland. 
Owing  to  economical  causes,  there  was 
more  suffering,  more  want  of  employment, 
more  misery  in  England  and  Scotland, 
than  could  be  found  in  Ireland  at  this 
time.  The  poor  of  this  country  had 
borne  their  suffering  with  a  courage  and 
patience  which  merited  all  commendation; 
they  had  not  terrorised  women  and  chil- 
dren ;  they  had  not  boycotted  their 
neighbours,  or  mutilated  cattle.  They 
had  not  committed  anv  of  those  odious 
outrages  which  had  so  often  disgraced 
the  history  of  agrarian  revolution  in  Ire- 
land. He  asked  Her  Majesty ^s  Ministers 
what  the  feelings  of  the  suffering  working 
classes  of  this  country  would  be  when 
they  found  that  a  deaf  ear  was  turned  to 
their  complaints,  and  that  no  sum  of 
public  money  was  voteil  for  their  relief, 
and  not  even  a  single  day  of  sympathetic 
discussion  was  afforded  to  their  troubles 
and  complaints.  What  would  the  British 
people  say  when  they  found  that 
£260,000  of  public;  money  at  the  outset, 
and  very  much  more  before  this  question 
could  be  settled,  was  to  be  given  to  relieve 
the  wanton  and  reckless  conspirators  vof 
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that   criminal   conspiracy,   the   Plan   of 
Campaign  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  it  will  be  generally  admitted  after 
the  Debate  to  which  we  have  listened 
now  for  three  nights  that  the  Bill  of 
which  the  Second  Reading  is  now  pro- 
posed for  our  acceptance  is  one  which  is, 
from  the  nature  of  its  proTisious  and  from 
the  consequences  which  are  likely  to  flow 
from  it,  the  most  important  which  the 
Government  have  laid  before  us  during 
the  whole  time  in  which  they  have  held 
Office  in  this  country.  And  yet  I  notice 
that  to  defend  their  Bill  in  the  whole 
course  of  that  three  nights'  Debate  no 
Cabinet  Minister  had  risen  to  support 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and,  so  far  as  I  can 
observe,  no  Cabinet  Minister  has  been 
marked  out,  during  the  short  time  that 
remains  to  us  before  the  Division  is 
taken,  to  defend  the  course  for  which  the 
Cabinet,  as  a  whole,  are  responsible.  On 
whom,  Mr.  Speaker,  has  the  burden  fallen 
of  defending  this  Bill  ?  Not,  at  all  events, 
up  to  the  present  moment,  on  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  only  gave  us  at  the  very 
beginning  of  this  Debate  a  brief  speech 
of  some  20  minutes,  principally  occupied 
not  with  the  main  principles  of  the 
measure  but  with  certain  alterations 
which  he  intended  to  propose  in  Com- 
mittee when  we  came  to  discuss  the 
clause;?,  and  after  he  had  sat  down, 
except  the  Solicitor  General  to-night,  an 
English  Law  Officer,  the  whole  responsi- 
bility for  defending  the  Government  pro- 
posals has  been  thrown  upon  the  shoulders 
of  two  Irish  Representatives — the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo,  who  spoke  just  now, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth,  who  spoke  earlier  in  the  evening. 
I  think  the  speeches  delivered  by  these 
two  gentlemen  were  instructive.  They 
showed  the  exact  amount  of  argumenta- 
tive support  which  this  Bill  is  going  to 
derive  from  Irish  Members.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo — I  have  to  admit 
that  I  did  not  hear  his  speech,  and 
I  therefore  shall  l)e  very  chary  in 
criticising  it — I  understand  devoted  no 
small  portion  of  his  remarks  to  explaining 
to  the  House  the  reasons,  very  interesting 
personal  reasons,  no  doubt,  which  he 
attributed  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
near  me  for  leaving  the  Irish  Bar.  My 
hon.  an<l  learned  Friend  was  an  ornament 
to  the  Irish  Bar,  and  is   an  ornament   to 
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the  English  Bar  ;  but  I  do  not  know  that 
his  biography  is  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion at  the  present  moment,  aod 
whether  he  did  or  did  not  render  gpreat 
services  to  the  Govemmeot  of  Ireland, 
of  which  I  was  the  responsible  Minister 
in  this  House,  may  be  a  matter  of  moment 
to  me,  and  is  indeed  a  matter  of  gratitude 
to  me,  but  is  not  a  subject  relevant  to 
the  discussion  now  before  us.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth, 
who,  I  think,  is  not  in  his  place, 
delivered  a  long  speech.  It  was  in- 
tended, I  imagine,  to  be  a  reply  to  the 
speech  delivered  just  before  him  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  The  Member  for  Louth's 
speech  was  neither  a  reply  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, nor  was  it  relevant,  through 
three-quarters  of  its  length,  at  all  events, 
to  the  Bill  now  before  us.  It  was 
neither  relevant  nor  was  it  accurate.  He 
devoted  his  'time  to  giving  a  sketch  of 
the  land  legislation  for  Ireland  since  the 
year  1881,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  his 
sketch  was  neither  pertinent  to  this  Bill 
nor  was  it  accurate  in  itself.  I  do  not 
like  to  hear  these  statements  repeated 
over  and  over  again  in  this  House  about 
the  land  legislation  for  Ireland  that  we 
have  passed  without  dealing  with  them 
in  some  shape  or  another,  but  the  fictions 
and  misrepresentations  on  this  subject 
which  various  Members,  chiefly  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
alludeil,  but  also  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  have  thought  proper  to  give  to 
the  House — many  of  the  Members  of 
which  probably  did  not  bear  in  mind  the 
details  of  that  legislation — this  history  is 
so  fictitious  that  1  do  not  venture  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  in  exposing 
all  the  errors  into  which  these  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  have  succes- 
sively fallen.  One  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Genileman,  which 
was  dwelt  upon  by  him  at  great  length, 
is  such  an  a<lmirable  specimen  of  the  kind 
of  narrative  to  which  we  are  treated  upon 
this  subject  from  gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway,  and  from  those  who  sympa- 
thise with  them  on  the  other  side,  that 
I  must,  at  nil  events,  call  sufficient  atten- 
tion to  it  to  note  my  own  disagreement 
with  the  statement  of  the  learned  Gentle- 
man. His  whole  speech  was  an  indict- 
ment against  our    attempts   to  legislate 
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for  the  Irish  tenantt  and  his  principal 
example  of  our  incapacity  was  based 
upon  the  fact  that  tenants  who  had  ap- 
plied for  a  fair  rent  were,  owing  to  the 
press  of  business  in  the  Irish  Land 
Courts,  prevented  year  after  jear  from 
getting  that  fair  rent  fixed,  and  that 
during  all  these  years,  before  a  fair  rent 
was  fixed,  thej  were  the  helpless  victims 
of  landlord  tyranny,  liable  at  any  moment 
to  be  turned  out  ou  the  hillside  with  their 
families,  deprived  of  their  holdings  and 
their  means  of  livelihood.  The  learned 
Gentleman  must  have  known,  when  he 
made  that  statement,  that  he  was  mis- 
leading the  House  of  Commons.  He 
knows,  no  man  in  this  House  knows  better 
than  the  learned  Gentleman,  that  the 
tenant,  after  having  applied  for  a  fair 
rent,  could  not  be  turned  out  of  his  hold- 
ing without  the  leave  of  the  Court.  What 
folly  it  is  to  tell  us  that  we  are  incapable 
of  legislating  for  Ireland  in  regard  to 
these  (Questions  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  What  folly  it  is  to  tell  us  that 
we  have  made  mistakes  when,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  these  mistakes  have  not  been 
made,  and  when  it  stands  upon  the  face 
of  the  Statute  Book  that  the  very  difficulty 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man referred  has  been  amply  provided 
fo^— [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy:  No,  no  I] 
—and  that  no  tenant  who  applied  for  a 
fair  rent  could  be  turned  out  of  his  hold- 
ing at  the  mere  will  of  his  landlord,  but 
that  the  consent  of  the  responsible  Court 
was  to  be  required  first.  [Mr.  T.  M. 
Healt  :  Nonsense.]  The  learned  Gentle- 
man is  civil  enough  to  describe  thatstate- 
ment  as  nonsense.  I  will  give  him  the 
opportunity  of  refuting  it  at  the  present 
moment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  presume  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  referring  to  the 
section  of  the  Act  of  1887. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :   1881. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  1881.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  the  13th 
aeotioD* 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Certainly. 
•Mm.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  say  the  13th 
flection  does  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  the 
Idth  section  does  is  to  enable  a  tenant  who 
has  applied  for  a  fair  rent  and  against 
whom  a  writ  of  ejectment  has  been  issued 
to  apply  to  the  Court  for  a  stay  of  evic- 
tion.    What  more  can  you  ask  for  ? 


•Mr.  T.M.  healy  :  I  wiU  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  has  not  been 
availed  of.  It  was  sought  to  be  availed 
of  in  one  case,  and  from  that  day  to  the 
present  it  has  proved  absolutely  inopera- 
tive. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
establish  the  proposition  which  he  calls 
upon  me  to  deny  or  defend.  I  should  1>e 
happy  to  do  so.  But  he  has  established 
nothiug.  I  challenge  anj  gentleman  to 
show  auy  proposition  of  the  kind  he 
refers  to.  The  provision  in  his  own 
Act  of  1887  is  much  more  to  the  point. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  I  stated 
was  absolutely  accurate,  and  what  the 
learned  Gentleman  has  stated  is  abso- 
lutely without  foundation. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  Read  the  sec- 
tion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
got  the  section.  But  will  any  geutie- 
man  on  that  Bench  deny  that  this  13th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1881  did  give  the 
tenant  power,  if  he  applied  for  a  fair 
rent,  to  prevent  the  writ  of  ejectment 
being  enforced  against  him  unless  the 
Court  pronounced  on  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  deny  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  assert  it. 
I  assert  what  is  more,  that  innumerable 
cases — many  cases — have  been  decided 
under  that  section. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  One  only. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Many  cases  have 
been  decided  under  that  clause,  and  it 
has  not  been  left  by  the  Irish  tenants,  as 
some  other  clauses  perhaps  have  been,  a 
dead  letter.  But  that  reminds  me — Are 
we  responsible  because  the  Irish  tenants 
do  not  take  advantage  of  our  legislation  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire made  a  very  able  and  in- 
teresting speech  upon  this  Bill  ou  Friday 
last,  and  he  admitted  that  certain  clauses 
in  the  existing  Acts  of  Parliament  would 
have  met  the  case  of  the  Irish  tenant. 
But  he  said  that  '^  the  Irish  tenants  made 
it  a  point  of  honour  not  to  avail  them- 
selves of  it."  Is  our  legislation  to  l>e 
moulded,  not  by  the  necessities  of  the  ca.se, 
but  by  the  fancies  of  one  set  of  people  anil 
the  political  necessities  of  another  set  of 
people  ?  No,  Sir,  this  House  can  only 
be  asked  to  deal,  and  to  deal  in  a  reason- 
able spirit,  with  the  necessities  of  the 
case  ;  and  if  we  have  provided  clauses  in 
our  Bill  adequate  to  protect  the  Irish 
tenants   it  is  childish  to  come  down  to 
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this  House  and  tell  us  that  the  Irish 
tenants,  through  a  point  of  honour,  have 
refused  to  avail  themselves  of  the  pro- 
visions, and  that  therefore  a  new  land 
tribunal  must  he  added  to  the  existiug 
land  tribunals  by  which  their  interests 
are  to  l)e  protected.  But  I  have  not 
merely  to  complain  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  for  being  inaccurate. 
I  have  also  to  complain  of  him  for  being 
irrelevant.  He  went  through,  in  his  long 
narrative  of  Irish  legislation,  a  great 
many  matters  which  have  nothing  to  do 
with  what  we  are  concerned  with,  and 
only  one  Bill  did  he  mention  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  founding  on  it 
a  tu  quoque  argument  against  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  What  was  his  one  debat- 
ing point  against  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ?  It  was  that  in  1882  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  member,  passed  an 
Arrears  Act  which  was  a  measure  far 
more  extreme  than  the  present  Bill, 
larger  in  its  scope,  and  containing  a 
greater  violation  of  known  principles. 
In  particular,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  attempted  to  make  out  that 
under  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882  there 
was  a  parallel  to  the  provision  in  the 
present  Bill  by  which  the  landlord  was 
compelled  to  take  a  tenant  of  whom  he 
did  not  approve.  Sir,  there  is  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  that  allegation.  The 
hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  entirely 
in  error.  The  Arrears  Act  of  1882  was 
absolutely  voluntary.  [Mr,  T.  M. 
Healy  :  No.]  That  Act  was  voluntary 
in  the  case  of  every  tenant  whose  con- 
nection with  the  holding  has  been  finally 
severed,  which  is  the  case  of  every  tenant 
under  this  Bill.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  : 
No.]  For  all  that  class  of  tenants  the 
Arrears  Act  was  absolutely  voluntary. 
[Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  No.]  The  hon. 
Member  has  got  one  Statute  ;  let  him 
get  the  other. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  W^ill  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  read  the 
Statute  I  have  got,  and  I  will  convince 
him  on  that  point,  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  We  will 
come  to  that. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  You  are  trying 
to     deceive    the     House.       [Crtei     of 

Order ! "] 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
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;  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  can 
come  to  that  point  of  the  argtrment, 
which  I  have  now  passed,  later,  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  then  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining.  I  am  now  making 
a  new  statement,  and  hope  he  will 
contradict  me  before  I  have  left  this  part 
of  the  argument.  What  I  now  state  is 
that  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant  was  purely  volnntarj 
in  the  case  of  every  tenant  who  had 
finally  severed  all  connection  with  his 
holding.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  : 
No.]  That  is  accurate,  then.  In 
what  respect  was  it  not  voluntary  ? 
Only  when  the  six  months'  redemption 
had  not  passed,  or  when  the  six  months^ 
had  been  extended  by  the  Court ;  or,  in 
other  words,  it  was  only  not  voluntary 
cases  where  the  tenant  still  had  a  lien  on 
the  holding  and  still  had  a  right  to  rein* 
statement.  That  is  an  accurate  state* 
meut  of  the  law.  How,  then,  could  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  the  face 
— have  the  courage  to  attack  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
for  having  given  a  precedent  in  the 
Arrears  Act  of  1882  for  the  powers 
sought  to  be  acquired  by  this  Bill  of 
forcibly  reinstating  an  ex-tenant,  a  man 
who  has  no  further  connection  with  the 
holding,  against  the  will, of  the  owner  of 
the  land  ?  Although  I  do  not  admire 
the  Act  of  1882,  or  think  it  was  an  Act 
which  on  the  whole  tended  to  agrarian 
settlement  in  Ireland,  still,  whatever  its 
merits  or  demeriis,  it  is  no  precedent  for 
the  extraordinary  legislation  now  pro- 
posed. There  is  one  characteristic  com<^ 
mon  to  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Mayo  and  Louth,  and  that  is  that  they 
have  carefully  avoided  either  to  defend 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  as  it  stands  or 
to  show  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as 
they  stand  are  likely  to  be  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  They  have  said 
a  great  deal  about  past  failures  of  Eng- 
land to  legislate  for  Ireland,  and  they 
have  attacked  both  Parties  in  this  House. 
They  have  delivered  iheir  invectives 
against  the  Member  for  Midlothian  and 
others,  but  have  we  not  some  right  to 
ask  them  to  make  some  defence  of  the 
Bill — to  make  some  attempt  to  show 
that  if  the  Bill  is  passed  the  agrarian 
qnestion  in  Ireland  will  be  finally  settled  ? 
These  gentlemen,  and  especially  the 
Member  for  Louth,  have  fought  very  shy 
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of  the  FUd  of  Campaign.      The  hoo. 
Memher  for  Mayo  said  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  a  matter  on  which  he  only 
talked  to   his   constituents.       The  iiou. 
Member  for  Louth  may  or  may  not  talk 
to  his  constituents  about  it,  but  he  cer- 
tainly does  not  talk  about  it  liere,  and  it 
wto  left  to  gentlemen  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  to  explain  to 
the  Honse  that  there  might  be  a  slight 
taint   of   illegality   lingering    here    and 
there  about  the  folds    of   the   Plan   of 
Campaign,  but  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
circumstances    were     such     that    much 
ought    to    be   forgotten,    and    that    we 
should    not    visit     with    too    heavy    a 
judgment      any     slight     infractions     of 
the  criminal  law  which  the  Irish  tenant 
might  have  been    tempted    to    commit. 
The  hon.  Member  for   Cork  said,  *^  No 
one    knew    it .  was    illegal   until   seven 
weeks  after  it  was  started  " — an  example 
of  innocence  which  his  enemies  admire — 
if  he  has  enemies — and  which  his  friends 
wonder  at.     Though  I  do  not  think  it 
strictly    relevant    to   this   discussion,   I 
oannot  allow  to  pass  the  defence  now 
repeated  for  the  thousandth  time  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  justified  by  the 
ftust  that  Mr.  Parnell's  Bill  of  1886  was 
not  passed.     That  is  a  statement  which 
some  people  believe  to  be  true  because  it 
has  been  said  so  often.     It  was  originally 
invented  by  people  who  were  very  de- 
sirous of  making  themselves  the  allies  of 
hon.  G-entlemen  below  the  Gangway,  but 
were  yet  rather  scrupulous  about  com- 
mitting themselves  to  a  proposition  which 
wottid  bring  them   into  direct  collision 
with   a  decision   of   a   Court   of    Law. 
They   have    oonseqnentiy   been    driven 
into  the  most  astounding  perversion  of 
history  which  I  remember  in  my  time, 
and  which  nobody  could  accept  unless 
for  the  reason  that  mere  repetition  has 
inade  that  which  was  originally  extra- 
vagant and  absurd  almost  plausible  and 
commonplace.     What  is  the  statement  ? 
It  is  this'  and  I  realiv  need  do  no  more 
fthan-repeat  it  to  the  House.     The  Mem- 
beir^for  Midlothian's  Crovemment  was  in 
(MBeetdnring  the  whole  first  seven  months 
of   1-886.    They  went  out  of  Office  in 
JqIj.     While  they  were  in  Office  they 
proposed  a  Bill  for  giving  Home  Rule  to 
It¥A4ml,  and  one-  of  the  propositions  in 
thitW^  was  that  the  Irish  tenants  and 
the  Irish  landlords  should  have  the  right 


to  sell  their  property  at  20  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  judicial  rent.  They  went 
out  of  Office  in  July,  and  were  succeeded 
by  the  Government  of  which  I  was  a 
Member.  In  September  of  that  year 
Mr.  Parnell  brought  forward  a  Bill  in 
which  he  asked  the  House  to  deal,  in  the 
first  place,  with  arrears,  aud,  in  the  second 
place,  with  judicial  rents.  The  Bill  was 
rejected,  and  we  are  told  that  the  re- 
jection of  that  Bill  has  been  the  prolific 
mother  of  all  subsequent  land  troubles  in 
Ireland.  What  had  happened  in  the 
interval  between  the  Government  of  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  going  out  and 
our  coming  in  to  reverse  and  revolutionise 
the  whole  position  of  the  tenantry  ?  If 
it  was  just  to  vote  in  June  for  a  Bill 
which  enabled  the  landlord  to  sell  at  20 
years'  purchase,  what  was  it  made  it  not 
only  mistaken  and  foolish,  but  criminal, 
in  September  to  refuse  to  tamper  with 
the  judicial  rents  ?  The  thing  is  grotesque 
on  the  face  of  it.  It  is  unnecessary  to 
go  into  the  details  of  the  question.  The 
fact  that  you  were  in  Office,  aud  held 
these  views  about  judicial  rents,  for  the 
first  seven  months  of  1886  makes  it  per- 
fectly certain  cither  that  we  were  not 
criminal  in  rejecting  Mr.  ParnelPs  Bill  in 
September,  or  that,  if  we  were  criminal, 
you  and  we  should  be  hanged  on  the  same 
gallows. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  How  about 
the  failure  of  the  harvest  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  thank  the 
hon.  Member  for  that  observation.  Mr. 
Parnell  never  based  his  Bill  on  the  harvest ; 
he  based  his  Bill  on  the  fall  of  prices* 
and  the  fall  of  prices  did  not  happen 
between  June  and  September  of  1886. 
The  fall  of  prices  was  a  phenomenon 
known  to  gentlemen  opposite  as  well  as 
to  us  ;  and  it  is  \yeriect\y  preposterous  to 
try  and  make  a  distinction  between  the 
course  they  pursued  and  the  course  we 
pursued.  If  any  evil  resulted,  they  as 
much  as  we  are  responsible  for  it.  But, 
Sir,  in  this  connection  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  of  gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way. They  say  the  Act  of  1887,  if  it 
had  had  the  good  fortune  to  pass  in  1886, 
would  have  prevented  all  the  subsequent 
troubles.  Are  they  prepared  to  exclude 
from  the  benefits  of  this  Bill  everybody 
evicted  a^ter  1887  ?  That  is  a  very 
important  question,  of  which  I  think  we 
may  hear  a  good   deal    in  Committee. 
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are  ooDouued  in  the  Report  of  Mr.  Jiutice 
Mathew'fl  Commiasion.  It  appeara  that 
upoa  the  Ponsonbj  Estate  there  were 
only  nine  ten&uta  id  all  who  were  evicted 
before  May  27th,  1887.  That  appears 
to  me  to  lie  on  the  face  of  the  Return.  I 
have  looked  at  it  hastilj  and,  of  course 
I  inay  be  wrong.  If  only  nine  tenants 
were  evicted  before  1888  it  is  clear  that 
the  whole  of  the  residue  must  have  availed 
themselvoB  of  the  Act  we  passed  in  1887. 
Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Those  nine  cases 
are  caaea  of  physical  and  actual  eviction. 
I  apoke  of  at  leaat  60  cases  in  which 
there  bad  been  originating  notices  under 
the  Act  of  1887,  and  who  were  served 
with  "  eviction-made-easy  "  notices  which 
destroyed  them. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hoD. 
Member  appears  to  base  his  statement  on 
what  the  tenants  intended  to  do.  1  am 
telling  the  House  wliat  actually  occurred 
at  it  appeara  by  the  Parliamentary  Return 
of  the  Commission.  It  appears  that  only 
nine  tenants  were  actually  evicted  on 
that  estate  before  1888.  Certainly  we 
shall' ask  the  House,  when  theBill comes, 
to  be  discussed  in  Committee,  to  confiae 
its  operation  to  those  tenants  only  whom 
hoD.  Members  below  the  Gangway  think 
ought  to  have  bad  the  advantage  of  the 
Act  of  1887  before  it  became  law.  I 
protest  against  the  view  that  we  have  got 
uot  only  to  meet  Irish  grievances  but 
be  bus  chosen  as  the  best  for  Irish  fancies  in  relation  to  this  question. 
The  boo.  aud  learned  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  argued,  in  justifica- 
tjou  of  the  Bill,  that  the  Irish  tenants 
bad  made  it  a  poiut  of  honour  not  to  take 
advantage  of  our  legislation.  The  fact, 
therefore,  is  that  when  we  get  this  tem- 
porary Board  of  Conciliation,  or  whatever 
you  like  to  call  it,  it  will  act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  meeting,  not  the  necessitiea  of  the 
case,  but  the  points  of  honour  of  the  Irish 
tenauts.  I  have  been  trying  to  think 
what  class  of  the  community  will  be  bene- 
fited by  the  Bill.  I  will  not  go  through 
them  all — the  time  at  my  disposal  is  too 
short — I  will  hurry  over  them,  and  ivill 
begin  with  that  most  injured  individual, 
the  British  taxpayer.  What  will  he 
gain  by  the  Bill  ?  He  will  gain  the  pos- 
aesaiou  of  a  very  largo  number  of  insol- 
veQt  tenants  without  the  guarantees  that 
'  itherto  have  been  thought  necessary  be- 
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They  are  not  so  prepared,  and  I  will  tell 
the  House  why.  They  make  a  great 
pretence  of  saying  that  the  absence  of 
legislation,  like  Ihat  of  1887,  was  the 
justification  for  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Now,  three  -  fourths,  I  believe  nine- 
tenths,  of  the  evictions  that  took  place 
under  the  Flan  of  Campaign  took  place 
after  all  the  privileges  conferred  by  the 
Act  of  1887  were  in  possession  of  the 
tenants.  Tbey  could  have  done  all  that 
the  Act  of  1887  enabled  them  to  do. 
They  could  have  stayed  evictions  until 
the  Court  had  prouounced  upon  them  ; 
they  could  have  had  their  arrears  spread 
over  such  time  as  the  Court  thought  fit ; 
aud  the  enormous  privileges  which  that 
Act  gave  to  the  tenants  were  given  to 
them  before  they  chose  to  leave  their 
holdings,     f  Cries  of  "No,  no  !  "1 

Mr.  W.O'BRIEN  :  Yea.  Will  theright 
bon.  Gentleman  deny  that  on  one  eatate 
—the  Poiisouby  Estate  —  out  of  200 
tenants  who  had  seut  iu  notices  under 
tlie  Act  of  1887,  6.1  wore  served  with 
"  eviction-made-easy  "  notices,  and  had 
their  rights  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  appeara 
to  me  that  no  stronger  case  could  be 
given  in  support  of  my  argument  than 
the  case  whiuh  the  hou.  Member  puta  to 
me.  I  said  that  uiue-tenths  of  the 
tenants  were  evicted  after  1887;  and 
how  docs  the  bon.  Member  meet  that  ? 
By    saying    that    on    an    estate,    which 


,  60  out  of  200  tenants 
not  avail  themaelvea  of  the  Act  of  1887  ? 
That  shows  that  HO  of  the  tenants  on 
that  estate  could  have  availed  themselves 
of  the  benefits  of  the  Act  bad  they 
chosen  to  do  so. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  If  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  will  aSlow  me,  I  will  give 
him  another  case.  On  the  Mitcbelstowo 
Estate,  of  300  teuants,  who  claimed 
under  the  Act,  not  one  of  them  would 
have  acquired  a  single  right  under  the 
Act,  if  I  had   uot  gone  to  gaol  to  ^ave 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  daresay 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  saved 
the  rights  of  the  tenants  by  going  to 
gaol,  but  I  say  that  they  would  have 
been  much  more  effectually  saved  if  they 
had  taken  advantage  of  the  Act  of  1887. 
These  are  facts  of  which  the  House  can 

easily    obtain  cognisance,  because  they  j  fore  he  became  a  landlord  at  all. 
Mr.A.J.Balfo 
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Mb.  J.  MORLE Y :  Before  he  became 
a  l&ndl<Mnd  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    Before  he 
became  a  mortgagee.      The    Solicitor 
General  surprised  me  very  much  in  this 
connection.       He  asked  what  there  was 
in  this  Bill  which  made  the  purchasers 
who  were  likelj  to  become  debtors   to 
the  State    less  desirable  debtors  than 
those  who  purchased  under  the  existing 
Land   Purchase    or    Ashbourne    Acts. 
What,  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked,  made 
the  security  worse  ?     I  will  tell  him.   It 
lies  on  the  surface  of  the  Bill,  and  re- 
quires no  recondite  research  to  discover. 
There  is  less  outside  security  under  this 
Bill,    and     the     men    themselves     are 
beggars.       We  are    all  ready   to  have 
bankrupt  debtors  if  there  is  good  outside 
security,  and  are  prepared  to  have  debtors 
without  outside  security  if   they  are  sol- 
vent. But  this  measure  at  once  deprives 
UB  of  the  security  which  the  debtor  pro- 
vides  and   of  that  which  the  Act  pro- 
vides.    These  men  are  bankrupt.  Either 
they  were  unable  to  pay  rent  when  they 
left  their  holdings,  or,  being  then  about 
to  pay,  they  must  now,  having  been  out 
of  their  holdings  for  a  number  of  years, 
have  dissipated  or  lost  by  the  processes 
of  eviction  such  capital  as   they   once 
possessed.     In  those   circumstances  the 
debtor  himself  cannot  provide  sufficient  se- 
curity. But  under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts 
there  was  an  outside  security .  The  selling 
Jandlord   was  obliged  to  leave  one-fifth 
of  the  purchase   money  as   a   security. 
That  fifth  is  not  exacted  under  this  Bill. 
Ton  propose  to  saddle  the  British  tax- 
payer with  a  number  of  tenants  who  can 
neither  pay  themselves  nor  find  security 
for  their  payments.     That  is  the  burden 
on  the  taxpayer  ;  but,  in  addition  to  that 
evil,  the  ^ill  will  produce  the  evil  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone, 
who    pointed    out    with    unanswerable 
force  that  you  destroy  by  this  procedure 
the  whole  value  of  your  Purchase  Acts, 
you  besmirch  the  whole  body  of  pur- 
chase tenants,  you  introduce  into  their 
midst  men  who  are  not  of  them,  who 
have  not  their  qualifications,  not  their 
claims  on    our    regard,   and   not    their 
solvency.     By  so  doing  you  will  in  the 
long  run  bring  into  discredit  your  whole 
system  of  purchase,  and  thereby  imperil 
die  one  solitary   remedy  to   which   we 
can  look  for  the  settlement  of  the  agrarian 
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difficulty.  So  much  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  taxpayer.  What  will  the 
British  tenant  think  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth  has 
drawn  attention  to-night  to  one  or  two 
cases  of  hardship  which  have  come  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  upstairs. 
Well,  I  daresay  there  are  cases  of  hard- 
ship. But  does  the  hon.  Member  think 
that  Ireland  is  the  only  place  where  hard- 
ship can  occur  as  between  landloixl  and 
tenant  ?  Does  he  think  that  no  man  has 
ever  been  evicted  from  a  town  lodging  in 
London  or  Leeds  ? 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  the  man 
built  his  house  ?     [*'  Hear,  hear  !  "] 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  amazed 
that  that  interruption  should  be  cheered. 
Do  hon.  Members  not  know,  'what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knows  per- 
fectly well,  and  what  the  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  know  perfectly  well, 
that  this  House  has  exhausted  itself  in 
taking  precautions  for  preserving  to  the 
Irish  tenant,  if  he  chooses  to  use  the 
instruments  put  into  his  hands,  every  im- 
provement that  he  has  made  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Ask  Russell 
about  that. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  thinks  that  the  Irish 
tenants*  improvements  are  not  sufficiently 
protected. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    Certainly  not. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    That  may 
be  so,  but  I  understand  that  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  is  considering  that  very 
question  at  this  moment,  and  before  pro- 
nouncing a  definite  judgment  upon  the 
point  we  had  better  wait  until  the  Com- 
mittee  has   reported.     No,  the   English 
tenant,  with  whose  case  I  was  dealing, 
knows  perfectly  well   that    he,  like  his 
Irish  brother,  may  have  been  the  victim 
of  low  prices  and  occasionally  of  a  hard 
landlord,  and  what  will   he  think   of  a 
plan  which  is  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  public  money  for  restoring  one 
class  of  tenants  only,  and  which  leaves 
absolutely  untouched  the  cases  o£  other 
classes   of  tenants  ?     I   think   the   sup- 
porters of  the  Government  will  discover, 
when  they  go  before  their  constituencies, 
that  the  British  farmer,  the  artizan,  the 
British  occupier  of  a  town  holding,  will 
find  considerable  difficulty  in  seeing  why 
his,  the   loyal   subject^s,   case  is   to   be 
differentiated    from    that   of    his    Irish 
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brother,  who,  whatever  he  may  have 
done  in  suppco^  of  the  Liberal  Purty,  lias, 
at  all  events,  not  shown  himself  an  over- 
loyal  subject  of  the  Queen.  But,  leaving 
the  British  tenant,  how  about  the  solvent 
Irish  tenant  ?  The  solvent  Irish  tenant, 
says  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman,  is 
not  protected  from  having  a  rent  fixed 
upon  his  improvements.  That  may  be 
true  ;  but  the  solvent  tenant,  who  paysihis 
debts,  and  has  some  sense  of  the  obliga- 
tion entailed  by  the  laws  of  his  country, 
wiljl  certainly  not  regard  with  a  very 
favourable  eye  this  measure,  passed  in 
favour  of  his  erring  brother,  which  hands 
•over  public  money  to  a  particular  and  not 
very  deserving  section  of  the  community. 
Even  the  evicted  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenant  who  has  settled  with  his  landlord 
will  have  reason  to  complain  of  this  Bill. 
He  has  gone  back  as  a  future  tenant,  but 
the  man  who  has  held  out  until  public 
money  is  voted  to  assist  him  comes  back 
with  a  promise  of  public  aid  in  rebuilding 
his  house,  and  not  as  a  future  tenant,  but 
as  a  present  tenant,  with  every  privilege 
which  he  forfeited  by  being  evicted. 
Then  how  aboi)t  the  landlord  ?  .  He  will 
be  saddled  with  a  tenant  whom  he  pre- 
sumably dislikes,  upon  terms  far  worse 
than  those  which  he  has  already  made, 
in  all  probability,  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants  who  have  settled  with 
him  before  the  Bill  comes  into  operation. 
How  are  you  going  to  justify  such  a  state 
of  things  as  that  ?  Without  your  Bill 
tenants  have,  as  opportunity  arose,  settled 
with  their  landlords.  And  are  those 
tenants  to  get  greater  privileges  than 
those  who  have  paid  their  own  way  ? 
The  whole  thing  is  intrinsically  absurd 
and  unjust.  The  next  class  I  have  to 
mention — and  I  have  almost  enumerated 
all  the  classes  I  wish  to  speak  about — is 
the  class  that  is  politely  described  as 
"  land-grabbers,"  and  in  certain  cases  as 
"  planters."  The  Secretary  for  Ireland 
in  the  first  instance,  and  the  Solicitor 
General  in  the  second  place,  have  said — 

*'  Grant  that  your  so-called  land-grabber  is 
Ld  danger  at  the  present  time,  how  is  his  danger 
going  to  be  increased  by  this  Bill  ?" 

The  Solicitor  General  shows  his  inno- 
cence with  regard  to  this  Irish  matter, 
which,  to  do  him  justice,  he  never  dis- 
played when  he  fought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  battle  with  regard  to 
^nance.     I  will  explain  why  the  planter 
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is  in  greater  danger •  -now  thin  he  has 
been  before.  The  danger  will  be  in- 
creased, I  say,'  .beean«e  there  is  some- 
body who  under  the  Bill,  if  it  beoomes 
law,  will  profit  either  by  the  death  or  by 
the  expulsion  of  the  present  tenants  from 
their  holdings.  At  the  present  moment, 
if  the  police  do  not  prevent  him,  the 
evicted  tenant  may  shoot,  boycott,  or 
intimidate  him,  and  drive  him  from  his 
holding.  But  when  that  is  done  the 
evicted  tenant  is  no  nearer  to  getting 
possession  of  the  holding  than  he  was 
before.  The  landlord  will  probably  not 
be  so  mean-spirited  a  hound  as  to  give 
the  farm  to  a  man  who  has  shot  or  boy- 
cotted the  previous  tenant,  and  the  man 
who  has  l)een  evicted  and  wishes  to  -get 
back  is  no  nearer  that  consummation 
than  he  was  before.  But  when  you  have 
passed  this  Bill  the  evicted  tenant  and 
the  evicted  tenant's  friends  will  know 
that  nothing  stands  between  them  and 
compulsory  reinstatement  except  the 
death  or  expulsion  of  this  tenant.  They 
will  have  something  more  than  the 
motive  of  bare  revenge  ;  they  will  have 
the  motive  of  direct  self-interest,  and 
human  nature  being  what  it  is,  and  the 
motives  which,  unhappily,  under  had 
guidance,  animate  the  Irish  tenant  being 
what  they  are,  no  man  can  tell  me  that 
the  man  who  has  taken  an  evicted 
farm  has  as  good  a  chance  of  main- 
taining life  and  limb  intact  after  this  Bill 
passes  as  ho  has  at  the  present  time. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  the  Solicitor 
General  will  be  able  to  see  how  it  is  that 
the  danger  to  tli^ose  unfortunate  persons 
will  be  enlianced  after  the  Bill  is  passed. 
There  is  yet  another,  though  a  very  small, 
class  of  persons  to  be  mentioned — it  is  a 
small  class,  for  it  consists  only  of  three 
persons — those  three  persons,  I  mean, 
who  constitute  the  tribunal  of  unhappy 
gentlemen  whom  you  desire  to  constitute 
under  this  Bill.  How  are  they  going  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire, and,  I  think,  the  Chief 
Secretary,  appeared  to  think  that  no  task 
had  been  thrown  on  these  three  gentle- 
men which  had  not  been  thrown  on  other 
Courts  in  Ireland  before  by  previous 
legislation.  I  deny  that  altogether.  Let 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  great 
lawyer  as  he  is,  put  himself  in  the  posi- 
tion of  one  of  those  unfortunate  trium- 
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virate.  Let  him  pieture  himself  sitting 
in  a  Star  Chamber  far  from  public 
eritieiism,  but  with  an  earnest  desire  to 
cany  out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
•  What  M  he  told  to  do  ?  He  is  told  to  con- 
sider the  circumstances  of  the  eviction, 
«and  the  circumstances  of  tl^  district,  the 
method  in  which  the  eviction  was  carried 
out,  and  the  reasonableness  of  the  conduct 
of  the  landlord  and  tbe  tenant.  He  sets 
to  work  ;  and  what  is  the  kind  of  case 
that  comes  before  him  ?  The  tenant  has 
joined  the  Plan  of  Campaigu.  He  has 
been  perfectly  able  to  pay  his  rent ;  he 
has  refused  to  do  so.  The  rent  was, 
perhaps,  a  reasonable  and  moderate  one. 
All  these  facts  are  known  to  those  Judges 
or  umpires,  and  if  they  were  to  go  on 
those  facts  alone  they  would  absolutely 
refuse  to  reinstate  a  case  of  this  kind. 
Here  is  a  man  who  could  have  paid  his 
rent,  who  might  have  applied  to  the 
Courts  to  stay  eviction,  who  has  refused  | 
to  pay  his  rent  or  apply  to  the  Court ; 
why  should  we  exercise  this  power  in  his 
favour  ?  All  very  well,  so  far.  Then  he  j 
looks  to  the  circumstances  of  the  district, 
and  he  makes  inquiry  of  the  police,  and 
learns  from  them  that  this  evicted  tenant, 
that  this  man  who  had  a  moderate  rent 
and  refused  to  pay,  who  never  applied  to 
the  Court,  is  a  very  dangerous  character, 
that  he  is  in  touch  with  the  Land  League 
of  the  district,  that  he  is  hanging  about 
ID  the  neighbourhood  of  the  holding, 
where  probably  he  has  a  Land  League 
hat,  that  he  has  been  engaged  in  boycot- 
ting the  tenant  of  the  holding,  and  that  he  is 
in  possession  probably  of  a  blunderbuss 
and  other  means  of  Irish  persuasion. 
Then  asks  the  unfortunate  member  of  the 
tribimal  *'  What  am  I  to  do  ?  If  I  con- 
sider the  circumstances  of  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  I  think  the  tenant  ought 
not  to  be  reinstated  ;  if  I  consider  the 
circumstances  of  the  district  I  think  he 
ought  to  be  reinstated.''  How  is  he  to 
compare  these  incomparable  quantities  ? 
How  is  he  to  bring  together  those  im- 
measurable entities  ?  Wo  know  exactly 
bow  it  will  end.  It  will  end  probably  in 
his  reinstating  the  tenant,  but  suggesting 
to  the  landlord  that  the  man  should  buy, 
and  the  British  taxpayer  will  be  the 
ultimate  sufferer.  You  are  throwing  on 
the  tribunal  without  instruction,  guidance, 
or  anyfthiBg  to  help  them  through  the 
difficulties  of  their  position  tlie  task  of 


being  umpires  in  a  cause  where  the  con- 
troversy is  not  between  two  individuals, 
but  between  two  individuals  in  the  first 
place  and  between  the  forces  of  order  and 
disorder  in  the  second  place.  You  can- 
not deal  with  these  two  forces  on  the 
same  plane,  and  I  defy  any  member  of 
the  tribunal  to  carry  out  your  measure 
with  any  prospect  of  doing  what  you 
describe  as  justice  between  man  and  man. 
I  admit,  however,  that  we  have  to  do 
more  than  to  take  into  account  the  in- 
dividual convenience  of  the  gentlemen 
who  have  so  rashly  undertaken  these 
duties,  or  even  of  those  particular  classes 
whose  interest  in  this  Bill  I  have  already 
touched  upon.  You  have  to  consider 
the  general  social  bearing  of  your  Bill  ; 
and  what  is  that 'social  bearing  ?  After 
this  Bill  passes  it  is  perfectly  certain 
every  tenant  in  Ireland  who  throws  in 
his  lot  with  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
and  who  suffers  for  it  will  think 
that  he  has  thereby  earned  the  title 
to  some  share  of  public  funds,  and  has 
obtained  a  passport  to  the  legislative 
favours  of  this  House.  That  is  one  of 
the  consequences  of  your  legislation. 
Another  consequence  is  that  you  will 
never  see  an  evicted  farm  let  in  Ireland 
again.  I  recollect  when  I  was  Chief 
Secretary  the  present  holder  of  that 
office  and  the  late  Prime  Minister  re- 
iterated in  eloquent  terms  in  debate  their 
view  that  it  was  vain  to  talk  of  the  state 
of  Ireland  while  evicted  farms  were  not 
taken.  Evicted  farms  were  taken  in 
those  days,  and  they  are  taken  now,  but 
will  they  be  taken  in  future  ?  If  this  is 
a  measure  of  agrarian  peace  in  Ireland, 
I  ask  whether  a  man  will  ever  take  an 
evicted  farm  who  knows  that  it  merely 
tiu'ns  on  the  Parliamentary  favour  of  the 
Irish  Party  whether  a  Bill  shall  not  be 
brought  in  and  carried  through  which 
will  turn  him  and  his  family  on  to  the 
hillside  and  8ul)stitute  in  his  place  a  man 
who  very  likely  has  lost  his  holding 
through  non-payment  of  rent,  and  through 
disreganling  a  (jontract,  or  through  in- 
capacity to  carry  on  the  business  of  ail 
Irish  farmer  ?  I  do  not  know  whether 
by  enumerating  the  evil  consequences  of 
this  measure  I  have  done  anything  to 
influence  the  opinion,  I  will  not  say  the 
vote,  but  the  opinion  of  G-entlemen  oppo- 
site. But  I  will  offer  them  one  argu- 
ment  which  I  think  will  have  greater 
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^success.     I  would  ask  them  whether  they 
tiuppose  that  this  Bill  is  going  to  be  a 
final  settlement.     I  can  understand  the 
unhappy  English  legislator,  bothered  by 
the  multiplicity  of  Irish  Land  Acts,  and 
struggling   to    remember  what   are  the 
privileges  given  to  Irish  tenants,  saying, 
"  Well,  if  this  will  finish  the  business,  in 
Heaven^s  name  let  us  pass  it  and  finish 
with  the  agrarian  question  in  Ireland  I  '* 
But  is  there  any  prospect  of  that  ?     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Louth  occupied  most  of  his  speech  by 
endeavouring   to   show   that  everything 
that   has   passed  this  House  has  failed 
because  it  was  passed  too  late,  or  because 
some  defect  in  the  Bill  proposed  was  not 
remedied    at    the  appeal    of   the    Irish 
Members.     What   do  ^ou  think  of  this 
Bill  ?     Do  you  think  it  has  no  defect  in 
the  eyes  of  Irish  Members  ?     You  have 
been  warned  by  explicit  speeches  from  at 
least  three  Nationalist  Members  below  the 
Gangway   that   this   Bill,    whatever  its 
merits,   is    but    an   instalment    on   this 
question.     The  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division    of    Dublin,    the    Member  for 
Clare,  and  I  think  even  the  Member  for 
Louth,   indicated    that    the    Bill    as    it 
stands  is  not  a  Bill  that  satisfies  them, 
that  they  are  going  to  give  you  warning 
that  something  more  will  be  required ; 
and   depend   upon    it,    if   you   are   mad 
enough  to  pass  this  Bill,  the  time  will 
come   when  these   very  gentlemen  will 
come  down  to  the  House  and  tell  you 
that  when  the  Bill  was  brought  forward 
in  1894  thej  warned  the  House  it  would 
not  be  a  settlement  of  the  question  ;  that 
other  and  supplementary  measures  would 
have  to  follow  ;  and  they  will  again  use 
this  incomplete  and  truncated  proposal 
as  a  ground  for  explaining  to  the  British 
House   of   Commons    that    the    British 
House  of  Commons  is  incapable  of  legis- 
lating for  Ireland.     [^Ministerial  cries  of 
"  Time  I "]     Yes,    I   must   hurry  to   an 
end  as  fast  as  I  can,  for  I  want  to  give 
the    right    hon.   Gentlemen   opposite   a 
trifle  of  time  to  reply.     I  will  only  say 
that  if  this  contention,  which  apparently 
commends  itself  to  the  Treasury  Bench, 
if  the  views  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland   and  the  Solicitor   General   are 
accurate,  and  this  Bill  is  really  going  to 
be  an  end  of  the  matter,  I  might  shrug 
my  shoulders  and  refuse  to  look  with  too 
microscopic  an  eye  into  the  defects  of 
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this  Bill  and  say,  ''  Well,  if  it  is  to  finish 
the  Irish  question,  in  Heaven's  name  let 
it  go,  with  all  its  defects  upon  it  I  **  But 
is  it  to  end  the  Irish  question  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  told  us  before  dinner  that  be 
never  knew  an  instance  of  an  amnesty  at 
the  end  of  a  great  social  war,  a  great 
social  difficulty  which  did  not  bring  with 
it  peace.  Are  we  at  the  end  of  a  great 
social  war?  What  guarantee  have  the 
Government  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  a  Member  that 
this  is  the  last  demand  going  to  be 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  tenants  to 
the  English  Parliament?  What  gua- 
rantee has  been  given  to  us  that  this  is 
really  the  end  of  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion ?  What  ground  have  we  to  believe 
that  this  is  an  act  of  amnesty  ?  We  have 
no  ground  for  believing  it.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  within  the  last  few 
few  months  have  threatened  us  with  a 
renewal  of  the  war  in  which  these  Plan 
of  Campaign  tenants  were  evicted.  They 
have  told  us  that  war  will  begin  upon  a 
scale  never  yet  experienced,  and  that 
they  are  prepared,  in  order  to  destroy  the 
land-grabber,  to  put  in  operation  the 
whole  machinery  of  land  agitation  in 
Ireland.  In  these  circumstances,  is  it 
not  madness  for  us  to  pour  out  public 
money  on  those  who  are  fighting  battles 
in  which  we  are  engaged  ?  If  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  and  his  friends  below  the 
Gangway  would  come  down  and  tell  us, 
with  some  evidence  in  favour  of  their 
views,  that  all  the  unhappy  past  will  be 
blotted  out  and  that  the  history  of  Ire- 
land between  1879  and  1894  was  to  be 
turned  down  and  never  again  re-opened, 
then,  Sir,  we  might  take  this  Bill,  or  any 
Bill  which  would  help  us  to  so  happy  a 
consummation.  But,  Sir,  at  the  present 
time,  with  a  threat  of  a  renewal  of  this 
agitation,  with  the  danger  staring  us  in 
the  face  that  these  very  men  and  these 
very  methods  with  whom  we  have  been 
struggling  and  whose  soldiers  you  are 
now  asked  to  pension  will  be  again 
arrayed  against  us,  how  can  you  ask  us 
to  do  anything  to  help  them  ?  Sir,  I 
object  to  this  Bill  because  it  is  opposed 
to  the  interests  of  every  single  class,  so 
far  as  I  can  discover  it,  of  the  community, 
and  I  object  to  it  above  all  because  it  is 
a  contribution  from  the  public  funds  to 
that  Paris  fund  of  which  we  have  heard 
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80  much,  and  I  do  not  see  why  we 
Afl  embers  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  made  fellow-conspirators 
withhon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
or  why  we  should  assist  them  by  our 
endeavours  in  what,  after  all,  is  an  illegal 
And,  so  far,  a  futile  and  unsuccessful  con- 
spiracy. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:    I,   for  one,  am 
not  at  all   alarmed   by  the  use  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the 
epithet   "mad"  to   this   House   in   the 
event  of  its  passing  this  Bill.     Because 
I   remember  so  well,   in   the  years   of 
which  he  has  just  reminded  us,  when  I 
«at  where  he  sits,  and  when  he  held  my 
Office — ^I  remember  that  in  March,  1887, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  that 
the  proposed   revision  of  judicial  rents 
would  be  madness,  and  in  August  of  the 
same  year  what  he  had   denounced  as 
madness  became  the  last  word  of  wisdom 
and   statesmanship.     That   is  a  reminis- 
cence, but  it  is  absolutely  unanswerable. 
I  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
Lord  Salisbury  in  the  year  1887  denounced 
as  madness  and  folly,  and  as  the  height 
of  all  that  was  immoral  and  inexpedient, 
a  measure  which  they  themselves  brought 
in  within  three  months.     And  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  declared  that  he,  at  all  events, 
would  not  be  a  party  to  any  such  legis- 
lation.     Therefore,    I    am    not    at    all 
alarmed,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
be,  when  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
denounces  our  present  proposals  as  mad. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  complained 
that  a  sufficient  supply  of  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters had  not  risen  from  this  Bench  to 
answer     gentlemen    occupying    similar 
position  on  the  Benches  opposite.     It  is 
quite  true  that  on  Friday  night  they  put 
up  two  Members  of  the  late  Cabinet. 
But  how  competent  one  was  to  instruct 
this  House  on  the   land   question    was 
shown     by     the     fact     that     the     late 
Minister    of   the   Board  of  Agriculture 
told  the  House,  and  stuck  to  it,  though 
contradicted   by   the  hon.   Member  for 
Sooth  Tyrone,  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
bad  been  repealed  a  few  months  after  it 
was  passed.     Why,  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  is  not  a  single  Irish  Land  Act  on 
the    Statute    Book    which    is    at    this 
moment  more  vitally  active  than  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  And  yet  we  are  reproached 
for  not  having  answered  gentlemen  of 


that  calibre.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  closing  said  what  was  quite  true,  that 
we   ought  to  regard  this   Bill  from  the 
point  of  view  of  its  general  social  bear- 
ings.    That  dispenses  me  from  theneces- 
saity  of  repeating  the  answers  which  the 
Solicitor  General  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  gave  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin    University — the  ability  and 
brilliance  of  whose  speech  I  am  the  last 
to  disparage.  He  made  a  great  number  of 
small  legal  points,  and  I  hope  he  is  not 
going  to  join  the  band  of  those  who  think 
a  small  point  can  be  turned  into  a  great 
one  if  you  only  speak  very  loud,  but  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  have  dealt  suffi- 
ciently with  the  legal  points  raised  by  the 
hon.   and  learned    Gentleman.      I   was 
sorry   to  notice  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   who   has   just   sat   down,   who 
might  have  better  occupied  his  ingenious 
and  informed  mind,  spent  half  an  hour  on 
the   history   of   the   Plan  of  Campaign. 
[Mr.  Balfour  dissented.]    Well,  it  may 
have  been  the  slowness  with  which  time 
went  with  me.     But  whether  it  was   25 
minutes  or  half  an  hour,  I  ask  the  House 
what  does  it  matter  ?     What  is  it  worth, 
if  all  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  true  ?  His 
own  allies  do  not  take  this  view.     There 
is  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.   Member 
for  West  Birmingham,  which  was  a  very 
moderate  speech  considering.  I  recognise 
that,  and  I  recognise  willingly  the  cause. 
Perhaps  some  day,  such  are  the  chances 
and   changes  of  political   life,  my   right 
hon.  Friend  and  his  confederates  may  be 
called   to    deal    with   this    question    in 
another  form.     But  neither  he  nor  any 
man,  except  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber  who   moved   the   Amendment,    has 
dwelt  at  any  length  at  all  on  the  history 
of  the   Plan  of  Campaign.     They  have 
gone,  as  I  think  the  House  ought  to  go, 
to  view  this  measure  from   the  point  of 
view   of  expediency  and   in   relation    to 
those  difficulties  which  we  have  to  face. 
I  should  like  briefly  to  notice  one  or  two 
arguments  that  have   been  used.     It  is 
asked— Who  will    be   benefited?     Will 
the   British  taxpayer  be  benefited  ?     It 
is   said  the   security   of  these  bankrupt 
men  whom  we  wish  to  make  purchasers 
will  be  a  worse  security  than  the  Land 
Commission  is  accustomed  to  accept.    In 
what  single   respect  will  the  security  of 
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tbe  security  of  the  sftme  piirclii 
Section  13  of  tbe  Act  of  1891 F 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  There  is  the 
guarantee  of  the  deposit  under  that  Act. 
Mb.  J.  MORLEV  :  It  is  quite  true 
we  remit  to  the  landlord  oue-tifth  and 
allow  the  rest,  four-fiftha,  to  remain.  J 
woDder  whether  tbe  laudlordH  who  are 
going  to  support  the  Amendment  take 
the  same  view  as  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man in  deprecating  this  sacrifice  of  one- 
fifth  of  the  guarantee  deposit.  The  hou. 
Member  for  Tyrone  ia  iu  favour  of  tbe 
expropriation  of  Lord  Clanricardo  by  Act 
of  Parliaraent.  To  whom  are  you  going 
to  give  hie  property  ?  You  are  going  to 
sell  it  to  the  tenants,  and  will  the  secu- 
rity be  one  whit  the  worae  than  it  would 
be  under  the  13tb  section,  which  gentle- 
men OD  both  sides  want  to  restore  F  The 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  asks — With  what 
eyes  will  a  soWent  tenant  look  at  it  ?  Is 
it  not  notorious  that  the  great  mass  of 
the  Irish  tenantry  look  with  interest,  with 
approval,  and  with  sympathy  upon 
the  Bill  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  tbe  landlords  will  gain  notbing. 
Would  not  the  landlords  ratber  have  two 
years'  or  eveu  one  year's  arrears  tbu 
nothing  P  How  does  it  profit  a  landlord 
to  have  derelict  holdings  left  on  his 
bands  ?  What  position  win  he  worse 
tban  that  F  The  right  hi)u.  Gentleman 
seemeil  to  suppose  that  if  the  new  tenant 
disappeared  the  landlord  would  be  bis  beir. 
Of  course,  the  laudlord  would  be  in  no 
better  position  than  he  is  uow,  because 
the  tenant  would  leave  his  successors  in 
title,  and  the  whole  fabric  of  argument 
raised  on  that  supposition  falls  to  the 
groand,  Tbe  important  point  ia  tbe 
recognition  from  eo  many  quarters  of  the 
House  that  we  are  face  to  face — as  the 
OpponitioD  would  be  if  they 
power — with  greatand  serious  difficulties, 
social  and  admiuistrative.  It  has  1>eeu 
recognised  by  my  predecessor  in  tin 
office  of  Chief  Secretary,  by  my  hou, 
Friend  the  Member  for  Fulbam,  wh( 
knows  a  great  deal  about  the  state  of 
tliinga  in  Ireland,  by  the  right  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmiu,  aud  by  the  hou.  and 
learned  Member  for  tbe  University  of 
Dublin  ;  and  it  is  not  denied  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  What  is  to  be 
regarde<l  ax  pitiful  is  that  the  great  I'uty 
opposite  has  thrown  itself  on  this  critical 
Mr.  J.  Morleff 


the  irreconcilable  sealion  of  Irish  land- 
I  have  been  charged  with  h»7ing 
attacked  tbe  Irish  landlords:  1  have 
aever  denied  that  there  are  enlightened 
and  bumano  Irbh  landlords  that  some  are 
humane  without  being  enlightened  ;  bat 
at  there  are  some  who  are  neither 
dighteued  nor  humane.  I  repeat  these 
words  because  it  is  necessary  that  they 
should  not  be  misrepreeented.  In  the 
ntereats  of  peace,  of  both  the  Irish  land- 
lords and  tbe  Irish  tenants,  i  appeal  to 
the  Opposition  to  take  warning  by  the 
dissension  in  their  own  ranks  upon  this 
Bill,  This  dissension  shows  how  rotten 
ia  the  ground  on  which  you  are  treading; 
and  when  you  ask  us,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dared  us,  Sir,  to  face  our  con- 
stituencies— we  shall  not  scruple  to  faoe 
constituencies  whatever  may  be  done 
iu  another  place  with  this  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  259;  Noei 
227.— (Division  List,  No.  188.) 

Maiu  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committers 
for  Thursday. 

PUBLIC    UBBARIBS     (IRELAND)    ACTS 

AMENDMENT    (j-e-cummiUei)    BILL. 

(No.  317.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  cousidered  in  Committee. 
(In  tbe  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  1 
object. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
May  I  appeal  to  tbe  hon.  Member  not  to 
press  the  objection  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Our  Church 
Patronage  Bill,  which  does  not  coQcem 
tbe  Irish  at  all,  is  stopped  every  night  by 
the  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  correct  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber.     I  stopped  that  to-night. 

Mr.  FIELD  (Dnbliu,  St.  Patrick's)  ; 
A  Public  Libraries  Act  has  been  passed 
for  Bnglaad  and  another  for  Scotland.- 1 
cannot  understand  why  the  Irish  BiH 
should  be  opposed.     It  is  noa-politicak 
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Mb.  BARTLEY  :  Well,  I  must  ob- 
ct.  I  do  80  because  the  Irish  Catholics 
terfere  with  an  English  Church 
litronage  Bill. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
jain  To-morrow. 

INAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (JOINT 
COMMITTEE.) 

Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence, 
rought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
J  printed.     [No.  232.] 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORpER  (No,  4)  (BIRMING- 
HAM CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  262.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint, Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order. 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  -  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  •  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
325.] 


INAL    TOLLS   AND    CHARGES    PROVL 


CANAL    TOLLS   AND   CHAJEIGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER   (No.  6)   (REGENT'S 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  253.) 
Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
^}S^t^  ^}^}L^±^'^ ^?±^^}'12l    ^rA^ ^^d.   Commons   on    Canal  Rates, 

Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as    amended,    to   be   considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill 


OBEAT  NORTHERN  AND  OTHER 
RAILWAY  COMPANIES)  BILL.-(No. 
178.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
ords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
oils,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
ills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
eport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  i  326.] 
rioted. 


.Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
pon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
22.] 

ANAL   RATES,  TOLLS.   AND    CHARGES 

PROVISIONAL       ORDER       (No.       2) 

(BRIDGWATER,  &c.,    CANALS)    BILL. 

(No.  198.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 

lorde  and   Commons    on  Canal  Rates, 

'oils,   and   Charges    Provisional   Order 

^ills    [Provisional    Order    confirmed]  ; 

teport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 

riuted. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
pon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
23.] 

ANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI. 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  3)  (ABERDARE, 
&0.,  CANALS)  BILL— (No.  215.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
xurdfl  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Jills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed] ; 
teport  tp  lie^  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.  . 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
ipoQ  Thursdaj,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
124.] 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  6)  (RIVER  LEA, 
&0.>  BILL.— (No.  254.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
327.] 

CANAL   TOLLS    AND   CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL    ORDER     (No.    7)     <RIVER 
ANCHOLME,  &c.)  BILL.- (No.  263.) 
Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and    Commons   on    Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and    Charges    Provisional    Order 
Bills    [Provisional    Order    confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed,  [Bill 
328.] 

CANAL    TOLLS   AND    CHARGES   PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  8)  (RIVER  CAM, 
*C.)  BILL.— (No.  264.) 
Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 

Lords  and    Commons   on    Canal  Rates, 
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Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
329.] 

CANAL  BATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  9)  (RIVER 
LARKE)  BILL.--(No.  266.) 

Reported  from  the*  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Bill  not  proceeded  with]  ;  Re- 
port to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

CANAL  TOLLS  :AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  10)  (CANALS  OF 
THE  CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH 
BRITISH  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL.— (No.  266.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
330.] 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  II)  (LAGAN,  &€• 
CANALS)  BILL.— No.  267.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
331.] 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  12) 
(GRAND,  &C.,CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  268.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
332.] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to- 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  18)  Bill. 

UNIFORMS  BILL.— (No.  309.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

TROUT   FISHING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 
[Zt^rii*].— (No.  279.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee    report  Progress  ;    to   sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAND) 
(recommitted)  BILL.— (No.  316.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee    report    Progress ;    to  si 
again  To-morrow. 

PLACES    OF    WORSHIP    (SITES)    BILL«- 

(No.  90.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  an«:= 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

POOR  LAW  UNION  OFFICERS  (IRELANEX) 
SUPERANNUATION  BILL.— (No.  240.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  aod 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

TRAMWAYS  BILL.— (No.  72.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

WAYS    AXD    MEANS. 

Consiilered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  towanls  making  good  the 
Supply  grante«l  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  senrioe 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  Biarch 
1895,  the  sum  of  £17,715,550  be  "granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
— (The  Chant'eUor  of  the  Exehequer,) 

Resolution  to  be  reporte<l  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  twentv-five  miautee 

after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  24th  July  1894. 


CHIMNEY    SWEEPERS   BILL.— (No.  132.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN  said, 
it  would  be  unnecessary  to  detain  their 
Ix>rd8hip8  for  any  time  in  explaining  the 
object  of  this  Bill.  Its  object  was  to 
protect  the  public  from  this  work  being 
performed  improperly  and  from  what 
amounted  to  a  considerable  nuisance. 
Obviously  chimneys  must  be  swept,  and 
it  was  equally  obvious  that  they  should 
be  swept  efficiently,  and  that  the  persons 
professing  to  sweep  them  should  be  pro- 
perly qualified  for  the  work.  Accordingly, 

the  Bill  proposed  to  safeguard  the  inno- 
cent householder  (who  would  probably  be 
fast  asleep  at  the  time)  from  being  visited 
by  unqualified  persons  or  by  others  who 
merely  made  chimney-sweeping  a  pretence 
in  order  to  obtain  access  to  houses  for 
totally  different  purposes.  The  Bill  had 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
with  little  comment.  A  precisely  similar 
measure  was  introduced  in  1892  by  Sir 
John  Colomb,  and  afterwards,  in  1893, 
by  Mr.  Labouchere,  and  was  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  though 
it  did  not  come  up  to  their  Lordships' 
House.  That  Bill  was  backed  by  Mr. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  Jacoby,  and  Sir  Francis 
FowelL  Its  sponsors  came  from  each  side 
of  the  House.  He  would  add  that  he 
would  have  to  move  an  Amendment 
subsequently  to  strike  out  a  portion  of 
the  clause.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
The  JSarl  of  Dunraven.) 


The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD 
said,  that  the  Home  Office  had  no  objec- 
tion whatever  to  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

YOL.  XXYII.  [fourth  series.] 


INDQSTRIAL  schools  bill.— (No.  162.) 
THIRD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

*LoRD  LEIGH  said,  the  Home  Office 
had  suggested  that  Clause  1  should  be 
amended  to  read — 

*'  And  every  child  sent  to  an  Industrial 
School,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall,  after 
the  expiration  of  the  period  of  its  detention  in 
such  school,  remain  up  to  the  age  of  18  under 
the  supervision  of  the  managers  of  the  school." 

Every  child  sent  to  an  Industrial  School 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  would  be 
liable  to  be  detained  there  until  the  age 
of  16.  The  effect  of  that  would  be  if  it 
continued  law  that  a  child  committed 
only  up  to  the  age  of  1 4  would  be  obliged 
to  be  detained  until  16.  That  was  an 
oversight,  no  doubt,  which  could  be 
corrected  by  a  verbal  Amendment. 

Viscount  CROSS  said,  he  had  no 
objection  whatever  to  the  Amendment, 
but  thought  the  Home  Office  should  have 
submitted  it  to  the  House  in  print  that 
their  Lordships  might  have  seen  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  said,  he  had  looked  care- 
fully at  the  Amendment,  which  was 
obviously  for  the  purpose  of  remedying 
an  oversight  in  the  original  clause.  That 
oversight,  he  thought,  might  be  judi- 
ciously amended. 

Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 


PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL.— (No.  162.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  174.) 

BOARDS   OP   CONSOLIDATION   BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.112.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next. 

VALUATION    OF     LANDS     (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS  AMENDMENT   BILL  [H.L.], 
(No.  168.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  Amendment,  and  Bill  to  be  read 
3*  on  Thursday  next. 
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.  LOCAL  GQVBBXMBNT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  126.) 
.  House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clodc,  to  Thunday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  24th  July  1894. 


PRIVA  TE    B  USINESS. 


GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY  (No.  1) 
BILL   [Z<irrf#]. 

Lords  Amendments  to  Commons 
Amendments  considered* 

Mr.  W.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said  he  objected,  until  some  reasonable 
arrangement  was  entered  into  by  the 
Railway  Company  with  the  traders  in 
regard  to  the  Schedule  of  Railway  Rates 
and  other  matters. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  a  general  objection 
does  not  hold  good.  If  the  hon.  Member 
has  any  objection  to  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments to  the  Commons  Amendments  it 
will  be  in  onler,  but  a  general  objection 
to  the  Bill  cannot  be  taken  at  this 
stage — after  the  House  has  entered  upon 
the  consideration  of  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments. 


Lords     Amendments     to 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

Q  UE  STIONS. 


Commons 


WORKING  HOURS  ON  SCOTCH 
RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  W.  WIIITELAW  (Perth) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  the  complaints  made  under  the 
Railway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour) 
Act  by  Scotch  railway  servants  have 
been  yet  dealt  with  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ? 


The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  complaint  as  to  the  gatekeepers  on 
a  portion  of  the  North  British  Railway 
has  been  satisfactorily  settled,  and  the 
hours  of  labour  of  the  men  reduced.  The 
Company  has  been  ordered  to  submit  a 
revised  schedule  of  the  hours  of  some  of 
their  drivers,  but  it  has  not  yet  been 
received.  In  the  case  of  the  Caledonian 
drivers  and  firemen,  certain  reductions 
have  been  obtained  from  the  Compi^ny^ 
but  the  Board  of  Trade  are  not  yet  Sfttis* 
fied,  and  communications  are  still,  in 
progress.  Apart  from  the  complaints 
which  were  made  by  railway  servanta, 
the  Board  have,  in  consequence  of  reports 
on  accidents,  made  by  their  inspecting  bffi* 
cers,  called  upon  the  North  British  and  the 
Highland  Companies  for  returns  of  the 
hours  worked  by  some  of  their  signalmen 
and  drivers.  The  Highland  Company 
have  materially  reduced  the  hours  of 
their  men,  but  the  schedule  is  not  yet 
finally  approved  by  the  Board  of  Trade.' 

THE  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  when  he  proposes  to 
put  down  the  Amendment  to  the  Mines 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill  to  carry  out  the  ia* 
tcntion  announced  by  him,  of  providing 
that  the  penalty  for  contravening  the 
Bill  should  not  fall  on  the  employer 
alone  't 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  will  put  it  down 
shortly. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the  Amend«> 
ment  will  be  put  down  by  the  Home 
Secretary  in  his  individual  capacity  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  It  will  be  put  down 
in  my  name. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  And  not  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  ?  I  think  I 
am  fairly  entitled  to  have  u  definite 
answer  as  to  that. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  independent 
attitude  of  the  Government  na  a  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Bill  has  already 
been  exphiined  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  myself  very  strongly  sup- 
port the  measure,  and  I  have  put  down 
the  Amendment   because  I   think  it  will 
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make  the  Bill  a  more  practical  and  more 
workable  measure, 

Mr.  p.  A.  THOMAS  :  Maj  I  take  it 
that  .this  is  the  onlj  Amendment  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  considers  it  neces- 
sarj  to  propose  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No,  Sir  ;  I  do  not 
pledge  myself  to  that. 

IMPORTED   SPIRITS  AND  THBIR  USE. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  ac- 
ceding to  Official  Returns,  1,727,786 
proof  gallons  of  spirits  were  imported 
direct  from  Foreign  Countries  ;  whether, 
in  the  absence  of  definite  information  as 
to  the  uses  in  wbich  this  vast  quantity 
of  imported  spirits  is  absorbed,  he  will, 
in  the  interests  of  taxpayers,  institute  an 
inqairy  respecting  the  conversion  of  this 
foreign  material  into  so-called  native 
manidacture  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  only  ground  for 
8ach  an  inquiry  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
as  18  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
woald  be  that  there  was  an  infringement 
of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act.  In  the 
absence  of  any  information  to  show  that 
the  Act  is  infringed,  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  ground  for  such  an  inquiry.  The 
importation  of  foreign  spirits  so  far  as 
oonoerns  taxes  is  not  a  matter  for  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

SIR  FRANCIS  SCOTT'S  EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
he  will  present  to  Parliament  any  Papers 
relating  to  the  late  expedition  under 
Colonel  Sir  Francis  Scott  against  the 
King  of  Kumassi  and  the  tribes  to  the 
north  of  the  Grold  Coast  Colony,  and 
showing  the  decision  of  the  Government 
in  reply  to  the  application  of  certain 
tribes  for  an  extension  to  them  of 
British  protection  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
BuxTOX,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  Sir 
Francis  Scott's  expedition  was  not 
^*  against  the  King  of  Kumassi  and  the 
tribes  to  the  north  of  the  Gold  Coast 
Colony,"  but  for  the  protection  of  tribes 
within  the  protectorate  against  an  appre- 
hended attack  by  the  Ashantis.  The 
Colonial  forces  did  not  go  beyond  the 
Protectorate.     Her  Majesty's   Govern- 


ment are  in  communication  with  thei 
King  of  Ashanti,  through  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Gold  Coast  Colony,  and  are 
awaiting  the  King's  reply,  and  when  this . 
is  received  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
consider  whether  it  is  desirable  to  lay 
any  Papers. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  The  hon.. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  one  part  of 
my  question,  in  reference  to  the  decision 
of  the  Government  in  reply  to  the 
application  of  certain  native  tribes  to  be 
allowed  to  come  within  the  British  Pro- 
tectorate. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  It  is  correct  that 
an  application  has  been  made  by  certain 
tribes,  and  that  it  is  being  carefully  con- 
sidered in  connect  ion  with  the  communica- 
tion received  from  the  King  of  Ashanti. 

THK  OTTAWA  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  what  arrangements,  if 
any,  are  being  made  for  the  prompt  cir- 
culation of  the  official  shorthand  Report- 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Ottawa  Con* 
ference  amongst  Members  of  the  House  ■. 
and  the  general  public  ;  is  the  Report 
being  printed  in  Canada  for  general  or 
local  circulation  ;  and,  in  the  latter  case, 
will  he  arrange  with  the  High  Commis*- 
siouer  for  Canada  for  a  certain  number 
of  copies  to  be  placed  in  the  Library  of 
the  House  for  purposes  of  immediate 
reference  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  Whatever  the 
Conference  agree  should  be  published 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ;  but  it  is  not 
anticipated  that  the  official  Report  will 
be  ready  for  some  little  time. 

TAXATION  IN  FIJI. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe» 
ther  he  is  aware  that  Lord  Carnarvon^ 
in  sanctioning  the  present  scheme  of 
native  taxation  in  Fiji  on  31st  May, 
1876,  distinctly  stated  that  he  regarded 
it  in  the  light  of  an  experiment,  and  en- 
joined the  then  Governor  (Sir  Arthur 
Gordon)  to  be  particularly  careful  that 
no  hardship  or  oppression  was  inflicted 
on  any  class  of  the  native  population  in 
the  incidence  and  collection  of  the  tax  ; 
whether  any  inquiry  into  the  practical 
working  of  this  experimental  scheme  of 
taxation  has  ever  been  made  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  natives  in  some  dis- 
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tricts  are  virtually  employed  for  the 
greater  part  of  the  year  in  raising  the 
Government  tax  demanded  of  them,  and 
that  their  condition  in  consequence  is  hut 
little  removed  from  slavery ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  recent  native  outhreak  in 
Fiji,  which  was  suppressed  by  the  Go- 
vernor in  person  with  the  loss  of  seven 
lives,  he  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
instituting  an  inquiry  into  the  results  and 
the  practical  operation  of  this  scheme  of 
taxation  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  instruc- 
tions  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  sanctioning  the  scheme  of  native  taxa- 
tion introduced  into  Fiji  are  rightly  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member.  It  has  not  hitherto 
been  considered  necessary  to  direct  that 
an  inquiry  should  be  held  into  the  prac- 
tical working  of  a  scheme  which  it  is 
believed  has,  on  the  whole,  worked  fairly 
well.  The  information  at  our  disposal 
does  not  confirm  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  condition  of  the 
Fijian  native  is,  in  consequence  of  the 
Government  tax,  but  little  removed  from 
slavery.  As  regards  the  last  portion  of 
the  question,  I  can  only  repeat  what  I 
stated  on  the  13th  instant,  that  no  in- 
formation has  been  received  confirming 
the  statements  to  which  attention  is 
drawn  ;  but  if  there  has  been  any  such 
occurrence,  we  shall  doubtless  hear  of  it 
hj  Despatch. 

GOVERNMENT   NEWSPAPER 
PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  can  state  the 
total  number  of  publications  coming 
within  the  definition  of  a  newspaper, 
as  defined  by  Statute,  which  are  pub- 
lished by  Government  Departments,  and 
also  the  name  of  each  newspaper  as  pub- 
lished and  the  name  of  the  person  regis- 
tered as  its  proprietor  ;  and  whether  in 
each  case  tiie  same  personal  responsi- 
bility, criminal  and  civil,  attaches  to  the 
registered  proprietor  as  would  attach  to 
him  were  he  a  private  individual,  or 
whether  that  responsibility  is  by  under- 
standing and  in  practice  understood  to 
be  only  nominal,  and  to  be  covered  by 
the  Treasury  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.Hibbert,  Oldham):  So 
far  as  I  know,  the  only  publications  of 
the  kind   which   appear  to  come  within 
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the  definition  in  the  Act  44  &  45  Viet., 
c.  60,  Section  I,  are  The  London  and 
Dublin  Gazettes^  The  Police  GazeUeSy 
London  and  Dublin,  The  IlluHraied 
Journal  of  Patents^  The  Trade  Marks 
Journaly&nd  The  Customs  Bills  of  Entry. 
I  am  not  aware  whether  these  publica- 
tions are  registered  under  the  Act,  bat  I 
am  making  inquiries.  The  Board  of 
Trade  Journal y  The  Labour  Gazette^ 
The  Kew  Bulletin^  and  the  proposed 
Board  of  Agriculture  Journal  do  not 
appear  to  come  within  the  definition.  I 
am  afraid  that  I  am  not  competent  to 
answer  the  legal  points  rais^  in  the 
question. 

THE  REGULATION  OF  CYCLING. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
great  danger  and  of  the  numerous  acci- 
dents caused  by  the  common  practice  of 
persons  riding  on  bicycles  and  tricycles 
of  passing  other  vehicles  on  the  near 
side  instead  of  on  the  ofiT  side  of  those 
vehicles,  and  of  the  further  danger 
caused  by  the  circumstances  that  bicycles 
and  tricycles,  moving  noiselessly  and 
often  at  great  speed,  give  no  adequate 
notice  of  their  approach ;  whether 
bicycles  and  tricycles  are  in  any  way 
exempt  from  the  ordinary  obligation  to 
conform  to  the  rule  of  the  road  ;  and 
whether  the  police  have  any  power  to 
enforce  their  adherence  to  the  rule  of  the 
road,  and  the  carrying  by  each  bicycle  or 
tricycle  of  a  continuously  sounding  bell 
which  would  give  adequate  notice  of  its 
approach  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  giving  such 
powers  to  the  police,  or  of  taking  such 
other  measures  as  mav  be  calculated  to 
secure  the  carrying  into  efiect  of  these 
precautions  against  accident  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  un- 
doubted Iv  numerous  accidents  are  caused 
by  bicycles  and  tricycles,  but  lie  is  not 
prepared  to  say  that  they  occur  from  the 
causes  suggested.  Bicycles  and  tricycles 
are  carriages^  and  should  conform  to  the 
rule  of  the  road,  and  the  police  as  far  as 
possible  enforce  the  law  as  to  riding  to 
common  danger,  &c.  Cautionary  notices 
are  also  issued  drawing  attention  to  the 
fact  that  all  riders  of  bicycles  and 
tricycles  are  required  to  sound  a  bell  or 
whistle  in  order  to  give  audible  notice  of 
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their  approach,  but  there  is  no  power  of 
enforcing  a  continaous  bell. 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  CONVENTION. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether, 
when  Papers  are  laid  before  Parliament, 
with  regard  to  the  recent  Convention 
with  the  Government  of  the  South 
African  Republic,  those  Papers  will  in- 
clude a  Despatch  from  General  Cameron, 
the  acting  High  Commissioner,  to  Sir 
Petrus  Jacobus  de  Wet,  the  British 
Resident  in  the  Transvaal,  and  an 
official  letter  by  Sir  Jacobus  de  Wet  to 
the  Transvaal  Governipent,  which  fol- 
lowed General  Cameron^s  Despatch  ? 

Mr,  S.  BUXTON  :  These  Papers  re- 
ferred to  have  not  yet  been  received,  and 
it  is  not,  therefore,  possible  at  present  to 
state  whether  they  can  be  published  or 
not. 

PARISH  AND   DISTRICT   COUNCIL 
ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  when  the  Local 
Government  Board  intend  to  issue  Rules 
framed  under  Section  48  of  "  The  Local 
Grovernment  Act,  1894,"  in  relation  to  the 
elections  of  Parish  and  District  Council- 
lors, according  to  Sections  3  and  23  of 
that  Act  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefetrb,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  pre- 
paration of  the  Rules  referred  to  is  being 
proceeded  with,  but  I  am  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  state  how  soon  they  will 
be  ready  for  issue. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :  When  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  the  Parish 
Councils  Act  will  come  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Parish 
Councils  Act  will  come  into  operation 
between  the  10th  and  17th  of  December. 

LIVB  STOCK  TRAFFIC  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi  • 
dent  oi  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
proposed  Railway  Bill  will  contain  a 
clause  to  nullify  the  existing  system  of 
ciHnpelling  the  consignors  of  live  stock  in 
Lreland  to  sig^  consignmeut  notes  under 
which  the  carrying  company  practically 
claima  to.oontract  themselves  out  of  all 


liability  for  delay,  damage,  or  ill-treat- 
ment ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  been  kind  enough  to  bo  a  party  to 
the  negotiations  now  in  progress  with 
regard  to  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Bill  must  be  aware  that  there  is  no  such 
clause  in  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  is 
confined  to  cases  in  which  rates  have 
been  raised  since  1892,  and  it  can  hardly 
be  said  that  consignors  of  live  stock  in 
Ireland  are  compelled  to  sign  owners* 
risk  consignment  notes.  I  trust,  how- 
ever, that  the  Bill  may  be  passed  in  a 
form  in  which  it  will  do  something  to 
meet  the  circumstances  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  complains. 

PRECAUTIONS    AGAINST    CATTLE 
DISEASE  AT  MERSEY  DOCKS. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  with 
reference  to  tbe  representation  made  to 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  on  behalf  of 
the  cattle  importers  of  Liverpool  by 
Messrs.  Simpsou,  North,  and  Johuson, 
solicitors,  that  the  provisions  of  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Auimals)  Act  were 
not  being  carried  out  by  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board,  and  to  the 
reply  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  that,  so  far  as  the  Board 
were  aware,  the  inteutious  of  the  Auimals 
Order  of  1886  were  being  complied  with, 
whether  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  before 
such  reply  was  made,  caused  any  inquiry 
to  be  made  in  Liverpool  with  regard  to 
the  matters  complained  of  in  Messrs. 
Simpson,  North,  and  Johnson's  letter  ; 
and,  if  so,  from  whom  such  inquiry  was 
made  ;  whether  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
caused  any  inquiry  to  be  made  from  the 
cattle  importers  in  Liverpool  ;  and  whe- 
ther any,  and  what,  steps  were  taken  to 
learn  what  fact-s  they  relied  on  in  support 
of  the  representations  made  to  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  on  their  behalf  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gakd- 
NER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Messrs.  Simpson, 
North,  and  Johnson  on  the  2ud  February, 
1893,  stating  that  no  reception  lairs  for 
foreign  cattle  were  provided  by  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  as  re- 
quired by  the  Orders  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, to  which  letter  a  reply  was  sent 
in  the  terms  indicated  in  my  hon.  Friend^s 
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qiicetioD.  No  special  local  inquirf  tras 
made  !□  Liverpool  before  tlie  letter  ms 
answered,  nor  do  I  think  tLat  hucL  in- 
.qiiiry  was  ueceeaary,  for  the  reaiton  tliat 
all  foreign  animals'  wharves  are  con- 
sliiiitlv  under  the  pergonal  supervision  of 
our  luspeclors,  and  those  Inspectors  are 
iti  coQseqiieuce  thorough] j  conversant 
with  the  accommodatiou  provided.  I 
shall  be  ver;  g'^i  however,  to  give  my 
beat  attention  to  abj  further  representa- 
tions which  may  be  made  to  me. 

Mr.  field  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gealleman  receive  a  deputation  ou  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  shall  lie  happy 
to  consider  that  point. 

BHAY  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Government  is  pre- 
imred  to  advise  the  grant  of  £2,000  to 
aid  in  the  coustniction  of  Bray  Harhonr ; 
and  whether  information  lias  been  for- 
warded to  him  showing  that  the  Com- 
mJssioiierR  have  exhau^ited  their  statutable 
powers  of  taxation  in  providing  funds 
tor  this  work,  which  lias  been  under- 
taken for  the  preservation  of  life,  con- 
venience of  the  fishermen,  and  Kwal  ac- 
oominodation  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  An  application  has  been 
received  from  tlie  Bray  Commissioners  in 
connection  with  the  harbour  works.  A 
reply  was  sent  that  inquiries  would  be 
mode  as  to  whether  the  matter  is  one  in 
which  the  Government  could  give  assist- 
ance.    These  inquiries  are  proceeding. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  r  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  receive  a 
deputation  on  the  subject  from  liie  Bray 
Commissioners,  who  fear  that  unless 
something  is  done  before  the  winter  sets 
in  the  £30,000  locally  invested  will  be 
lost? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  he  kind  enough  to  make  that 
application  through  the  ordinary  channels 
— indeed,  I  rather  think  one  has  been 
sent  in — I  will  give  it  the  best  considera- 
tiou  I  can. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  should  like  to  remind 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  hundreds  of 

thousands  of  pounds  are  being  spent  in 

England  to  save  works  of  art,  but  when 
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}t  conies  to  saving  life  at  Bray  there  id  a- 
disposition  to  close  the  purse. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Take  it  out  of  the  Evicleil  Tenants' 
Futid. 

INQOrRIBS    INTO    MINmo 
FATALITIES. 

Mit.  D.  A.  THOMAS  :  I  he,^  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  ho  has  roueiveJ  any  rapre- 
seutatioua  from  colliery  workmen  ia 
South  Wales  in  favour  of  the  appoint- 
ment always  of  a  certain  uumber  of 
practical  miners  ou  such  coroner's  juries 
as  have  to  deal  with  fatalities  that  have 
occurred  in  mines  ;  and  whether  he  is 
empowered  to  give  instructions  to  that 
""  ^t  to  those  who  have  the  callitig  of 
such  juries  ? 

Ma.  ASQUITH  :  1  have  received  the 
representation  referred  to,  but  I  have  do 
power  to  give  any  instructions  iu  the 
matter.  I  may,  however,  mention  that  of 
the  17  jurymen  summoned  for  the  jury 
ill  the  Albion  Colliery  case,  I  am  informed 
that  nine  are  practical  colliers. 

TUB  DKPARTMEMT  OF  MIXKS. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Departmeutwhat  steps,  if  any, have  been 
laken  to  carry  out  the  eleventh  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Miuini;  Royalties  in  favour  of  the  re- 
organisHtiou  oF  the  Department  of  Mines 
in  tlie  Home  Uftice  ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  asking  for  additional  statutory 
powers  to  enable  the  Department  to  oollect 
and  publish  accurals  information  with 
regard  to  minca  and  minerals  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  staff  of  Mines 
In?])«ctors  nnder  the  Home  Office  has 
been  alrougthencd  since  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  on  Mining  Royalties 
bv  the  addition  of  an  Assit  taut  Inspector 
of  Coal  Mines  for  duty  iu  South  Wales  ; 
and  the  appointment  of  three  additional 
Inspectors  under  the  Metalliferous  Mines 
Regulation  Act  is  on  the  point  of  com- 
pletion. The  question  whether  soy  and 
what  further  steps  should  be  taken  (or 
the  re-organisation  recommended  by  the 
Commission  is  engaging  my  attention.  A 
Committee  to  eousider  what  statistics 
relating  to  minerals  should  lie  collected 
and  published  is  at  present  sitting,  and 
until  it  reports  I  am  imable  to  say  whe- 
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ther  it  will  be  necessary  to  ask  for  addi- 
tional statutory  powers  or  not. 

THE  BIUR  HILITARY  SCANDAL. 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  defendants  in  a  recent 
polioe  case,  described  by  the  Press  as  a 
Military  Scandal  at  Birr,  belong  to  the 
Regular  Army  or  to  the  Irish  Militia ; 
and  what  inquiry  is  being  held  by  the 
Military  Authorities  into  the  allegations 
made  against  these  officers  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Banxerman 
(Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  defendants  in  the 
case  at  Birr  are  officers  belonging  to  the 
drd  (Militia)  Battalion  Leinster  Regi- 
ment. The  Field  Marshal  Commanding 
in  Ireland  was  called  upon  for  a  Report, 
and  replied  giving  certain  details,  and 
promising  further  information  8o  soon  as 
the  matter  had  been  before  the  Magis- 
trates at  Birr  ;  but  this  further  Report 
has  not  vet  been  received. 

IRISH  FRANCHISE  ASSIMILATION. 

Dr.  D.  AMBROSE  (Louth,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has 
received  a  communication  from  the 
Drogheda  and  vicinity  Trades  Council 
with  reference  to  the  assimilation  of  the 
Parliamentary,  Municipal,  and  Poor  Law 
franchise  ;  and  can  he  hold  out  any  hope 
in  the  near  future  of  introducing  such 
legislation  as  will  remedy  the  existing 
^tevancee  relating  thereto  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received 
the  communication  referred  to,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  points  to  a  much-needed 
reform  ;  but  in  the  present  state  of 
public  business  it  would  be  impossible 
for  me  to  give  any  undertaking  as  sug- 
gested in  the  question. 

PERTH  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  l)eg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  any,  and 
if  any  what,  decision  has  1>een  come  to 
with  regard  to  the  site  of  the  new  post 
office  in  Perth  ;  and  whether,  if  the  now 
office  is  built  in  a  different  part  of  the 
citj  from  where  the  present  office  is,  a 
aab-office  will  be  established  on  the  site 
of  the  present  head  office,  in  order  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  almost  all  the 
bankers,  solicitors,   and   other  business 


men  of  the  city  who  petitioned  originally 
against  the  removal  of  the  head  office 
from  its  present  position  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
It  has  been  decided  to  provide  a  new 
head  Post  Office  at  Perth  on  u  site, 
offered  by  the  Town  Council,  at  the 
junction  of  the  proposed  new  street  with 
High  Street,  and  arrangements  for 
obtaining  the  site  are  in  progress.  It  is 
proposed,  on  the  opening  of  the  new 
office,  to  establish  a  sul>-office  *  near  the 
site  of  the  present  Head  Office. 

THE  KETTERING  CHARITIES. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamentary 
Charity  Commissioner  why  no  reply  has 
been  given  by  the  Charity  Commission 
to  repeated  inquiries  from  the  Trades 
Council  of  Kettering  and  other  interested 
parties  as  to  the  decision  taken  by  the 
Commissioners  on  the  Report  of  the  in- 
quiry into  the  Ketteriug  Charities  ; 
whether  any  decision  as  to  the  said 
charities  has  yet  been  come  to  ;  and 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners  will 
give  sufficient  notice  to  the  several 
parties  interested  before  taking  final 
action  as  to  the  future  application  of  any 
of  the  funds  in  question,  or  as  to  the 
appointment  of  new  trustees  ? 

The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Sir. 
F.  S.  Stevenson',  Suffolk,  Eye) : 
The  Commissioners,  after  the  local  in- 
quiry held  by  their  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner, found  it  necessary  to  make  further 
investigations  and  inquiries  respecting 
some  of  the  charities  proposed  to  \>e 
dealt  with  in  order  to  ascertain  the  exact 
nature  of  their  powers,  and  tlic  Trades 
Council  were  so  informed.  Considerable 
delay  ensued  in  the  supply  of  further  in- 
formation, and  the  Commissioners  are 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  proceed  with  the 
establishment  of  a  scheme.  The  matter  is, 
however,  under  immediate  consideration, 
and  the  Commissioners  hope  to  come  to  a 
decision  very  shortly.  Full  notice  will 
be  published  of  any  proposed  scheme  or 
appointment  of  trustees. 

FARM  ASSESSMENTS  IN  SUFFOLK. 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Lowestoft)  : 
I  l)eg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  attention 
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has  been  called  to  an  appeal  made  by  a 
farmer  of  Sterufield,  Suffolk,  against  the 
assessment  of  his  farm,  he  being  assessed 
for  the  gross  at  double  his  rent,  a  rent 
fixed  in  open  competition  ;  whether  he 
has  observed  that  the  appeal  to  Quarter 
Sessions  was  unsnccessfuli;  whether  a  man 
can  legally  be  assessed  at  double  his 
competition  rent ;  whether  when  the 
landlord  pays  the  tithe,  the  tenant  is 
entitled  to  have  it  deducted  from  his  rent 
in  fixing  the  gross  assessment  of  the 
holding  ;  and  what  remedy  has  a  tenant 
whose  kssessmeut  is  above  its  legal 
limit  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  facts  connected  with 
the  decision  of  the  Coiu-t  of  Quarter 
Sessions  in  the  case  mentioneil,  except 
those  given  in  the  newspaper  report 
which  I  have  received  from  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  cannot,  of  course,  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  decision  of  the  Court  in 
that  case.  As  regards  the  general  ques- 
tion, gross  estimated  rental  is  the  rent  at 
which  the  property  assessed  might  reason- 
ably be  expected  to  let  from  year  to  year, 
free  of  all  usual  tenants^  rates  and  taxes 
and  tithe  commutation  rent-charge,  if 
any.  The  rent  actually  paid  is  not  con- 
clusive evidence  as  to  the  value.  When 
the  tithe  rent-charge  is  paid  directly  by 
the  owner,  it  should,  I  think,  for  the 
purpose  of  arriving  at  the  gross  esti- 
mated rental  of  a  hereditament  be 
deducted  from  the  sum  at  which  the 
premises  might  reasonably  be  expected 
to  let  from  year  to  year.  There  is  an 
appeal  agaiust  a  poor  rate  to  Quarter 
Sessions,  but  there  is  do  appeal  from 
Quarter  Sessions,  except  that  a  case  may 
be  stated  for  the  opinion  of  the  High 
Court. 

MILITARY  SERVICE  ABROAD. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
there  is  any  recognised  limit  to  the  amount 
of  foreign  service  which  a  regiment  has  to 
perform  without  any  intervening  home 
service  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  limit  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  is  not,  and  there  cannot  be,  any 
specified  limit.  Battalions  are  sent 
abroad  according  to  a  roster,  and  they 
return  home,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the 
same  order.  The  usual  practice  is  to 
relieve  four  battalions  yearly,  and  there 
are  70  abroad  ;  so  that  the  tour  of  foreign 
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service  would  be,  as  regards  the  head- 
quarters of  the  battalion,  about  17  years^ 
The  service  abroad  of  an  individual  is* 
of  course,  much  shorter.  The  formatioa 
of  territorial  regiments  somewhat  dis- 
turbed the  roster ;  but  it  is  gradually  re* 
covering  its  proper  order. 

WALES  AND  THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 

BILL. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flinty  &c.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  how  soon  the  Local 
Government  Act  will  be  ofScially  pub- 
lished in  the  Welsh  language  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  trans- 
lation  has  been  made,  and  the  proofs  are 
now  being  revised.  Copies  will  be  ready 
at  an  early  date. 

THE    RIGHT    OF   PUBLIC  MEETING   IN 
THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ecclesall  Divi- 
sion of  Sheffield,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther the  Transvaal  Volksraad  have 
passed  a  Bill  gravely  restricting  the 
right  of  public  meeting,  forbidding  all 
outdoor  meetings,  and  giving  the  police 
power  to  attend  and  disperse  by  force  of 
arms,  on  their  own  responsibility,  out-of- 
door  meetings,  and  any  other  meeting  of 
more  than  five  persons  ;  whether  the 
severe  penalty  of  two  years'  imprison- 
ment and  £500  fine  is  fixed  for  a  breach 
of  this  law  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  protest  against 
this  grave  infringement  of  the  liberties 
of     British     subjects     resident    in    the 

Transvaal  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  are  now  in 
telegraphic  possession  of  the  purport  of 
the  law  passed  by  the  Volksraad  of  the 
South  African  Republic  on  the  17th 
July.  The  right  of  the  inhabitants  to 
unite  in  meetings  is  ackuowledged,  but 
the  exercise  of  the  right  can,  in  the  in- 
terests of  public  peace,  be  restricted  ; 
meetings  are  prohibited  which  are  in 
conflict  with  public  peace,  having  for 
their  objects  disobedience  or  contraven- 
tion of  laws  and  regulations,  hindrance  to 
persons  in  execution  of  their  duty,  or 
advocating  measures  of  force  or  violence  ; 
also  meetings  of  an  indecent  nature. 
Public  meetings  or  unions  of  persons  who 
meet  in  conference   are  not  allowed  in 
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the  open  air,  Dor  public  addresses  of  anj  of  law,  and  I  hope  the  bon.  Member  will 

kind  in  the  open  air,  nor  processions  of  not   consider    me    to   be  guilty  of  dis* 

whatever  nature,  except  with  the  consent  courtesy  if  I  decline  to  answer  it.   Ihave 

of  the  Grovernment  or  the  Local  Authority ;  no  authority  to  state  the  law  and  no  duty 

the  right  is  given  to  the  police  or  detec-  to  give  an  expression  of  opinion  on  such 

tives  to  enter  public  meetings,  by  force  a  subject. 
if  necessary.      The  Local  Authority  is 

given  power  of  forbidding  under  certain  IRISH  PROBATE  REGISTRY  OFFICIALS, 
conditions  an  assembly  of  more  than  six        ^^^  THOMAS   HEALY  (Wexford, 

persons  m  open  places  or  streets.     What-  jj.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 

ever  may  be  its  merits  or  demerits,  the  Exchequer   whether   the  duties   of    the 

houth  Afn(»n   Republic  appear  to   be  clerks  in  the  District  Registry  Offices  of 

acting   within   their    rights    in   passing  the  Probate  Court,  Ireland,  will  be  largely 

such  a  law.  increased  by  the  operation  of  Clause  13 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Will  the  hon.  ^f  ^y,^  Finance  Bill,  extending  the  juris- 

Gentleman  say  whether  this  is  not  the  jjction   of  Inland    Revenue   officers    in 
state  of  things  which  the  Protestents  of         ^ate   matters;    and   whether,   seeing 

Ireland  were  delivered  from  by  William  ^i^^t  these  clerks  are  in  receipt  of  small 

of  Orange  ?  t    u-  i     i.    t.  ^^^  salaries  with  no  annual  increase, 

MR.  b.  BUXTON  :  I  think  the  hon.  ^ny  addition  will  be  made  in  their  salaries 

Member  had  better  ask  that  question  of  proportionate  to  the  extra  work  thrown 

the  Chief  Secretary  on  them  ? 

Mb.  T.   M.   HEALY   (Louth,   N.)  :        Xhe  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 

•^    o^Jr"^?,'!^ ""  V^  ,  .     .  CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt, Derby): 

Mr.  SPi^KER  :  Order,  order  I  xhe  remuneration  of  thase  clerks  will  be 

THE  TOWER  BRIDGE.  considered  if  it  is  «<>"°^^^°  J^Pf^^^^^^^ 

that  the  existmir   rates  of  pay  are  not 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.):  sufficient. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 

of  Trade  whether  he  will  grant  a  Return  ^gg  INCIDENCE  OF  TAXATION, 

of  the    accidents,    fatal    or    otherwise,        -.      ttft-^^^ttt^t-.vci  /v«rT:»v  /r^ 
which  occurred  during  the  conetruction        Mr    HUMPHRLYS-OWE^  (Corn- 

of  the  Tower  Bridge,  together  with  the  JIT*"'   Lf  "oceston)  :     I    beg  toaek  the 

CAOse  of  the  accidents  and  names  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 

injured  ?  **"  "**'"  ®"*  *''y  "**P®  *  **  *°  inquiry 

Mb.  BRYCE:  The  Board  of  Trade  as  to  the  real  incidence  of  local  taxation, 

have  not  the  materials  to  enable  them  to  f°<^  ^^'^  *•>»*  taxation  should  be  borne 

gnot  such  a  Return.  Under  the  Notice  of  ^7  .  *'»«    *^°    descriptions   of   Pfoporty, 

Accidents   Act  which  has  recently  be-  T'^?  ""^  personalty,  may  be  he  d  during 

come  h»w  they  will,  in  future,  be  pos-  ^^  "f  .^*'  '''*'*  S  '"®'^  ^  legislation  on 

sessed  of  such  materials,  but  the  Act  is  *^V    I^^'^T^X^f^^i^J    r         *     .i  t 
not  retrospective.   I  have,  however,  asked        ^iR  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid  I 

the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  <»«»''0t  f*^  »ny,  '"i«''  •?*1""7    ^^\\  J^ 

to  furnish  the  BoanI  with  the  information  undertaken  in— I  was  going  to  call  it  the 

required,  and-a  copy  of  their  replv  shall  F^sen*  Rece88--but,  at  any  rate,  in  the 

be  Uid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  K®9«8»,  ^>»<'*»  ^  •>»?«  "^^  ''^*"  ^"^^  "*  *" 

early  date. 

GOVERNMENT  LIABILITY  FOR  LIBEL. 
Mb.   GIBSON   BOWLES  :  I  beg  to        THE  MINES   (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 


ask  the  Attorney  General  whether  any 
immunities  from  the'  ordinary  law  attach 
to  any  Government  Department  in  regard 
to  the  publication  of  newspapers  by  that 
Department ;  and,  if  so,  whether  ho  can 
inform  the  House  what  those  immunities 
are? 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiQBT,  Forfar) :  This  is  a  purely 
hypothetical  question  on  an  abstract  point 


Mr,  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  at  least  a 
week's  notice  will  be  given  the  House,  in 
the  event  of  facilities  being  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Government  for  the  House 
pronouncing  a  judgment  on  the  Mines 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  endea- 
vour  to  give  the  best  notice  I  can,  but  I 
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cannot  bind  myself  to  any  particnlar 
time. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  :  I  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  spring  the 
Bill  on  the  House  in  view  of  the  number 
of  pairs  that  are  absent.  Many  hon. 
Members  now  paired  wish  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  which  is  of  a 
non-political  character. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  is  not 
within  my  province  to  meddle  with  the 
delicate  question  of  pairs.  I  agree  that 
it  would  be  most  improper  to  take  the 
Bill  without  notice,  and  I  will  take  care 
to  see  that  notice  is  given. 

Mr.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishops 
Auckland)  :  Is  it  intended  to  take  the 
Bill  before  or  after  Supply  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Before 
Supply. 

TOBAGO. 

-     Colonel     HOWARD     VINCENT 

(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  StAte  for  the  Colonies 
if  it  has  yet  been  settled  how  the  revenue 
of  the  Island  of  Tobago  is  to  be  recouped 
the  loss  of  the  fiscal  duties  levied  before 
its  incorporation  with  Trinidad  ;  and  if 
any  steps  are  contemplated  to  arrest  the 
present  downward  movement,  and  to 
assist  Her  Majesty's  Commissioner  in 
restoring  the  former  prosperity  of  the 
island,  due  to  the  fertility  of  the  soil  and 
beuiguance  of  the  climate  ? 

Mk.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  satisfied  himself  that  the  loss 
of  revenue  to  Tobago  due  to  the  abolition 
of  Import  Duties  between  that  island  and 
Trinidad  is  inconsiderable,  and  that  it  is 
compensated  by  the  advantage  to  the 
Tobago  community  of  freedom  of  trade 
between  the  islands.  The  recent  falling- 
off  of  the  revenue  of  Tobago  was  mainly 
due  to  diminished  production,  caused,  to 
a  great  extent,  by  disputes  between 
planters  and  metayers,  which  has  now 
been  happily  adjusted.  Production 
appears  to  be  now  improving. 

COTTIER  TENEMENTS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  l)een  called  to  a  resolution 
unanimously  adoped  at  the  last  meeting 
of  the  Bally mena  Board  of  Guardians, 
whereby  they  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment  to  pass  a   law    providing  that  no 
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letting  of  a  cottier  tenement  or  sab- 
letting  prior  to  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
shall  debar  a  tenant  from  having  a  fair  rent 
fixed  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Guardians,  as  a  Sanitary  Authority^  pro- 
tested in  their  resolution  against  the 
recent  legal  decisions  on  sub-letting  as 
opposed  to  the  policy  of  the  Labourers 
Acts  and  welfare  of  the  linen  weavers 
and.  tenant  farmers ;  and  whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  Board  consists  of  both 
landlords  and  tenants,  he  will  have  regard 
to  this  unanimous  expression  of  opinion 
when  dealing  with  the  amendment  of  the 
Irish  Land  Laws  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  resolution  in  question. 
As  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  the  Select 
Committee  inquiring  into  the  working  of 
the  Laud  Acts  is  at  present  considering 
the  whole  question  of  sub-letting,  and, 
pending  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  it 
would  be  premature  for  me  to  express  an 
opinion  in  the  miitter  referred  to. 

RIGHTS  OF  POLICE  SEARCH. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E,)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  13th  of  May  and  on 
the  2nd  July  1894,  Sergeant  Thomas 
Gillick,  of  Crusheen  Police  Station, 
stopped  and  searched  Michael  Tierney 
on  the  public  roads,  near  his  own  house, 
near  Crusheen  ;  and  whether  the  police 
have  any  authority  to  stop  and  search 
people  in  this  way  ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
the  practice  will  be  put  an  end  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
on  the  night  of  the  1 3th  of  May  last 
Michael  Tierney  was  met  on  the  public 
road  by  Sergeant  Gillick,  and  that  the 
latter,  suspecting  Tierney  might  be 
carrying  firearms  in  contravention  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  asked' his  per- 
mission to  search  him,  and  did  so  with 
his  permission.  The  sergeant  did  not 
meet  Tierney  on  the  2nd  July.  The 
lK>lice  have  power  under  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  to  arrest  and  convey 
l)efore  a  Magistrate  any  person  reasonably 
suspected  of  having  unlicensed  arms  in  a 
proclaimed  district,  but  they  do  not  resort 
to  this  power  except  in  cases  where  the 
suspected  person  declines  to  allow  him- 
self to  be  examined. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Then  am  I  to 
gather  that  unless  the  person  so  stopped 
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HiBNIX  PARK   KEflULATIOyS. 
Mil.  T.  M.   HEALV  :    I    l-es  <"  "sk 
IB  SecreWry  to  tlie  Ti->aHury  bave  llie 
'•t»nl   of  Worku,  while   exteuJinK  tlie 
Viteges  for  eqtieslriaii^  who  play  [wlo 
the   Phoenix   Parle,  iHSueii  irew  ruleH 
iiriutiug  privilege*  formerly  enjoyed  by 
bicvclistH   in   the  iixe  of  tlie'psrk  roaJs  : 
uiiiJer  what  statute  ilo  tbey  propose  toen- 
forae  this  rale,  iiml  what  are  the  peanl- 
for  disobedience  ;  is  it  the  fact  that 
Court  of  Queen's  Beiiuh  was  obliged, 
years  ago,  to  ifiiash  n.  eonviction  for 
irions  ilriviug  in  the  park  mode  in  ibe 
Ustropolitan  Police    Court  :    have    tlie 
Board  of  Works  aoquireil  any  fresh  statu- 
tory powers  si  iiee  tiiat  dale;    and  have 
market  gardsners  and  others  at  the 
itrawberry  Beds  had  their  old  rights  to 
~-  the  piirk  roads  restored  to  them  ? 
IirJ.  T.  niBBKBT:  lam  informed 
;  the  privileges  of  equestrians  who 
ly  polo  in  the  Plioenix  Park  have  not 
in  extended,  nor  have  any  rules  been 
iued  limiting  the  privileges  of  ontinary 
lists.      For  some  years   cycle    clubs 
ve  been  allowed  to  hold  races  on  the 
rk  roads,  applicjition  for  special  per- 
for  the  particular  day  and  hour 
ling  m&Oe  ia  each  case  by  the  represeu- 
ittv68  of  the  clubs.     There  were  at  first 
races  and  few  competitors  ;  recently 
eiionaous  im^rease  iu  both  races  and 
impetitors,  accompanied  by  the  altend- 
loe    of    professional    bookmakers,  has 
mted  such  a  condition  of  afTnirs  that 
Commissioner  of    Police  has  called 
le  attention  of  the  Board  of  Works  to 
pnhlic  nuisance  and  danger  thereby 
iQBtitnlcd.     Ab  the  permissinn  to  hold 
e  races  given  by  the  Board   of  Works 
imewlmt  hampered  the  discretion  of  the 
lice  in  dealing  with  the    matter,  the 
lanl  have  decided   to  limit  the  races 
yemr  to  a  purtii-utar  course,  and  not 
sue  permissions  to  race  in  the  next 
an.     The  passes  to  the  market  gar- 
deners   have    Iteen    extended     to    31st 
March,  1B95,  to  enable  the  question  of 
the  CoBnty  Uoads  to  he  brought  before 
the  G-rand  Jury  of  the  County  Dublin  at 
their   next   meeting  for  fiscal   business. 
The  coDTJction  referral  to  in  the  3rd  para- 
graph was  ftUowed  to  be  quashed,  as  the 


I  informal  ;  the  ijuegtion  of! 
law  was  not  before  the  Court.  The  I 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  have  not  | 
acquired  auy  fresh  statutory  powers  si 
that  date. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  When  the  r 
viction  was  allowed  to  be  quasheil   be-  I 
cause  it  was  iaformsl,   was   the   Crown  J 
represented  at  the  hearing  ? 

•SmJ.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No.  Sir;  tha  | 
Crown  did  not  appear. 

RICHMOND  IMUSON. 
Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I   l>eg  I 
lite  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liel^■| 
tenant  of  Ireland  if  it  is  under  Set 
of "  The  Prisons  Act,  J  877,"  that  the  Irish  I 
Prisons    Board    hundoil  over    Kichmoildl 
Prison  to  the  War  Departmunt ;  if  so,  in  I 
whom  ia  the  property  now  vested,  and 
under  what  conditions  :  was  there  a  deed 
of  grant  or  assigumeut  ;  and,  if  so,  where 
can    it   be    inspected  ;    was   the   Dublin 
Corporation,  which  expended  £110,000 
on  the  prison,  consulted  ;  and   would  it 
be  possible  to  pr&sent  to  Parliament  any 
Papers   or   correspondence  exhibiting  t 
view   of   the    transaction    between    lh< 
Prisons    Board   and    the    War    Depart- 1 

Mk.J.MORLEV  :  It  was  under  Seu.J 
lion  31    of  the   Prisons  Act,  1877,  that  | 
the   Irish    Prisons    Board    handed 
Richmond  Prison   to    the   War  Depart'J 
inenl,  iu  wh»m  it  is  now  vested,  subjects 
to  the  payment  Ay   that  DcparimenC  of  I 
an  auuiml  ground  reut  of  £137  4s.  4d.  fori 
such  period  as  the  Secretary  of  Stute  fori 
War  may  deem  expedient.     There  is  no  I 
deed  or  grant  of  assignment  as  snggestefll 
in    the    question,    nor   was   the    Dublin   [ 
Corporation  consulted  in  the  matter— nc 
such  step  having  been  required  either  in 
England   or    Ireland  on    the  closing  of 
«  prison  under  the  Act  of  1877.     With 
regard   to  the  Qnal  paragraph,  1   would 
draw  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend's iitteu- 
tion  to  the  Parliamentary  Return  No.  343 
of    1892,  containing  a  statement  nf  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  closing 
of    the    Richmond    Prison,   and    Ueturn 
No.  14,  Session  3  of  same  year,  prepared 
nt  the  War  Office,  relative  to  expenditure  J 
on  the  prisou. 

Mil.  T.  M,  HEALY  :  If  there  w 
deed  of  nssignment  the  War  UlTice  ar«| 
tenants  at  will,  and  can  be  ejected  at  any 
time  by  the  Prisons  Board. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  I  do  not  km 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  sak  the 
Secretarjr  of  State  tor  Wwt  to-morrow, 
ftnd  see  what  he  SMja. 

CUSTOMS  DDTIKS  AT  THK  CAPS. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (LoDdon  Uni- 
Tersity)  :  I  beg  to  ftsk  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Coloniee  whether, 
in  regard  to  the  correspondeDce  betweeu 
Mr.  Rhodes  aad  the  Imperial  Gorem- 
ment  as  affecting  Cuetoros  Daties,  any 
proposition  was  uiade  by  the  former  to 
allow  a  general  preferential  treatment  of 
British  goods  at  the  Cape ;  aad,  in 
that  case,  what  answer,  if  any,  has  been 
sent? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  No  proposal  wae 
made  by  Mr.  Rhodes  to  the  Imperial 
GoTernmeut  to  allow  a  general  pre- 
ferential treatment  of  British  goods  at 
the  Cape.  The  only  proposal  made 
referred  simply  to  MatabeleUnd  and 
Mssfaonaland,  and  information  regarding 
it  will  be  found  in  Blue  Book  No.  177. 

THE  OTTAWA  CONFERBNCB 
CoLOSKL  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if,  now  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  learnt  from  the  Earl  of 
Jersey,  Her  Majesty's  Commtsaioner  at 
the  Empire  Conference  at  Ottawa,  the 
earnestness  of  the  desire  of  the  great 
self-govemiug  Colonies  for  the  removal 
of  all  Treaty  obstacles  to  the  development 
of  trade  within  the  British  Empire,  and 
the  cultivation  and  extension  of  the 
mutna!  and  profitable  interchange  of 
British  products  upon  a  more  favourable 
footing  than  that  on  which  trade  is 
carried  on  with  other  countries,  even  at 
the  sacrifice  of  Colonial  revenue,  prompt 
steps  will  be  taken  towards  this  end, 
and,  ns  a  commencement,  the  despatch 
to  the  British  South  Africa  Company  of 
lltb  June,  1891,  peremptorily  refusing 
the  spontaneouH  offer  of  better  terms  for 
ever  for  British  over  foreign  goods  in 
Mntabeleland  and  Mashonaland  will  l,e 
withdrawn  ? 

Mk.  S.  BUXTON  ;  When  Lord 
Jersey  reports  on  what  passed  at  the 
Conference  his  Report  will  be  considered. 
Naturally,  until  then,  no  action  will  !« 
taken.  It  is  not  proposed  to  withdraw 
the  Despaleb  referr&l  to,  the  purport  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  mis-described 
in  his  question. 


Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 

beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the  Colonud 
Estimates  I  shall  eall  attention  to  the 
action  of  the  Secretary  of  State  on  thie 
matter. 

BEHAR  CADASTRAL  8UBVBT. 
Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Deputy  Magistrate  of  Gapatgunge,Behar, 
in  the  case  of  the  "  Empress  v.  Jageswar 
Rai  and  others,"  tried  on  15th  January, 
1891,  in  which  a  Goyernment  Surveyor, 
under  tbe  Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  and 
another  person  ofBcially  described  M 
"  tbe  hanger-on  of  the  Surveyor,"  charged 
a  number  of  ryots  with  beating  them  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Uagistr«te 
found  that  the  complaint  of  the  Surveyor 
and  his  hanger-on  bad  only  been  lodged 
10  hours  after  one  of  tbe  ryots  had  com- 
plained to  tbe  police  of  having  been 
beaten  by  tbe  Survey  party  for  refusii^, 
as  lie  alleged,  to  give  them  rations  ;  also 
that  tbe  story  of  the  Surveyor  and  hu 
hanger-on  was  absurd  and  improbable ; 
that  it  certainly  was  not  tbe  truth,  and 
had  apparently  been  concocted  ;  and  that 
they  had  been  simply  seeking  to  intimi- 
date the  ryot,  while  the  story  of  the  ryot 
was  found  to  be  a  more  probable  narra- 
tive, and  fined  the  ryot,  tbe  hanger-on, 
and  the  Inspector  of  tbe  Behar  Cadastr&l 
Survey  20  nipees  apiece  ;  and  that  the 
judgment  state<l  that  the  police  had 
taken  no  action  on  receiving  tbe  com- 
plaint of  the  ryot,  except  to  send  him  to 
'  pital  for  liis  wound,  but  that  on 
'ng  the  Surveyor's  complaint,  10 
afterwunls,  they  had  taken  imme- 
diate action  on  the  latter  complaint,  the 
hanger-on  being  also  sent  to  hospital  the 
day  with  a  wound  similar  to  the 
ryot's  ;  and  whether  the  Papers  in  this 

sc  can  be  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  kor 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  have  received  no  Report 
matter,  but  I  will  make  inquiries 
as  to  it. 

EVICTED  TENANTS  IN  IllELAND. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  aek 
tiie  Ciiief  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  any 
progress  has  been  made  with  tbe  Return 
promised  as  to  tbe  number  of  evicted 
farms    taken    by  new  tenants  since  tbe 
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■ittiDgs  of  the  Uathew  CommiBsiou,  in 
ooDdnnation  of  Uie  Return  up  to  that 
dftte? 

Mb.  J.  UORLEY  :  I  have  directed 
the  Return  to  be  proceeded  with  as  ex- 
peditionsl/  as  possible.  I  will  inquire 
how  far  it  has  gone. 

Mb.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  CoUege 
Greeb) ;  Will  the  Return  distinguish  be- 
tween the  farms  let  to  old  tenautB  and 
thoae  to  new  tenants  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  should  think 
so.  It  will  be  a  continuation,  in  form,  of 
the  first  Return,  at  all  events. 

aOUHANDBBRINO  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  MACDONA  (South  wark,  Rother- 
hitbe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
ti  State  for  the  Colonies,  towhomi  have 
given  private  notice  of  thequestioa,  whe- 
ther he  knows  anything  of  the  statemeats 
made  in  a  telegram  in  The  Standard, 
dated  "Johannesburg,  Monday,"  to  the 
effect  that  General  Joubert  has  impressed 
a  number  of  British  subjects  at  Zout- 
■paosberg  into  the  Boer  Army,  and  that 
among  the  conscripts  is  an  English 
joomalist  who  bad  given  offence  by  his 
erittcism  of  the  Boer  campaign  ? 

Mr.  S.  BCXTON  :  I  know  nothing  of 
this  telegram,  and  as  the  South  African 
Republic  bas  released  those  British  sub- 
jecte  whom  it  had  impressed,  by  reason 
of  the  Convention  we  hope  to  couclude 
with  the  Republic,  if  any  others  have 
been  impressed  it  must  have  been  done 
under  a  misapprehensl^ii,  and  no  doubt 
they  will  be  released  also. 

Mb.  MACDONA  :  Will  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take  measures  to  secure  the 
safety  of  British  subjects  ? 

Mr.  B.  BUXTON  :  They  have  been 
doing  so. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


(London)  Bill. 


EQUALISATION  OF  RATES  (LONDON) 
BILL,— <No.  124.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
•The  president  of  thi  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lsfbtbe,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  Bill 
whieli  I  have  the  honour  to  move  the 
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Second  Reading  of  is  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  effect  to  a  Reeolution,  carried 
unanimously  in  February  of  last  year, 
that  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
further  equalisation  of  rates  throughout 
the  Metropolis.  That  Motion  was 
debated  through  the  best  part  of  the 
night ;  and  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
there  was  no  opponent  to  the  Motion. 
It  was  universally  admitted  that  the 
state  of  things  with  regard  to  the 
inequality  of  rating  which  prevailed  in 
the  Metropolis  was  such  as  urgently 
needed  reform  ;  and  it  was  shown,  in  the 
course  at  the  Debate  to  which  I  have 
referred,  haw  unequally  the  rates  pressed 
on  the  poorer  districts.  It  may  be 
said  that,  as  a  rule,  the  rates  of  the 
Metropolis  vary  inversely  with  the 
wealth  of  the  districts.  The  rich 
dislricta  are  lightly  rated  in  proportion  to 
their  wealth,  and  the  poor  districts  are 
heavily  rated  in  proportion  to  their 
poverty,  and  no  one  who  looks  at  that 
state  of  things  can  doubt  that  it  requires 
some  remedy  at  the  hands  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. I  need  not  remind  the  House  that 
this  state  of  things  arises  from  the  circum- 
stance that  Loudon,  unlike  other  towns, 
is  divided  into  a  number  of  separate 
districts,  with  separate  management  and 
separate  rating  powers  as  regards  local 
matters,  and  from  the  fact  that  the 
people  of  wealth  are  aggregated 
together  in  a  few  districts  in  the 
Centre  and  West,  white  the  poor  are 
collected  together  in  separate  districts 
in  the  East,  North,  and  South.  This 
fact  is  very  clearly  brought  out  by 
the  very  remarkable  diOerence  in  the 
valuation  assessment  per  head  of  the 
population  in  different  parts  of  London. 
In  the  East  the  assesBmeut  of  valuation 
per  head  of  the  population  is  small; 
in  the  Centre  and  West  it  is  very 
high.  In  Bethnal  Green  the  valua- 
tion is  £3  68.  per  head  of  the 
population ;  in  Mile  End  Old  Town, 
£3  lOs.;  in  Plumstead,  £3  9b.; 
and  in  St.  -  George's  -  in  -  the  -  East, 
£4  4b.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the 
wealthy  parishes  the  ease  is  very 
different.  In  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  the  valuation  is  £23  12a.  per 
head  of  the  popalatiou  ;  in  St.  James's, 
WestmioBter,  £29  16b.  ;  and  in  the  City 
of  London  the  valuation  reaches  the  enor- 
mouci  amount  of  £110  per  head  of  popu- 


/ 


815      EqtialisaUon  of  Sates       {COMMONS} 


(London)  Bill. 


816 


latioD.  It  follows  that  a  rate  of  Id, 
in  the  £1  per  head  of  the  population 
produces  in  the  Citj  of  Loudon  about  30 
times  as  much  as  in  St.  George^s^in-the- 
East ;  and  a  rate  of  Id.  in  the  £1  per 
head  of  the  population  produces,  in 
St.  George^s,  Hanover  Square,  nearly 
seven  times  as  much  as  in  St.  George*s-in- 
the-£ast.  The  House  will  easily  see 
how  serious  a  matter  any  additional  ex- 
penditure, such  as  the  appointment  of  a 
Sanitary  Inspector,  must  be  to  the 
poorer  parishes  as  compared  with  the 
favoured  parishes  in  the  West  End.  In 
spite  of  the  efforts  which  Parliament  has 
made  from  time  to  time  to  equalise  the 
rates  as  between  the  rich  and  poor  dis- 
tricts, there  is  still  a  very  great  difference 
in  the  rates  levied.  Thus  in  Bermondsey 
the  rates  in  1893  reached  the  crushing 
amount  of  Ts.  6d.  in  the  £1  ;  in  Bow, 
7s.  lid.;  in  Rotherhithe,  7s.  dd. ;  in 
Camberwell,  6s.  6d.  ;  in  Bethnal  Green, 
6s.  lOd.  ;  in  St.  George Vin-the-East, 
6s.  Id. ;  and  in  Mile  End,  6s.  8d.  In  the 
wealthy  districts  the  reverse  is  the  case. 
In  the  City  of  London,  which  is  divided  into 
over  100  parishes,  each  separately  rated 
for  certain  purposes,  the  rates  amounted  on 
an  average  to  4s.  lOd.  ;  in  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  to  4s.  8d. ;  in  St. 
James's,  Westminster,  to  48.  Id.  ;  in 
St.  Martin's,  to  5s.  Id.  ;  and  in  St.  Mar- 
garet's to  4s.  lid.  It  will  be  seen,  there- 
fore, that  at  the  present  moment  the  rates 
in  the  poorer  portions  of  the  Metropolis 
are  50  per  cent.,  and  in  some  cases  as 
much  as  90  per  cent,  higher  than  the 
rates  in  the  wealthier  districts.  But  the 
difference  between  rich  and  poor  districts 
in  this  matter  becomes  more  glaring  when 
we  subtract  that  portion  of  the  rates 
which  represents  the  common  expenditure 
levied  on  the  whole  of  the  Metropolis — 
namely,  the  expenditure  of  the  County 
Council,  the  School  Board,  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board,  and  the  equalised 
Poor  Law  expenditure,  which  amounts  in 
all  to  about  3s.  dd.  in  the  £1.  Subtract- 
ing that  36.  3d.  from  the  total  rate,  it 
appears  that  the  unequalised  part  of 
the  rate  is  equivalent  to  4s.  3d.  in 
Bermondsey,  3s.  7d.  in  Bethnal  Green, 
4s.  2d.  in  Rotherhithe,  and  38.  3d.  in 
Camberwell ;  while  in  the  City  it  is  only 
Is.  7d.,  in  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
Is.  5d.,  in  St.  Martin's  Is.  lOd.,  while 
in  St.  James's,  Westminster,  it  is  only 
lOd.     It  appears,  therefore,  that  in  re- 
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speet  of  the  unequalised  parts  of  the 
rates,  the  poor  parishes  pay  three,  four, 
or  five  times  as  much  as  the  ricbw 
parishes.  But  that  is  not  the  only  dis- 
advantage of  the  poor  parishes.  It  is 
notorious  that  the  valuation  of  bouses  is 
on  a  much  higher  scale  in  the  poor 
parishes  than  in  the  rich  parishes.  In 
order  to  make  the  rate  in  the  £1  appear 
as  light  as  possible,  the  valuation  in 
poor  parishes  is  screwed  up  as  high  as 
possible,  while  in  the  rich  districts  the 
inducement  is  to  keep  the  valuations  low  in 
order  to  conceal  invidious  comparisons  as 
to  the  great  difference  in  the  rate  in  the 
£  1  as  compared  with  poor  districts.  This 
disparity  between  rich  and  poor  districts 
is  continually  growing,  and  the  difference 
would  have  been  far  greater  if  Par- 
liament had  not  already  interfered  to 
equalise  the  rates.  Three  efforts  have 
been  made  in  this  direction  in  respect  of 
the  Poor  Law.  In  1867  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy,  now  Lord  Cranbrook,  threw  the 
cost  of  the  Poor  Law  establishment  on  a 
common  fund  to  be  supported  out  of  a 
rate  levied  over  the  whole  of  London. 
In  1870  this  was  carried  a  step  further 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membor 
for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  ^fao 
charged  to  the  common  fund  the  sum  of 
5d.  per  head  per  diem  in  respect  of 
indoor  paupers.  By  these  two  operations 
equalisation  has  been  effected  to  an  ex- 
tent of  what  now  represents  £1,200,000. 
In  1888  this  principle  was  carried  a 
little  further  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  who  distribu- 
ted the  Indoor  Pauper  Grant,  amounting 
to  £320,000,  among  the  ratepayers  of 
London,  not  iu  proportion  to  the  rateable 
value  of  the  parishes,  but  at  the  rate  of 
4d.  per  head  per  diem  iu  respect  of  indoor 
paupers.  That  principle  is  a  very  sound 
one,  but  I  do  not  thiuk  it  was  happily 
carried  out  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  because  that 
particular  distribution  of  the  Indoor 
Pauper  Grunt  has  been  stereotyped  for 
all  time,  and,  therefore,  parishes  which 
may  iucrease  in  population  will  not  get 
the  benefit  of  an  increased  grant. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby) :  Even  though  they  may  have 
more  indoor  paupers. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  hon. 
Member  will  see  by  the  Act  that  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  Indoor  Pauper  Grant  has 
been  stereotyped  according  to  the  pro- 
portion   of    paupers    existing    in    1888. 
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iiilt  of  llieae  tliree  openitioiiB  in 

I  direction  of  equalUiDg  tho  rates  is 

tbe    wealthy    puriflbeM    bave    Ijoen 

led  itpou  to  pay  coueiilorably  to  the 

Ueii  of  maiuiainiug  the  poor  iu  the 

irer  districts.     Tbe  Citjr  of   Londoii 

fctribuies  7^1.  iu  tlie  £1,  Si.  GeorgeV, 

nnnver  Siiiiars,  5d.,  Wcstmiuster  3d,, 

tfensJDgton     3Jd.,     PaddingtoQ      -ijd., 

Hampstead      6Jd.,     while     the     jmorer 

districts      receive      a      large      beuefit. 

St.     George's-in-tiie-KaHt     is     relieved 

to    the   esteut    of    28.    7d.   io    the   £l, 

Betbnal  Green    U.   6d.,    Mile  End  Old 

Town    lid.,   Whitechapel  ejd.,  Stepney 

^Jid,,     I'o^lar      liid.,     Sborediteh      6d. 

^^|K  all    Id    uuIouH    and    parishes    receive 

^^^■benefit    from    these    operations,    and 

^^RF'have    to    eouCribiite    out    of    their 

^^«tM    for      tlie     relief    of    the     others. 

r    should     here    BtAle    that    Ihe    object 

•>!   the   operations    in     1867    and    187U 

was  Dot  merely  I  o  relievo  the  .ratepayers 

of  the  poorer  distrietB  of  an  intolerable 

burden,  but  to  enable  tbe  anthorlties  in 

.such   dlHtricls   better   to    perforin    their 

duties  to  ibe  poor.      I  find  that  tbe  right 

iton.    Gontleinau    tbe    Member    for  St. 

(Jeorge's,  Uauover  Square,  speaking  in 

1870  of  the  scheme  of  his  predecesssor, 

^^L-.  Gathorne  Hardy,  in  1867  said — 

^^bih  we 


Bfi«fore  tbe  eqiinlJBation  ol  ratcB  parisl^ea 
"""  rere  overbunlened  with  rates  fmntij 
d  the  iieceaaity  frjr  an  (ncrea«ed  number 
Blelieving  officers  and  paid  nurses,  but  were 
nnable  to  au|^n  further  expenditure  for  the 
parpoM  ;  but  aa  soon  aa  the  burden  of  taxatinn 
became  more  evenly  itistribat3(l,  they  then  re- 
cognised the  necaeitj  forincreasing  their  staff 
and  not  without  good  results.  I  hal!  the  in- 
create  In  tbe  nnmber  of  rebering  offioera  as  one 
of  Ihe  very  i^saCeat  advantaf^CH  which  has  re- 
sulted from  the  new  Bystcui." 

I  oonfinn  these  remarks.  I  desire  to  call 
tbe  attention  of  tlie  right  hod.  Geutleman 
tbe  Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  to  the  proposal  contained  in  this 
Bill,  for  I  shall  presently  show  that  pre- 
cisely tlie  same  argument  is  applicable  to 
tbe  present  scheme.  There  is  another 
important  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
the  partiaularattention  of  tiio  House.  In 
spite  of  tbeae  efforts  in  relief  of  Ihe 
poorer  parishes,  the  disparity  which 
exists  between  them  aud  the  rich  parishes 
ia  even  greater  than  it  was  iu  1867  and 
1870,  for  tbe  burden  of  rates  of  the  poorer 
ptirisbes  'u  greater,  and  is  ever  increasing. 
I  bave  here  a  very  remarkable  Return, 
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which  shows  bow  rapidly  tbe  rs 
have  been  growing  in  the  poor'  I 
parishes  as  compared  with  the  wealthy 
parishes  of  the  Metropolis.  I  own  1 1 
greatly  startled  at  the  increase  of  the 
rates  in  the  poor  parishes  even  since  lust'  I 
year  ;  ami  I  beg  to  say  that,  strong  as  the"  , 
ease  was  for  this  measure  last  year,  it  iS  ' 
infinitely  stronger  at  the  present  moment, 
because  of  this  enormous  growth  of  the 
rates  In  the  poorer  parts  of  the  Metropolis. 
I  find  that  in  the  rates  levied  iu  1893  aa 
compared  with  the  rates  of  tbe  previous 
year  there  was  an  increase  in  Poplar  of 
Is.  2^d.  ;  in  Lambeth  of  lid.;  in 
Bow,  8d. ;  iu  Camber  well,  6d.,  and  so  on  ; 
whereas,  on  tbe  other  liand,  when  I  come 
to  the  rich  parishes  I  find  that  in  St. 
iTames'a,  Westminster,  there  was  an  In- 
crease  of  Id.;  in  St.  Mary's,  Strand,  a 
decrease  of  Id.,  and  iu  St.  Georgo'n, 
Hanover  Square,  au  increase  of  ^d. 
Therefore,  tbe  argument  in  favour  of  a 
measure  such  us  I  am  now  proposing  haa 
become  greatly  strengthened  year  by 
year,  and  if  the  Bill  be  not  adopted  it 
will  liecome  still  stronger  aud  more 
urgent  in  the  years  to  oome.  The  dis-  , 
parity  as  regards  the  Increase  of  rates  1 
between  the  rich  parishes  and  the  poor 
parishes  is  due  to  three  main  causes.  In 
the  lirst  place,  there  is  an  uuequnlised 
portion  of  the  I'oor  Law  expenditure — 
the  total  of  which  is  £820,000  a 
year  on  the  average ;  and  it  may  1 
be  said,  roughly,  that  the  poor  rate  1 
in  the  poor  parishes  is  50  per  cent, 
higher  thnn  in  the  wealthy  parishes.  The 
second  cause  of  inequality  is  that  the 
rates  for  common  expenditure  are  not 
levied  by  an  equal  rate  over  the  whole 
Metropolis,  but  tbe  contribution  for  each 
parish  is  calculated  and  a  demand  is  made 
on  the  parish,  and  ns  tbe  leakage  of 
rates  from  empties  and  the  difficulties  of 
collection  are  far  greater  in  the  poor 
parishes  than  in  the  rich  parishes  tbts 
has  to  be  provided  for  by  an  additional  rate 
III  order  to  meet  tbe  demands  of  tbe 
County  Council.  The  leakage  in  the 
different  parts  of  London  is  showu  by  % 
Return  which  has  l>eeu  laid  on  the  Table. 
I  think  it  a  very  luteresting  nn<l  siguiH- 
cant  Return.  It  shows  that  the  leakage 
in  Ibe  City  of  London  is  3  per  cent., 
eqnul  10  2d.  upon  a  rate  of  49.  lOtI',, 
while  in  the  poorer  parishes,  such 
Bermondsey  and  Betbnal  Green, 
leakage  amounts  to  15  per  cent.,  which 
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in  their  cases  is  equivalent  to  Id^d.  It 
is  obvious  from  this  that  the  difficulty  of 
collecting  the  rates  through  the  house- 
holders beiug  unable  to  pay  amounts,  in 
the  case  of  the  City  of  London,  to  only 
2d.  in  the  £1,  whereas  in  Bethnal 
Green  it  amounts  to  as  much  as  Is.  l^d. 
in  the  £1. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  Does  that  include  com- 
pounding ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  It  does; 
but  compounding  counts  for  a  very  small 
part  of  it — in  the  case  of  Bermondsey, 
only  one-fourth  of  this  Is.  1^. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
aware  that  13,815  out  of  16,000  in 
Bethnal  Green  are  compounding? 

♦Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  not 
made  an  estimate  as  to  Bethnal  Green, 
but  I  have  made  it  in  the  case  of  Ber- 
mondsey, and  as  the  result  I  find  that  it 

is  only  one-fourth.  The  other  three- 
fourths  relate  to  the  difficulty  in  collec- 
tion in  respect  of  other  property.  The 
poor  parishes  suffer  greatly  in  regard  to 
difficulty  of  collecting  the  rates  in  com- 
parison with  the  richer  districts  of 
London.  The  third  cause  of  inequality 
is  even  more  important,  in  that  no 
equalisation  has  been  attempted  in  re- 
spect of  the  general  and  sanitary  rate — the 
expenditure  on  this  head  amounts  to  over 
£2,000,000  a  year — and,  roughly  speak- 
ing, it  may  be  said  that  the  poor  parishes 
pay  double  the  amount  that  the  rich  ones 
do,  though  the  necessities  of  the  poorer 
parishes  in  respect  of  sanitary  purposes  is 
at  least  as  great,  if  not  greater,  than  in 
the  richer  parishes.  I  find  that  in  St. 
George^s,  Hanover  Square,  the  rate  is 
9^d. ;  in  St.  Jameses,  Westminster,  6^.; 
in  St.  Martin's,  ll^d. ;  while  in  Ber- 
mondsey it  is  Is.  8^d. ;  in  Bethnal  Green, 
Is.  8d. ;  in  Mile  End  Old  Town,  Is.  8d.; 
Newington,  Is.  9d. ;  and  in  other  poorer 
parishes  somewhat  less,  but,  at  any  rate, 
far  greater  than  it  is  in  the  richer 
parishes.  It  will  perhaps  l>e  said  that 
this  excess  of  expenditure  in  the  poor 
parishes  is  due  to  extravagant  and  bad 
management.  I  can  only  say  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  very  best  authorities  at 
the  Local  Government  Board  there  is  no 
general  ground  for  a  charge  of  this  kind, 
but  rather  the  reverse.      If  any  charge 
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of  that  kind  is  to  be  made  against 
any  of  the  Local  Authorities — and  I  am 
far  from  making  any — I  should  say  that 
the  extravagance,  if  any,  is  to  be  found 
in  the  rich  parishes  and  not  in  the  poor. 
I  do  not  complain  of  any  of  them.  I  do 
not  think  that  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  pays  more  than  it  should  do  for 
sanitary  purposes.  There  is,  of  course, 
a  difference  in  the  management  of  some 
as  compared  with  others.  But,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  best  authorities,  the  poor 
parishes  do  not  expend  what  they  ought 
to  do  on  sanitary  matters — they  are,  in 
fact,  prevented  from  doing  so  by  the 
heavy  burden  of  their  rates.  As  a  gene- 
ral rule,  expenditure  on  such  matters  is 
more  necessary  in  thickly  populated 
districts  than  in  the  thinly  populated 
parishes  ;  and  it  is  necessary  not  merely 
for  the  health  of  the  people  of  the 
district,  but  for  the  sanitary  well-being 
of  the  whole  of  London.  But  the  burden 
of  such  expenditure  falls  ten  times  more 
heavily  on  the  rates  of  the  poor  districts 
than  on  the  rich.  I  will  give  give  one 
illustration  of  this  by  the  item  of  remov- 
ing dust  and  refuse,  which  costs  for  the 
wbole  of  the  Metropolis  £250,000  a  year. 
This  service  is  of  great  importance  to 
the  health  of  London,  and  it  is  even 
more  necessary  in  poor  districts  than  in 
richer  ones.  It  is  also  more  costly  in  the 
poorer  districts,  inasmuch  as  the  collection 
from  a  large  number  of  small  houses  is 
more  expensive  than  from  a  small 
number  of  large  houses.  I  find  that  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  expends 
£4,800  a  year  in  this  service,  involving 
a  rate  of  ^d.  in  the  £1.  In  Bethnal 
Green,  with  a  population  more  than 
double  that  of  St.  George's,  the  service 
costs  only  £3,300  a  year,  which  involves 
a  rate  of  2d.  in  the  £1.  If  the  service 
were  performed  as  well  and  at  the  same 
relative  cost  as  at  St.  George's,  the 
charge  in  Bethnal  Green  would  be  6d.  in 
the  £1,  or  12  times  as  much  as  that  in 
St.  George's.  Again,  the  roads  in  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  cost  £855  per 
mile,  involving  a  rate  of  4|d.  ;  the  roads 
in  Mile  End  cost  £530  per  mile,  and 
the  rate  there  is  lOd.  in  the  £1. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Cam- 
berwell,  Dulwich)  :  Are  not  the  streets 
wider  in  St.  George's  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Not 
all.     Some  of  the  streets  in  the  east  of 
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London,  especially  those  in  Whiteohapel, 
are  extremely  wide. 

Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  Does  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  take  into  con- 
sideration the  traffic  ? 

•Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  traffic 
converging  upon  these  poor  districts 
is  as  great  as  anywhere  in  London. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  much  to  be  got 
out  of  that.  The  fact  is,  that  every- 
thing tells  against  the  poor  parishes  and 
in  favour  of  the  rich  parishes  ;  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  authorities  of 
the  poor  districts  are  deterred  by  the  ex- 
treme burden  of  the  rates  from  under- 
taking many  services  which  are  neces- 
sary for  the  health  of  their  people,  and, 
indeed,  for  the  health  of  all  Loudon.  It 
was  in  view  of  all  these  facts  that  Parlia- 
ment in  February  last  year  unanimously 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  something 
more  must  be  done  to  afford  relief  to  the 
poor  districts  at  the  expense  of  the  rich, 
and  to  carry  the  process  of  1867,  1870, 
and  1888  somewhat  further.  The  Local 
Government  Board,  which  is  quite  im- 
partial in  the  matter,  has  considered  the 
various   schemes    suggested.     My  right 

lion.  Friend,  who  last  year  occupied  the 
position  of  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
gave  great  attention  to  the  whole  subject, 
and  came  at  last  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  were  only  two  alternatives  within 
reasonable  possibility.  One  is  the  pro- 
posal before  the  House,  and  the  other  to 
levy  a  rate  on  the  whole  of  the  Metro- 
polis and  to  distribute  it  again  in  propor- 
tion to  the  expenditure  o^  the  several 
districts.  It  is  obvious,  however,  that 
this  would  act  as  an  inducement  to 
extravagance,  not  merely  in  the  poor 
parishes,  but  in  the  rich — the  poor  parishes 
would  spend  more  in  order  to  get  a  larger 
subvention  ;  the  rich  parishes  would 
spend  more  in  order  to  avoid  a  contribu- 
tion. My  right  hon.  Friend  showed,  I 
think,  great  wisdom  in  declining  alto- 
gether to  have  anything  to  do  with  that 
plan.  If  it  has  commended  itself  to  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I  am  sure  that 
on  consideration  they  will  come  to  the 
conclnsion  that  it  is  impossible.  Besides, 
even  if  the  objection  I  have  referred  to 
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did  not  exist  the  plan  would  create  greater 
anomalies  than  these  we  have  at  present. 
The  City  of  London  would  contribute 
hardly  anything  to  the  common  fund,  and 
the  whole  object  in  view  is  to 
make  the  City  and  the  richer  parishes 
in  which  the  rates  are  low,  provide 
more  adequately  out  of  their  larger 
means  for  the  burdens  of  the  Metropolis. 
Any  scheme  which  would  not  effect  that 
object  would  be  useless,  and  might  as 
well  be  thrown  into  the  waste  paper 
basket.  The  only  practicable  alteration  in 
the  law  is  that  contained  in  the  present 
Bill — namely,  to  levy  a  general  rate  over 
the  Metropolis  and  to  distribute  it  in  aid 
of  sanitation  in  proportion  to  the  popula- 
tion. It  is  proposed  to  levy  a  rate  of  6d. 
in  the  £1  on  the  poor  rate  valuation,  and 
to  distribute  it  in  the  parishes  and  dis- 
tricts in  aid  of  the  sanitary  rate  in  pro- 
portion to  the  population.  The  eifect 
will  be  that  the  rich  parishes  will  con- 
tribute more  than  they  will  receive,  and 
the  poor  will  receive  more  than  they  will 
contribute.  Of  the  43  parishes  and  dis- 
tricts, 14  will  pay  to  the  fund  and  29 
will  receive.  This  may,  however,  appear 
an  over-statement,  for,  in  some  cases, 
the  results  will  be  small  either  way. 
There  will  be  22  parishes  which  will  re- 
ceive amounts  over  2d.  in  the  £1,  and  10 
which  will  have  to  contribute  over  that 
amount.  This  proportion  works  out 
very  much  the  same  as  in  the  previous 
schemes,  and  particularly  in  that  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  in  1870.  I  think, 
however,  that  the  distribution  of  the 
fund  under  the  present  Bill  will 
be  more  equitable  than  under  that 
scheme.  The  relief  received  by  poor 
parishes  will  be  much  greater  propor- 
tionally than  the  burden  imposed  on 
the  rich  parishes.  Thus  the  City  of 
London  will  contribute  o^d.  in  the  £1, 
or  £96,000 ;  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  4d.  in  the£l;  Westminster,  4Jd.; 
and  Kensington,  2d.  On  the  other  hand, 
Bethnal  Green  will  have  a  relief  of  8^d.; 
Mile  End  Old  Town,  7|d.;  St.  George's- 
in-the-East,  5d.  ;  and  Poplar,  4d. 
L  need  hardly  say  that,  although 
this  proposal  will  do  much  to  lessen 
the  burden  of  the  poor  parishes  and 
will  reduce  the  disparities  between 
them  and  the  rich  parishes,  it  will  not 
effect  a  complete  equalisation.  The 
scheme  also  will  not  remove  ■  all 
the   anomalies    which    now   exist,   but, 
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looking      at     it    broadly,    it     greatly 

reduces  them,  and  will  result  in  a  much 

greater  general  approach  to  equality.     I 

do  not  believe  it  is  possible  to  go  further 

at  the  present  time,  unless  we  are  pre* 

pared,  to  centralise  the  management  of 
the  Metropolis.  Complete  equalisation 
cannot  be  effected  by  spreading  an  equal 
rate  over  the  whole  Metropolis  without 
centralising  the  administration  and  doing 
away  with  local  management  and  local 
rating.  It  will  be  said  that  the  scheme 
will  leave  many  anomalies  undealt  with, 
and  that  it  affords  relief  in  an  unequal 
manner.  I  think  that  where  these 
anomalies  are  examined  in  detail  it  will 
be  found  that  they  do  not  result  from  the 
present  scheme,  but  from  some  pecu- 
liarities of  the  districts  independent 
altogether  of  the  proposal.  Let 
me  take  the  case  of  St.  Luke^s. 
The  parish  clerk  of  that  district  has 
been  particularly  active  in  rousing 
opposition  to  this  BilL  He  has  filled  the 
air  with  objections  and  lamentations  as  to 
the  way  bis  parish  is  treated.  It  appears 
that  the  rates  in  St.  Luke's  are  6s.  lid. 
in  the  £1,  and  it  will  receive  a  merely 
nominal  contribution  —  a  halfpenny. 
'Voices  :  "  A  farthing  I  "]  When  we 
ook  into  the  facts,  we  find  that  St. 
Luke's  is  burdened  with  a  very  heavy 
debt  of  Is.  in  the  £1,  or  lOd.  more 
than  the  average  of  local  debts.  This 
<lebt  was  incurred  for  a  very  expensive 
scheme  of  reconstruction  of  its  streets, 
which  it  undertook  against  the  advice  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  lam 
sorry  to  say  that  it  was  plundered  of  a 
great  deal  of  money  by  one  of  its  officers, 
whp  bought  up  property  on  the  sites  it 
was  proposed  to  improve  after  having 
ascertained  in  his  official  capacity  where 
those  improvements  were  to  take  place. 
This  man  afterwards  became  a  member 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
but  was  turned  out  when  it  came  to 
light  that  he  had  made  a  great  deal  of 
plunder  in  this  way.  St.  Luke's  has  no 
(;hiim  whatever  for  relief  in  respect  of 
this  debt.  ["  Oh  !  "]  If  we  subtract  the 
lOd.  of  excess  interest  on  this  debt  we 
find  that  the  rates  will  be  os.  Id. 
the    £1,    or    below     the     average. 


m 


and  it  cannot  be  pretended  that  it  is 
entitled  to  exceptional  relief  as  compared 
with  all  the  poor  parishes.  Other  smaller 
anomalies,  1  believe,  can  be  explained  as 

Mr.  ShaW'Le/evre 


resultiog    from    existing    local   cureum- 

stances,  and  are  not  due  to  the  principle 

of  the  scheme.     But,  in  fact,  if  we  were 

to   wait    for    a    scheme    which    would 

remove  all  anomalies,  we  might  wait  for 

the  Greek  Kalends.  No  one  of  the 
critics  has  ventured  to  produce  any  other 
scheme  which  would  work  out  more 
fairly.  I  defy  anyone  to  produce  such 
a  scheme.  One  of  the  merits  of  this 
scheme  is  that  it  will  not  reduce  the 
inducements  in  favour  of  economy  and 
good  management.  Extravagance  or 
bad  management  must  be  followed  by 
higher  rates.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
will  remove  some  of  the  pressure  on 
the  poorer  districts,  and  will  enable  these 
authorities  better  to  perform  their  duties 
to  the  people  in  providing  sanitary  works. 
It  is  said  they  ought  to  wait  for  the 
reform  of  the  Vestries  and  the  re-arrange- 
ment of  their  boundaries.  This  is  only 
another  way  of  opposing  the  Bill. 
Nothing  was  said  in  the  Debate  last 
year  of  the  expediency  of  deferring  any 
attempt  till  we  reform  the  Corporation 
of  London  and  amend  the  constitution  of 
the  Loudon  Vestries.  But  it  must  be 
obvious  to  anyone  that  the  gr€)atest 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  alteration  of 
boundaries  is  and  will  be  the  disparity  of 
rating,  and  the  objections  of  persons  to 
being  removed  from  a  lightly  -  rated 
district  to  a  heavily-rated  one.  The  more 
the  rates  are  equalised,  the  more  easy  it 
will  be  to  undertake  any  such  reform.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  House  will  be  in- 
duced by  the  hou.  Member  for  Chelsea 
to  reject  this  Bill  on  any  such  ground. 
Neither  do  I  think  the  eloquence  of  the 
Members  for  the  City  and  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  will  persuade  the  House 
that  these  districts  will  be  too  heavily 
rated.  The  very  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
levy  a  contribution  from  these  rich 
parishes  in  favour  of  the  poor  districts, 
and  any  scheme  which  will  not  have  the 
effect  of  making  the  City  or  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  contribute  largely  to 
the  fund  will  be  perfectly  useless  for  the 
purpose  aimed  at.  What  we  desire  is  to 
levy  a  contribution  on  the  wealthy  parts 
of  Loudon,  which  are  now  most  lightly 
rated,  in  favour  of  the  poor  districts, 
which  are  heavily  rated,  in  order  to 
enable  the  authorities  better  to  perform 
their  duties,  and  to  lessen  the  burden  on 
the   poor.      It  is  in  furtherance  of  the 
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policj  of  treating  LondoD,  not  as  a  ' 
congeries  of  separate  and  independent 
items,  but  as  one  great  community,  with 
common  interests,  common  duties,  and 
equal  burdens,  as  far  as  is  compatible 
with  the  maintenance  of  local  mauage- 
ment,  that  I  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/* — {Mr.  Shaw-Le/evre.) 

•Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London) :  In 

rising  to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill 

I   do  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed   that 

either  I  or  other  gentlemen  on  this  side 

of  the  House  who  will,  I  hope,  support 

me  to-day,  are  opposed  to  any  system  of 

equalisation,  or   that  we  at  all  wish  to 

prevent  every  parish  from  bearing  its 
fair  share  of  the  burdens  of  the  Metro- 
polis. What  we  do  feel  is  that  this  Bill 
does  not  equalise  rates,  but  it  in  many 
cases  makes  them  more  unequal  than  they 
were,  while  it  proceeds  on  no  rational 
principle  as  former  attempts  at  equalisa- 
tion have  done,  but  rather  makes  confu- 
sion worse  confounded.  We  fear  that 
without  altering  every  line  in  the  Bill  it 
will  be  impossible  to  amend  it,  or,  I  con- 
fess, that  some  of  us  would  prefer  to 
have  treated  it  in  that  way  ;  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  if  the  Bill  should 
pass  the  Second  Reading,  we  will  do  our 
best  in  Committee,  if  not  to  make  it  a 
fairly  workable  measure,  at  all  events  to 
make  it  a  better  measure  than  it  is  at 
present.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Soathwark  moved  the  Resolution  last 
year  on  which  this  Bill  was  founded,  he 
told  us  that  the  rates  already  equalised 
amounted  ^to  ds.  3d.  per  £1,  and  that 
amounts  to  nearly  two-thirds  of  the 
average  rate,  so  that  we  have  already, 
with  the  cordial  consent  of  all  parties, 
gone  a  long  way,  and  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  consider  well  before  we  pro- 
ceed further,  especially  upon  an  entirely 
new  principle.  We  have,  as  the  House 
knows,  equalised  the  education  rate  and 
the  police  rate  by  putting  them  each 
under  one  central  authority,  which  levies 
an  equal  rate  for  them.  Again,  we  have 
eqnalised  the  poor  rate  by  the  Common 
Poor  Fund,  in  which  an  equal  rate  is 
levied,  and  the  money  distributed  among 
the  various  {Parishes  according  to  the 
number  of  their  poor  in  asylums,  hospitals. 


and  workhouses,  and  according  to  their 
needs  as  prescribed  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  Now  this  system  has 
worked  satisfactorily,  and  I  think  it 
is  much  to  be  regretted  that  you  did 
not  base  your  new  equalisation,  if  an 
equalisation  was  wanted,  on  some  modi- 
fication of  that  system  instead  of  on  the 
most  unscientific  and  haphazard  method 
of  counting  noses  instead  of  consider- 
ing needs.  Indeed,  Sir,  it  seeems  to  me 
that  the  Government  must  have  reflected 
that  the  parishes  of  the  Metropolis  were 
deprived  of  the  intellectual  treat  of  a 
Parish  Council,  and  in  the  absence  of 
any  other  entertainment  for  them  they 
decided  to  set  up  a  lottery,  which,  though, 
as  far  as  I  can  understand  it  is  only 
drawn  once  in  five  years,  may  \ye  ex- 
pected to  foster  a  healthy  excitement 
among  them.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  much 
of  a  sporting  man,  but  I  have  been 
credibly  informed  by  people  who  go  in 
for  lotteries  that  the  prizes  generally  fall 
to  rich  and  economical  people  who  have ' 
no  particular  need  of  them.  In  this  case, 
Sir,  the  great  prize  has  fallen  to  Isling- 
ton. Now,  I  do  not  pretend,  Sir,  to  be 
very  sorry  for  that.  I  believe  Islington 
to  be  a  thoroughly  well-managed  parish ; 
its  rates  are  low,  its  poor  are  very  few  in 
proportion  to  its  population,  and  it  returns 
three  Conservative  Members,  whom  I  trust 
I  may  call  my  very  good  friends,  and,  in 
short,  has  everything  respectable  and  nice 
al>out  it.  But  when  the  Government 
propose  to  present  it  with  £21,320  under 
the  name  of  equalisation,  we  must  be 
forgiven  if  we  find  it  difficult  to  treat  the 
subject  with  gravity.  Now,  Sir,  the 
incidence  of  the  Common  Poor  Fund, 
which  is  administered  on  a  reasonable 
basis,  is  no  bad  test  of  the  poverty  and 
riches  of  a  parish  ;  and  what  does  the 
House  suppose  Islington  receives  from 
that  ?  Why,  Sir,  on  balance  it  does  not 
receive  at  all,  but,  on  the  contrary,  pays 
£13,903,  which  sum,  with  a  50  per  cent, 
bonus,  it  is  to  get  back  again  under  this 
grotesque  Bill.  Again,  Wandsworth  Union 
pays  £16,281  to  the  Common  Poor  Fund, 
and  is  to  receive  £13,761.  Marylebone 
receives  £3,243,  and  is  to  pay  £9,668. 
Many  other  instances  could  be  given. 
Well,  Sir,  these  results  come  from  taking 
the  basis  of  the  population  instead  of  the 
needs  of  difiTerent  parishes,  and  this  basis 
has  another  absurd  aspect,  in  that  it  abso- 
lutely pays  a  parish  to  overcrowd.     The 

2  M  2 


827       Equalisation  of  Rates       {COMMONS} 


(London)  Bill. 


828 


hoD.  Member  for  Southwark  said,  in  the 
Debate  on  the  Resolution  which  gave 
rise  to  this  Bill,  that 

**  High  rates  meant  high  rents,  and  high  rents 
led  to  oyercrowding  of  tenants,  and  that  meant 
unhealthy  surroundings,  disorderly  conduct, 
poverty,  disease,  immorality,  and  crime." 

I  am  sure,  Sir,  after  these  sentiments  it 
must  have  been  a  terrible  shock  for  him 
to  have  a  Bill  founded  oo  his  own  resolu- 
tion, which   offers   a   premium   to   over- 
crowding.    Of   course,  the  purposes  to 
which  the  money  is  to  be  applied,  as  far 
as  they  relate  to  the  Public  Health  Act, 
ma  J  certainly  be  considered  to  be  more 
than  of  local  importance ;  but  I   really 
do  not   see    why   parishes    should    not 
attend  to  their  own  lighting  and  roads. 
It  would  almost  seem  that  the  Government 
see  that  some  parishes  will  get  more  than 
they   want   for   sanitary    purposes,   and 
they,    therefore,    introduce   paving    and 
lighting  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  money. 
Sanitary  purposes,  however,  are  national 
as  much  as  municipal,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  a  much  wider  departure  from 
precedent  if  you  were  to  put  the  charges 
for  such  purposes  on  a  national  fund  than 
it  is  for  you   to  pay  for  them  under  the 
head   of  population.     It  has  been   said, 
and  said  very  often,  that  we  ought  not  to 
grudge  what  is  done  for  the  sake  of  the 
poor.     But  are  you  sure  that  the  poor 
will  get  so  much  benefit  from  this  ?     In 
the   parts   of  London   described   as   the 
richer  parts,  where  most  property  is  held 
on  leases,  we  are  told  that  the  ground 
landlords  hold  most  of  Loudon,  and  when 
we  took  our  houses  we  reckoned  on  pay- 
ing  so   much   rent   and  so   much  rates. 
Now,  when  the  rates  are  increased  we 
have  no  power  of  going  to  the  landlord 
and   saying,  "  This  house   is  not  worth 
so  much  ;  make  my  rent  less."  "  No,"  he 
says,  "  you  have  your  lease  ;  go  on."  But 
it  is  very  different  in  the  poor  parishes. 
There  the  inhabitants  do  not,  as  a  rule, 
hold  on  leases  at  all,  and  as  soon  as  the 
landlord  finds  the  rates  are  reduced  he 
can  go  and  say — "  Your  house  is  worth 
more  now  the  rates  are  down,  and  if  you 
won't  pay  an   increased   rate  there  are 
plenty  who  will."     It  appears  to  me  that 
the   result  will  be,  in  effect,  that  rate- 
payers in  one  district  will  have  to  pay 
for  ground  landlords  in  another.     More- 
over,   though    there    are    cases    where 
rich  parishes  have  lesser  rates  than  poor, 
in  many  cases  the  reverse  is  the  case. 

Mr.  Alban  Gihbs 


Fulham  pays  Gs.  dd.,  and  surely  that  i& 
a  far  richer  district  than  Mile  End,  which 
pays  6s.  9d.  Again,  why  are  the  rates 
so  high  in  some  parishes  and  low  in 
others  ?  Has  administration  nothing  to 
do  with  this — not  only  the  proper 
economy  practised  by  some  and  neglected 
by  others,  but  the  habit  of  taking  things  in 
time  and  not  letting  necessary  repairs 
stand  over  until  too  late  to  repair  at  all, 
and  the  leakage  alluded  to  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  produced  by  indiscrimi- 
nately allowing  compounding  ?  Is  it 
not  a  grave  injustice  that  parishes 
who  have  reduced  their  rates  in  this  way 
should  have  them  raised  because  others 
have  been  less  thrifty  ?  Well  then.  Sir, 
if  we  must  have  the  basis  of  population 
might  we  not  have  had  it  taken  on  a 
fairer  system  than  a  night  census  once  in 
five  years  ?  I  fear  I  shall  not  be  able 
to  convince  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  soundness  of  what  I  am  going  to  saj, 
as  he  has  been  good  enough  to  tell  us, 
with  the  greatest  frankness  and 
courtesy,  that  the  whole  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  get  money  out  of  the 
City.  Many  parishes  derive  their 
rating  value  entirely  from  people  who 
live  there  in  the  day  but  go  elsewhere  to 
sleep.  The  City  is,  of  course,  the  greatest 
sufferer  from  neglecting  this  fact.  Its 
population  by  the  night  Census  is  37,694^ 
while  the  day  population  by  the  Corpora- 
tion Census  taken  some  time  ago  was 
301,384,  or  more  than  eight  times  as 
much.  It  has  been  already  recognised 
that  the  City  is  entitled  to  exceptional 
treatment  in  this  respect.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  when  bringing 
in  the  London  Government  Bill  in  1884, 
in  which  representation  was  given  to  dis- 
tricts on  the  basis  of  population  and  rate- 
able value  taken  jointly,  said  it  was — 

<<  In  regard  to  the  (Jity  of  London  having  re* 
spect  to  the  smallest  of  its  resident  population 
and  the  greatness  of  its  rateable  value,  we  do 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  deal  with  it  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  other  districts,  and  we  have 
given  it  a  proportion  of  representation  upon  the 
basis  of  rateable  value  alone." 

The  City,  of  course,  is  not  the  only  dis- 
trict injuriously  affected.  Southwark 
and  other  similar  places  suffer,  though 
none  perhaps  to  the  same  extent.  The 
City  already  contributes  very  largely  to 
outside  improvements  in  addition  to  pay- 
ing for  its  own  poor  and  the  eduoation 
of  its  own  children,  and  since  the  County 
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Councirs  time  it  has  received  no  contri- 
bution to  improvements  within  the  City, 
thoogh  it  has  contribated  £900,000  to 
improvements  outside.  I  do  not  wish 
to  dilate,  however,  on  this  matter,  but  I 
would  just  say  one  word  in  conclusion. 
The  right  hon.  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  said,  referring  to  my  speech  on  the 
f  onner  occasion — 

•*  I  do  not  accept  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  at  all.  The  view  he  has  laid  down 
is  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  principle  which 
has  prevailed  in  every  other  Municipalitv  in  the 
world,  the  principle  that  a  Municipality  has  one 
common  interest, 

and  80  on.  I  cannot  trace  in  tlie  report 
of  my  speech  what  it  was  I  said  which 
offended  against  the  principle  that  a 
Municipality  is  one  and  has  common 
interests.  Now,  Sir,  representing  as  I 
do  the  oldest  Corporation  in  England — 
one  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer spoke  of  in  the  same  speech  as 
having  been  a  real  Corporation  with  a 
real  municipal  life,  it  is  not  likely  that 
I  should  wish  to  belittle  municipal  feel- 
ing. We  were  reminded  a  few  days  ago 
that  Poeta  nasdtur  non  Jity  aod  I  think 
we  may  well  say  Municipium  crescit 
non  Jit,  I  do  not  think  that  the  fact 
that  you  have  a  mass  of  heterogeneous 
parishes  congregated  about  Loudon, 
which  have  been  by  a  recent  Act  of 
Parliament  allowed  to  assume  the  name 
of  the  "  County  "  of  London,  will  at  once 
lead  to  the  creation  of  municipal  feeling 
amongst  them,  or  make  the  different 
parishes  feel  that  their  interests  are  com- 
mon. I  am  told  that  in  the  case  of  a  great 
public  calamity  animals,  and  men  too,  give 
up  their  ordinary  instincts,  and  though 
accustomed  to  prey  upon  one  another,  yet 
co-operate  with  one  another  to  get  over 
that  calamity.  And  though  I  do  not 
suppose  I  shall  be  accused  of  thinking 
too  highly  of  the  London  County  Council, 
I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  considered 
to  be  such  a  public  calamity  as  to 
have  forced  all  these  different  parishes 
to  regard  their  interests  as  one,  nor  do 
I  suppoae  it  has  made  Hampstead  feel 
any  great  desire  to  put  down  a  wood 
pavement  in  Lewisham.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  three  months. 

•Mb,  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) 
fleoonded  the  Motion  for  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  with  great  pleasure,  because  he 
thofight  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  the  City 


should  not  be  required  to  stand  alone, 
although  he  admitted  that  this  Bill 
affected  the  City  much  more  than  it  did 
any  other  district  of  London.  This 
Bill  was  described  as  a  Bill  to  iLake 
better  provision  for  the  equalisation  of 
London  rates  as  between  the  different 
parts  of  London.  He  should  have  de- 
scribed the  Bill  as  a  Bill  to  continue  and 
aggravate  the  present  inequalities  in 
rating  which  existed  in  different  parts  of 
London.  The  Bill  had  also  been  de- 
scribed, and  was  considered,  he  believed, 
by  a  great  many  persons  as  a  Govern- 
ment Bill,  and  it  was  so  described  in  the 
Orders  of  the  Day.  But,  for  himself, 
reading  through  the  lines,  he  could  not 
fail  to  trace  the  handwriting  of  the 
London  County  Council.  He  shrewdly 
surmised  that  his  hon.  colleague  the  Mem- 
ber for  Shoreditch  had  had  a  hand  in 
drafting  and  preparing  the  Bill,  and  had,  no 
doubt,  been  ably  abetted  and  aided  by  some 
well-known  Progressive  members  of  the 
London  County  Council,  and  they  knew 
that  the  present  Government  were  the 
most  obedient  servants  of  the  London 
County  Council.  They  were  willing  on 
on  all  occasions  when  it  suited  them  to 
assist  the  London  County  Council  in 
every  possible  way,  even  when  the 
London  County  Council  proposed  to 
reject  some  very  useful  water  supply, 
because  the  members  of  the  London 
County  Council  made  it  known  to  the 
Government  that  unless  the  Government 
came  forward  to  help  them,  they  on  their 
part  would  not  give  their  support  to  the 
Government.  Everything  was  political 
at  the  London  County  Council,  and  he 
could  see  pretty  plainly  that  it  was 
thought  this  was  a  good  opportunity  of 
doing  something  which  would  win  them 
popularity  in  certain  districts.  He  could 
only  describe  this  Bill  as  a  most  barefaced 
bribe  to  certain  constituencies.  He  had 
not  the  least  doubt  the  London  County 
Council  thought  that  it  was  a  very  good 
opportunity  of  hitting  some  of  the  con- 
stituencies which  were  believed  to  be  not 
altogether  favourable  to  the  present  Go- 
yernment — some  of  the  constituencies 
which  were  practically  impregnable,  such 
as  the  City  of  London,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  the  Strand,  and  even 
the  constituency  of  Marylebone,  for 
which  he  spoke  in  a  very  humble  manner. 
They  thought  it  was  a  good  opportunity  to 
punish  those  constituencies  which  affected 


831       Equalisation  of  Rates       {COMMONS} 


(London)  BUL 


832 


Tory  principles,  and  to  endeavour  to  do 
something  for  those  which  might  be  a 
little  more  doubtful  with  a  view  to  trying 
to  draw  to  their  side  constituencies  which 
were  now  represented  by  Conservatives, 
such  as  certain  parts  of  Camberwell,  parts 
of  Islington,  and  probably  parts  of  Hack- 
ney. This  Bill  was  introduced  with  the 
very  specious  title  of  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  (London)  Bill.  On  the  first  blush  it 
was  believed  to  be  an  equitable  Bill,  and  it 
was  thought  that  it  would  receive  general 
approbation  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  generally  from  the  districts 
throughout  London.  The  Bill  had  been 
spoken  of  from  the  Front  Bench  oppo- 
site several  times  as  a  non-contentious 
Bill,  and  quite  lately  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  alluded  to  it  in  that  sense, 
and  said  there  were  several  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sat  on  the  Opposition  side  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  measure,  and 
therefore  there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty 
in  passing  it.  While  he  believed  there 
were  some  gentlemen  on  his  own  side 
who  did  not  look  upon  this  Bill  with 
great  disfavour,  he  was  extremely  sorry 
that  so  unjust  a  principle  as  was 
enunciated  in  the  measure  should  find 
favour  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
because  hon.  Members'  constituencies 
happened  to  be  the  recipients  under  it 
of  what  he  thought  he  might,  without 
offence,  describe  as  the  official  spoliation 
which  was  contemplated  in  the  Bill. 
When  the  Bill  was  printed  and  read  and 
thought  over,  it  assumed  a  very  different 
aspect,  and  a  perfect  chorus  of  dis- 
approbation proceetled  from  the  parishes 
that  were  more  particularly  interested, 
and  he  thought  it  could  not  be  denied  by 
anyone  that  if  the  Bill  should  become 
law  it  would  create  in  some  districts  of 
London  tlie  \ery  greatest  dissatisfaction. 
The  Bill  established  an  entirely  new 
principle  in  taxation  which  had  never 
been  tried  before — namely,  of  making  a 
rate  upon  the  valuation  of  property  and 
distributing  it  according  to  population. 
He  believed  there  was  no  other  instance 
of  that  kind,  and  it  would  lead  to  very 
serious  anomalies,  some  of  which  had 
already  been  described.  St.  Giles, 
which  everybody  would  concede  was  a 
poor  parish,  now  paid  a  rate  of  5s.  8d. 
Islington,  which  could  not  be  described 
as  a  poor  parish,  now  paid  a  rate  of 
58.  2d. 

Mr,  fioulnois 


Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  The 
rate  this  vear  is  ^s.  6d. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  It 

is  08. 

Mr.  BOULNOIS  said,  the  return  he 
had  with  him  gave  the  rate  as  5s.  2d. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  his  authonty 
was  a  paper  issued  by  the  Loudon  Coanty 
Council  on  the  3l8t  March,  1894,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  the  average  for 
the  five  years  from  1889  to  1893  was  58. 

Mr.  lough  said,  that  this  year  the 
Islington  Vestry  had  presented  a  petition 
to  the  House  in  which  they  stated  that 
the  rates  had  been  steadily  increasing 
from  4s.  Id.  in  the  £1  in  1887  to  58.  6d. 
in  the  £1,  which  was  the  present  rate. 

•Mr.  BOULNOIS  said,  the  return  he 
held  in  his  hand  gave  the  rate  at  5s.  2id. 
What  he  said  was  that,  accordin/;  to  his 
idea  of  justice  and  equity,  Islington  being 
a  fairly  rich  parish  ought  to  contribute  to 
St.  Giles's,  which  was  a  poor  parish  ; 
whereas,  as  the  Bill  stood,  St.  GUee^B 
would  have  to  pay  5s.  9d.,  whilst  Isling- 
ton would  only  have  to  pay  4s.  lid. 
That  was  a  great  anomaly.  One  of  the 
best  tests  as  to  whether  a  parish  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  should  pay  or  receive 
was  that  of  the  number  of  paupers  in  the 
workhouses,  because  people  did  not  go 
into  the  workhouses  unless  they  were 
actually  driven  there.  He  had  a  return 
which  gave  the  population  of  the  indoor 
poor  at  the  ratio  of  ])er  thousand,  and  the 
amount  that  would  have  to  be  paid  or 
received  in  some  parishes.  He  took,  first, 
three  parishes  in  the  north  district  which 
were  grouped  together  in  the  returns  pre- 
sented from  time  to  time  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.  Marylebone,  with  a 
population  of  142,000,  had  3,000  indoor 
poor,  or  a  ratio  of  rather  more  than  21 
per  thousand.  Marylebone  under  the 
Bill  would  have  to  pay  something  like 
£10,000  a  year.  Islington,  with  a 
population  of  319,000,  had  2,600  indoor 
poor,  or  a  fraction  of  over  8  per  thou- 
sand ;  but  Islington  under  the  Bill  would 
receive  £21,000  a  year.  Hackney,  with 
a  population  of  over  198,000,  bad  2,464 
indoor  poor,  or  a  ratio  of  rather  more 
12  per  thousand,  and  Hackney  would 
receive  £15,000  a  year.  Passing  to 
Poplar  in  the  East  of  London,  he  found 
the  population  was  over  166,000,  the 
indoor  poor  2,694,  or  a  ratio  of  rather 
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..more  than  16  per  thousaud,  and 
Poplar  would  receive  £16,000  a  year. 
Lambeth,  with  a  population  of  270,000 
and  3,096  indoor  paupers,  would  receive 
£16,000  a  year  ;  and  Camber  well,  with 
A  population  of  235,000  and  2,687  in- 
door   paapers,     would     receive     nearly 

•  £21,000  a    year.      The   moet   shocking 
'dase   that  could   be   cited    was   that  of 

Islington.  He  was  sorry  to  have  to 
make   allusion    to    it    in    those    terms, 

.because,  of  course,  they  all  knew  that 
it  was  a  good  parish,  but  no  one  would 
^contend  that   it   wa8  a   poor  parish,  or 

-that  it  did  not  carry  out  its  sanitation 
mad   lighting  in  the   best  possible  way, 

•  Yet  it  was  to  receive  £21,000  out  of  the 
common  fund,  to  which  Marylebone  was 
to  pay  £10,000.  In  Islington  the  total 
poor  were  6,261  and  in  Marylebone 
3,281  ;  but  the  ratio  per  thousand  in  the 
former  case  was  a  little  more  than  19, 

.  and  in  the  latter  case  a  little  more  than  23. 
He  did  not  contest  the  principle  that  the 
rich    parishes     should     help     the    poor 
parishes.     That  was  right  and  proper  ; 
bat  it  should  be  done  on  equitable  and 
jast   principles.     He   knew  of  no  fairer 
nethod  of   dealing    with    this    question 
than  that  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
tbe  President  of  the  Local  Government: 
Board — ^the   system  which    had  been  in 
.vogue  for  several  years,  and  which  had 
stood  the  test  of  experience — the  Com- 
mon Poor  Fund.     Under  this  system  the 
Local     Government     Board     prevented 
'waste  and  extravagance ;  but  under  the 
Bill   there  would  be  no   control    of  the 
extravagance  or  fancies  of  the  receiving 
parishes.      Those  familiar  with  London 
parochial    affairs    must    recognise    that 
there  was  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  Local 
Authorities    to   recklessness    and   indif- 
ference whenever  they  could  dip  into  a 
common  purse.  Islington  would  pUy  with 
this   £21,000  which  it  was  to  receive. 
-  Under  the  Bill  the  contributions  would  be 
'received  and  distributed  by  the  London 
County  Council.     That  meant  adding  to 
'the  duties  and  powers  of  the  Council,  a 
thing  that  body  dearly    likody  and  the 
ortetion  of  a  large  additional  staff,  and  it 
would  mean  more  extravagance.     There 
had  been  no  inquiry  on  the  part  of  the 
'Local  Government  Board   into  the  ad- 
ministration   ind    expenditure    of     the 
seTeval  parishes ;    aind  it  seemed  likely 
rthat-itbei.pwrii^h  which  had  been  econo- 
imioal  woold  bow  have  to  pay  for  the 


extravagance  of  others.  The  figures 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  as  to  the  disparity  of  rates  were 
startling,  perhaps  ;  but  it  was  notorious 
that  in  the  parishes  where  these  very 
high  rates  existed  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  mismanagement  and  waste.  That 
must  be  the  experience  of  most  hon. 
Members  of  the  House.  The  very  tables 
issued  by  the  Government  showed  how 
unequally  this  tax  would  fall,  and  how 
little  thought  had  been  given  to  the 
whole  question  by  the  Government.  The 
Government  ought  first  to  have  dealt 
with  a  Bill  creating  separate  Munici- 
palities in  London  ;  and  they  ought  also 
to  have  introduced  a  valuation  Bill.  The 
present  measure  was  unjust  and  immoral 
— unjust  because  it  did  not  relieve  suffi- 
ciently the  poorer  parishes,  but  gave  to 
those  which  were  not  at  all  in  want  of 
help,  and  immoral  because  it  offered'  a 
bribe  to  the  constituencies  either  to  con- 
tinue their  support  or  transfer  their  sup- 
port to  the  followers  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. He  heartilv  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  three  months.'* — (Mr,  Alban  Gibbs,} 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  it  was  rather  re- 
markable that  the  Amendment  moved  was 
not  that  put  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea,  but  simply  a  direct  negative  to 
the  Second  Reading.  The  arguments 
adduced  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
led  him  to  believe  that  there  was  na 
intention  to  divide  the  House.  The 
broad  lines  of  this  question  were  these. 
The  rates  of  London  were  very  heavy 
in  the  poor  districts  and  light  in  the 
rich  districts.  At  one  extremity  was 
St.  James's,  Westminster,  with  a  rate  of 
4s.  Id.,  and  at  the  other  was  Bow,  with 
a  rate  of  7s.  lid.  In  the  last  few  years 
the  rate  in  St.  James's  had  risen  about 
2d.  and  the  rate  at  Bow  had  risen  about 
Is.  6d.  London  being  an  organized 
whole,  with  one  part  dependent  on 
another,  he  appealed  to  the  representa- 
tives of  Liverpool  and  other  large  towns 
where  there  had  been  a  considerable 
equalisation  of  rates  to  support  this  Bill. 
By  the  changes  that  had  already  been 
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effected  there  had  been  to  some  extent  an 
equalisation  of  the  rates  carried  into 
effect,  but  not  altogether  in  the  sense  of 
relieving  the  poorer  districts,  because 
under  the  Common  Poor  Law  system 
Marylebono,  which  was  a  well-to-do 
parish,  had  obtained  considerable  relief 
at  the  expense  of  the  general  rates.  No 
doubt  in  any  case  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  power  to  check  extravagance 
on  the  part  of  any  particular  district. 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  House  whether 
it  was  possible  to  carry  out  any  scheme 
for  the  equalization  of  rates  without 
providing  for  a  strong  central  control 
over  the  expenditure  such  as  was  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  measure  offered  no  iDducement 
to  economy,  and  that,  on  the  contrary,  it 
offered  every  inducement  to  extrava- 
gance. But  he  thought  that  its  effect 
would  be  exactly  the  contrary.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
would  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  Bill 
he  would  see  that  the  measure  provided 
that  the  rates  levied  under  it  were  to  be 
set  out  upon  the  ratepayer,  so  that  the 
ratepayers  might  see  for  themselves 
whether  the  rates  were  being  increased 
or  diminished,  and  in  this  way  would 
be  able  to  exercise  an  intelligent 
control  over  the  expenditure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  introducing  the 
Bill,  said  that  the  object  of  the  measure 
was  not  only  to  equalise  the  rates,  but 
also  to  enable  the  Local  Bodies  to  perform 
their  duties  with  greater  efficiency  with- 
out raising  the  general  rate.  To  show 
how  unfairly  the  present  system  worked, 
he  might  point  out  that  the  parish  of 
Marylebone  spent  nearly  four  times  as 
much  upon  sanitation  and  road  cleansing 
as  the  parish  of  Bethnal  Green  spent. 

Mr.  BOULNOIS  :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
speaking  from  any  Return  ? 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  he  was  speaking 
from  the  Returns  which  were  made  by 
the  Vestries  to  the  London  Countv 
Council.  It  had  been  said  that  this  Bill 
was  introduced  not  for  the  purpose  of 
equalising  the  rates,  but  f6r  a  political 
object.  But  if  hon.  Members  would 
look  at  the  long  list  of  parishes  which 
were  benefited  by  the  Bill  he  would  see 
that  quite  as  many  Tory  as  Radical  dis- 
tricts were  benefited  under  the  provisions 
of  the  measure.     In  such  circumstances 

Mr.  J.  Stuart 


it   was   unfair  to  brand  this  Bill  as   a 
political  measure.     He  did  not  think  that 
any  hon.  Member  would  deny  that  the 
equalization  of  the  rates  was  in  itself  a 
good  thing.     It  was  true  that  in  one  or 
two  instances  complaint  had  been  made 
as  to  the  probable  unjust  working  of  this 
Bill.     In  the  case  of  St.  Luke^s,  for  in* 
stance,  it  was  said  that  the  Bill  would 
work  unfairly  ;  but,  in  reality,  St.  Luke^s 
was  burdened  by  a  debt  that  no  Equaliza- 
tion of  Rates  Bill  would  be  able  to  meet. 
Under  the  Bill  London  would  be  divided 
into  two  sections  ;  in  one  of  these,  which 
contained   3,000,000    of   the  poorer  in- 
habitants,  the    rates    were    above    the 
average  ;  and  in  the  other,  which  con- 
tained 1,000,000  of  the  richer  inhabitants, 
the  rates  were  below  the  the  average.  By 
the  scheme  for  the  equalization  of  rates 
proposed   by   the  Bill  no   parish  whose 
rates  were  above  the  average  would  have 
its  rates  increased,  while,  on  the  contrary, 
no  parish  in  which  the  rates  were  below 
the  average  would  find  its  rates  diminished. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
richer  districts  should  contribate  towardR 
the  rates  of  the  parishes  that  were  poorer. 
It   would    be    seen    that    in    Islington 
there  was  very  little  compounding  and 
very     little     loss     in     the     collection. 
As  to  the  question  of  compounding,  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  R.  G. 
Webster)  by  a    question  he  interjected 
had   seemed   to   raise   a   suspicion    that 
13-60th8  of  Bethnal  Green  were  paying 
25  per  cent-  less    than    the    rates  that 
ought  to  be  paid.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
one-half  of  this  25  per  cent,  was  an  in- 
surance against  the  empties,  and  the  10  or 
1 5  per  cent,  left  was  allowed  to  landlords 
in  lieu  of  the  expenses  of  collection.     He 
had  gone  very  closely  into  this  matter  in 
connection  with   Shoreditch,  and  he  was 
assured  by  a  gentleman  who  had  been 
for  14  years  Chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  the  method  of  compound- 
ing adopted  there  was  a  cheaper  method 
for  the  parish  than  that  of  raising  the 
rates  directly,  so  that  if  the  principle  of 
compounding  were  not  adopted  the  rate 
for  the  parish  would  be  even  higher  than 
it  was  at  present.      In   Bethnal  Green 
the  whole  of  the  compounding,  including 
the  allowance  of  the  landlords,  amounted 
to  8  per  cent,   from   a    Id.    in   the    Is. 
Therefore,  if  in  Bethnal  Green  the  rates 
stood  at  6s.  lOd.,  and  the  whole  of  this  snm 
were  left  at  a  calculation,  the  rates  would 
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still  stand  at  oa.  lOd.,  or  much  above 
those  of  the  contributory  parishes  which 
were  to  be  called  upon  to  assist  Bethnal 
Green.  He  must,  however,  entirely 
dissent  from  this  comparison,  inasmuch 
as  the  system  of  compounding  was 
valuable  to  the  parish.  He  had  only  one 
more  anomaly  to  refer  to,  and  that  was 
the  anomaly  of  Kensington.  The  case 
of  Kensington  gave  him  an  excellent 
opportunity  of  showing  exactly  where 
the  advantages  of  this  Bill  came  in. 
Kensington  had  made  considerable  com- 
plaint because  its  rates  were  to  be  raised 
slightly  under  this  Bill.  At  present  its 
rates  were  below  the  average  of  the 
rates  of  London,  being  os.  6d.,  and  they 
were  to  be  raised  to  os.  8d.  Consider- 
able complaint  had  been  made  because 
the  poorer  district  included  in  the  parish 
-—namely.  North  Kensington — was  not 
going  to  get  any  allowance  under  the 
Bill,  but  was  going  to  have  its  rates 
raised.  Kensington  might  be  divided 
.  into  two  exactly  equal  portions  of  North 
Kensington  and  South  Kensington.  In 
North  Kensington  the  rateable  value  per 
head  of  the  population  was  rather  less 
than  £6,  whilst  in  South  Kensington  the 
rateable  value  was  £16.  Therefore,  the 
poorer  portion  of  Kensington  was  getting 
the  benefit  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
richer  portion.  Kensington  spent  per 
head  of  the  population  nearly  four  times 
as  mach  in  its  sanitary  arrangements  as 
was  spent  by  Bethnal  Green,  and,  of 
course,  North  Kensington  got  the  benefit 
of  this  extra  expenditure.  If  the  rates 
were  divided  equally  between  North 
Kensington  and  South  Kensington  in 
proportion  to  the  work  done.  North 
Kensington,  in  order  to  obtain  the  benefits 
it  now  enjoyed,  would  have  to  pay  no 
less  than  10s.  in  the  £1,  whilst  South 
Kensington  would  only  pay  4s.  By  the 
accidental  association  of  these  two  dis- 
tricts, sanitary  affairs  were  properly  at- 
tended to  in  the  poorer  districts,  owing 
to  its  conjunction  with  the  richer  dis- 
tricts. This  was  exactly  what  was 
sought  to  be  done  for  the  rest  of  London, 
and  the  Government  had  endeavoured  to 
produce  a  measure  which  would  steer 
clear  of  the  difficulties  necessarily  inci- 
dental to  such  an  operation.  The  mca- 
snre  would  give  the  reasonable  amount 
of  relief ;  it  was  well  guarded,  and  it 
would  eoaUe  the  poorer  and  insanitary 
diflteieta  of  London  to  place  themselves 


more  in  the  future  in  the  position  which 
North  Kensington  now  occupies,  owing 
to  its  union  with  South  Kensington. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  Whatever  differences  of  opinion 
there  may  be  as  to  this  Bill,  I  think  we 

shall  all  be  agreed  that  it  is  a  measure  of 
very  great  importance  and  complexity. 
My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
says  it  will  give  a  small  measure  of  relief. 
Well,  but  it  transfers  a  sum  of  over 
£220,000  a  year  from  one  set  of  persons 
to  another,  and  that  sum  capitalized 
would  amount  to  over  £4,000,000,  and, 
probably,  to  £5,000,000.  It  will  be  ad- 
mitted on  all  sides  that  this  is  a  proposal 
of  very  great  importance,  and  for  which 
good  and  conclusive  reasons  ought  to  be 
given.  The  City  already  contributes 
very  largely — I  am  told  as  much  as 
£500,000 — to  the  expenditure  of  London 
generally,  and  there  ought  surely  to  have 
been  some  inquiry  before  additional  bur- 
dens were  imposed.  Moreover,  it  is  very 
unjust  that  in  such  a  case  as  the  City, 
which  is  mainly  occupied  by  offices  and 
warehouses,  the  night  population  only 
should  be  considered  ;  but  I  will  leave  the 
special  case  of  the  City  to  be  dealt  with 
by  others.  No  doubt  the  title  of  the 
Bill  is  attractive,  but  I  shall  hope  to 
show  that  it  is  very  misleading.  The 
Bill  is,  moreover,  a  very  crude  measure, 
and  omits  many  considerations  which 
should  be  taken  into  account  in  any 
proposal  to  deal  with  the  adjustment  of 
local  taxation.  The  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  London  questions  is  not  their  mag- 
nitude, but  their  complexity,  and  this 
Bill  will  make  them  even  more 
confused  and  complex  than  ever. 
The  equalisation  of  rates  is  a  problem  of 
much  difficulty.  Why  do  we  keep  rates 
separate  from  national  expenditure  ?  Be- 
cause it  is  desirable  to  leave  Local 
Authorities  the  power  of  regulating  their 
local  expenditure.  But  if  you  leave 
them  the  power  they  must  take  the  re- 
sponsibility. If  we  leave  them  to  settle 
the  expenditure  and  then  call  upon  others 
to  pay  the  bill  it  is  easy  to  see  that  we 
should  open  the  door  to  great  extrava- 
gance. The  old  principle  of  the  Liberal 
Party  was  that  taxation  and  representa- 
tion should  go  together.  But  in  this 
Bill,  as  in  others,  the  present  Govern- 
ment propose  that  one  set  of  persons 
should  spend  the  money  and  another  set 
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should  pay  the  bill.    1  have  heard  this 
Bill  supported  ou  the  grouud  thatLoodon 
as  a  whole  should  pay  for  the  poor.    But 
this  Bill  has  uothing  to  do  with  the  Poor 
Law ;  that  is  dealt  with  by  the  Metro- 
politan Common  Poor  Fund.     The  funds 
under  this  Bill  are  for  totally  different 
purposes.    In  considering  any  question 
for   the  equalisation  of   rates,  then,  we 
must  do  so  oti  its  merits.     But  I  main- 
tain that  the  title  of  this  Bill  is  mis- 
leading.      We    have    been     told     that 
it     is     a     Bill     to     equalise    rates    in 
London  to  relieve  the  ratepayers  in  the 
poorer  distncts   by  a  contribution  from 
the  richer  districts.     Now,  is  this  so  ?     I 
think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  it 
effects  neither  of  these  objects,  while  it 
would  tend  to  remove  the  inducements 
to  economy,  and  in  the  long  run  increase 
the  rates  ail  round.    As  the  Parish  Clerk 
of  St.  Saviour^s,  South wark,  has  justly 
observed,    '^muny     rich     parishes    will 
benefit     at    the     expense     of     poorer 
parishes.'^     J  am    sorry  to  trouble    the 
House   with   figures,   but   in   discussing 
such  a  Bill  it  cannot  be  avoided.     Now, 
what  are  the  facts  ?     Fulham  will  still 
pay  6s.  6d.  ;  Rotherhithe,  6s.  8d.  ;  Ber- 
mondsey,  7s.  4d.     On  the  other   hand, 
Islington'^  rate  of  5s.  Id.  is  to  be  reduced 
to  4s.  lOd.    Islington,  indeed,  with  a  rate 
of   OS.    Id.,    will   receive    no   less    than 
£21,000  a  year  under  the  Bill,  while  20 
parishes   with  higher  rates  will  have  to 
pay.     Kensington  with  a  present  higher 
rate   will  pay    £18,(X)0.     Indeed,  while 
Islington  receives,  some  20  other  districts 
with  higher  rates  will  have  to  contribute. 
It  is  called  an  Equalisation  of  liates  Bill, 
but  whereas  at  present  Kensington  pays 
1^.  more  than  Islington,  under  the  Bill 
it  will    pay   7^.    more.     So   far   from 
equalising  the  rates,  it  makes  the  differ- 
ence   much  greater   than   it   is   at   pre- 
sent.      Moreover,     whereas    the     rates 
of     Islington     are     1^.     below     those 
of     Kensington,      Kensington      is      to 
pay,    while    Islington    receives   no   less 
than  £21,000  a   year.     At    present  St. 
George's-in-the-East  pays  os.  4d. ;  under 
the    Bill  it  will  pay    4s.  lOd.        While 
St.  Martiu-in-the-Fields  now  pays  4s.  lOd., 
it  will  pay  t5s.  3d.  The  difference  is  almost 
the   same,  but  the  position  is  rev^ersed. 
I  have  shown  then,  I  think,  that  the  Bill 
does  not  equalise  rates,  but  in  many  cases 
actually  increases  the  existing  differences. 
Mr.  Loch,  the  Secretary  of  the  Charity 
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Organisation  Society,  has  written  to  me. 
on  the  subject  of  this  Bill,  and  sums  up  by 
saying,    ^'This   Bill  does    not  eqnaiise 
rates.'*     Several   pu*i8b66   which   ought 
under  the  ostensible  principle  of  the  Bill 
to  contribute  to  the  fund  will  not  only 
not  do  so,  but  will  actually  receive  grants, 
because  they  happen  to  have  been  com- 
bined  with  a   larger  district.     On  the 
other  hand,  some  parishes,  because  they 
are  included  in  a  sanitary  district,  will 
receive  less  than  they  would  have  done 
if  they  stood  alone.     The  Bill  assumes 
throughout   that   the  nominal  rates    in 
different  districts  are  equivalent  to  one 
another  and  can  be  fairly  compared.    But 
this  is  not  so.  Thus  in  Bethnal  Green  the 
rate   is   stated  to  l>e  6s.  7d.,  but  as  a 
matter  of  fact  this  only  applies  to  a  small 
minority  of  the  houses  and  to  the  larger 
ones   only.     Out  of  a  tot«l    of  16,500 
houses,   the  rates   are   in  no  less   than 
14,000  paid,  not  by  the  tenant  but  by  the 
landlord,  and  an  allowance  is  made  of  26 
per  cent.,  so  while  the  rate  levied  is  nomi- 
nally 6s.  7d.,  the  rate  actually  paid  is  only 
OS.  This  important  consideration  affects  all 
the  poorer  districts,  and  the  fact  is  that, 
as  regards  the  vast  majority  of  houses  in 
the  poorer  districts,  the  rates  are  practi- 
cally the  same  as  those  in  the  City — 
namely,  os.,  and  the  result  of  the  Bill 
will  be  that,  whereas  they  are  now  about 
the  same,  you  will  make  the  City  pay 
od.  in  the  £1  more.     The  better  class  of 
houses  iu  the  poorer  districts  do  not,  of 
course,  receive  the  allowance,  but  then 
the  rate  has  been  allowed  for  in  the  rent. 
Now,    let    me    say    a    word   as  to  the 
incidence  of  rates.      If  it  is  the  custom 
to  let  land  below  its  exact  value,  then  the 
rate  will  fall  on  the  tenant.     If  land  or 
houses  are  rented  at  full  value,  then  on 
the  expiration  of  the  lease,  the  rates  will 
fall  ou  the  landlord.     We  are  told  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  relieve  poor 
parishes.     But  what  do  we  mean  by  a 
poor  parish  ?     I   presume  that  the  Go- 
vernment wish  us  to  understand  by  the 
term  a  parish  in   which  the  inhabitants 
are  poor — not  all,  of  course,  but  a  large 
proportion.     I  doubt  whether  the  House 
has      anv      idea     of     the     extent     to 
which   compounding   has    been   carried. 
If  we  take  some  of  the  poor  parishes*^ 
Bethnal    Green,    Bromley,   Poplar,    St. 
George's,    Southwark,    Woolwich,   and 
Bermondsey — there   are  45,000   houses, 
and  of  these  the  rates  are  paid  in  no  less 
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than  39,000  by  the  landlord.    I  have  not 
the  figures  in  detail  for  the  other  poor 
districts,  or,  an  it  would  be  more  correct 
to  call  them,  districts  of  small  houses, 
bat  the  figures  would  be  about  the  same. 
Taking  the  Metropolis  as  a  whole,  out  of 
some  550,000  houses  the  rates  in  200,000 
are  paid  not  by  the  tenants,  but  by  the 
landlord.     The  result,  therefore,  is  that 
the  benefit  of  the  Bill  will  go    not  to 
the  tenants,  but  to  the  landlords.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre)  will  hardly  question  this,  be- 
cause in  the  Debate  on  the  Budget  he 
quoted  with  approval  the   authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian   as  having  ''  established 
the  fact  that  rates  were  ultimately  paid 
by  the  owner  of  the  land."     This  is,  of 
coarse,  immediately  the  case  as  regards 
tenements  occupied  by  compound  house- 
holders.     In   the  long    run,   then,    the 
effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  take  money 
from  the  landowners  in  certain  parts  of 
London,  and  increase  the  value  of  the 
property  of   landowners  in  other  parts. 
Is  there  the  least  reason  to  suppose  that 
one  set  of  landowners  are  poorer  than  the 
other  ?     We  have  absolutely  no  evidence 
on  the  subject.     A  great  deal  of  poor 
property  is  owned  by  very  rich  men.     I 
am  told  that  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  land  in  the  City  is  more  subdivided 
than  elsewhere.     A  great  deal  of   it  is 
held  by  Companies — not  City  Companies 
in    the    ordinary   sense — but   Insurance 
Offices,  Trust  Companies,  and  other  con- 
cerns, the  shares  of  which  are  very  much 
divided,  and  many  of  them  in  the  hands 
of  women  and  children.     You  are  going 
to  lower  the  value  of  their  property  to 
raise   that   of  other   landowners.       But 
we    have  absolutely    no   evidence   that 
those  persons  whom  you  are  going  to  de- 
prive of  a  part  of  their  property  are  any 
richer  than  those  to  whom  you  are  going 
to  make  this  gigantic  gift.   In  many  poor 
districts  there  are  large  blocks  of  property 
owned  by  very  wealthy  men.     Yon  are 
going  to  endow  them  with  an  enormous 
gift,  without  reason  and  without  inquiry. 
There  is,  I  think,  a  very  erroneous  im- 
pression as  to  the  amount  contributed  by 
the  Cit^   toward    London   expenditure. 
I   will    take    Lambeth    as    typical    of 
what    is   called   a    pour    parish.      The 
value  of  property  per  head  is  £5    13s., 
'and ^ the  eontribution  to  rates  is  £1  10s. 


Now,  how  does  the  City  stand  ?  The 
valuation  of  the  City  per  head  is  £1 10,  or, 
speaking  roughly,  about  20  times  as  much 
as  that  of  Lambeth.  Now,  what  is  the 
contribution  ?  The  City  contribution  is 
£25,  against  £1  10s.,  or,  again,  about  20 
times  as  great,  so  that  the  proportion  of 
contribution  is  about  the  same  as  that  of 
rateable  value.  But  there  is  this  differ- 
ence :  that  the  contribution  of  £1  10s. 
paid  by  Lambeth  is  for  the  benefit  of 
Lambeth,  while  a  very  large  part  of  the 
£25  contributed  by  the  City  is  spent  not 
for  its  own  advantage,  but  for  the  benefit 
of  other  districts.  Sir,  let  me  ask  the 
House  whether  the  City  does  not  bear  a 
fair  proportion  when  it  is  paying  in 
rates  no  less  than  £25  per  head  ?  And 
yet  under  this  Bill  we  are  called  upon  to 
contribute  £100,000  a  year  more.  The 
City  is  the  unfortunate  ''  predominant 
partner,*^  and,  like  another  predominant 
partner,  is  to  be  content  with  less  repre- 
sentation and  more  taxation  than  its 
share.  We  have  paid,  and  are  paying, 
enormous  sums  for  schools,  parks,  and 
other  objects,  excellent  in  themselves,  but 
for  the  advantage  of  other  districts.  But 
now  let  me  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
uncertainty  which  this  Bill  will  introduce 
into  all  business  transactions.  When  it 
passes,  if  you  buy  a  property  you  cannot 
tell  what  you  are  buying  ;  if  you  rent  a 
house  you  cannot  tell  what  liabilities  you 
are  incurring.  At  any  moment  the 
Government  may  swoop  down  and 
transfer  part  of  your  property  to  some- 
one else,  or  confer  part  of  someone  else^s 
property  upon  you.  Take  the  case  of  two 
men  about  to  rent  business  premises. 
They  look  at  two  offices  and  compare  the 
advantages,  and  what  rent  they  will  have 
to  pay.  As  sensible  men  they  naturally 
consider  the  rates.  After  doing  so  one 
takes  an  office  in  Kensington,  the  other 
in  Islington.  Then  comes  the  Govern- 
ment and  introduces  their  Bill.  The 
unfortunate  man  who  has  taken  his  office 
in  Kensington  has  to  pay  6d.  more  in  the 
£1  than  he  calculated  for  the  benefit  of 
the  other.  Is  thiK  justice  ?  Moreover,  it 
is  a  curious  thing  that  in  several  cases 
this  Bill  neutralises  the  etfect  of  the 
Common  Poor  Fund.  For  instance, 
Holborn  receives  under  the  Common 
Poor  Fund  ;  it  has  to  pay  under  this  Bill  ; 
Marylebone  also  receives,  but  under  this 
Bill  will  have  to  pay  ;  and  the  same  is  the 
case  with  Whitechapel.     Islington  pays 
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to  the  Common  Poor  Fund,  but  under 
thi6  Kill  will  receive  £21,000  a  year.  As 
Mr.  Acworth  justly  says,  this  Bill 

'*  should  be  called  not  a  Bill  for  equalisation, 
but  a  Bill  for  the  perpetuation  of  anomalies, 
and  the  introduction  of  confusion  into  the 
finances  of  London." 

Now,    Sir,    what    has    been    the    effect 

of    the    Common    Poor    Fund  ?      The 

figures      are     very     remarkable.       The 

fund    was   started   in    1867.     Now,  the 

number  of  outdoor  poor  have,  I  am 
happy  to  say,  greatly  diminished  from 
39  per  1,000  in  1865  to  19  per  1,000  in 
1893.  In  London  also  the  proportion  has 
fallen  from  24  per  1,000  in  1865  to  11  in 
1893 .  But  ho w  about  the  indoor  paupers  ? 
In  the  country  they  are  stationary  ;  they 
were  6*3  per  1,000  in  1865,  and  they  are 
6*5  now.  In  Loudon  they  were  10  per 
1,000  in  1865.  Then  came  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Common  Poor  Fund,  under 
which  localities  are  added  in  proportion 
to  the  indoor  poor.  In  1870  they  had 
risen  to  11*5  per  1,000;  in  1880  to  14; 
in  1893  to  15  per  1,000  ;  so  that  they 
have  increased  no  less  than  50  per  cent. 
In  The  Charity  Organisation  Review  the 
writer  of  an  able  article  justly  says — 

'^  Is  there  anything  remarkable  in  the  fact 
that  the  Unions  have  mlhered  to  a  policy  under 
which  a  large  portion  of  their  expenditure  is 
repaM  to  them  by  tlie  richer  parishes  of  London  ? 
In  1891,  by  the  operation  of  the  Metropolitan 
Common  Poor  Fund,  Bethnal  Green  was  thus 
repaid  £21,^579,  of  a  total  expenditure  on  relief 
of  £r>9,809;  Whitechapel,  £11,868,  of  an  ex- 
penditure of  C47,35l  ;  ami  St.  George's-in-t he- 
East,  £19,429,  of  an  exiMjnditure  of  £42,714. 
Is  it  remarkable  that  none  of  these  Unions 
should  have  ventured  to  try  a  system  of  relief 
the  cost  of  which,  whether  or  not  it  might  of 
itself  be  economical,  would  fall  entirely  on  any 
Unions  which  cmbarketl  on  it  ?  Out-ielief  has 
never  of  late  years  had  fair  play  in  any  of  the 
poor  parishes  of  London." 

And  he  condemns  what  he  calls 

"  the  revolution  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
scale  of  our  Poor  Law  establishments,  and  the 
wholesale  extravagance  encouraged  by  the 
Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund." 

Mr.  Acworth,  who  is,  I  need  not  say,  a 
great  authority  on  London  government, 
says — 

"  The  central  grant  system  is  a  great  premium 
on  local  extravagance." 

This  Bill  would   not  only  have  the  same  ' 
effect,  but  in  an  exaggerated  form,  be-  ! 
cause    the    provisions    for    control    are ; 
absent.     Mr.  Loch,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Charity    Organisation    Society,    in    his 
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letter  from  which  I  have  already  quoted, 

says — 

*'  The  principle  of  the  Metropolitan  Common 
Poor  Fund  is  adopted  in  the  Bill,  but  without 
even  its  safeguards.  It  is  generally  acknow- 
ledged that  the  Guardians  are  always  more 
ready  to  spend  freely  when   the  expenditure 

Sroposed  to  be  incurred  is  chargeable  to  the 
[etropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund.  .  .  .  But 
these  sums  are  expended  for  purposes  clearly 
specified  under  various  Acts  and  in  accotdanoe 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  subject  to  the  supervision  of  their 
Inspectors— conilitions  which  will  not  bold  good 
in  r^ard  to  the  expenditure  to  be  undertake 
under  the  Equalisation  Bill Con- 
sequently we  may  expect  that  it  will  lead  to 
extravagance  even  more  than  has  the  Metro- 
politan   Common     Poor    Fun<l It 

would  be  a  pity,  I  believe,  to  add  one  more  to 

our  London  anomalies And  some 

better  basis  for  distribution  should  be  found.** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  charge 
of  the  Bill  referred  somewhat  severely  to 
the  Vestry  Clerk  of  St.  Luke's,  but,  having 
read  the  document  issued  by  that  gentle- 
man, I  must  say  it  seemed  to  me  to  be 
characterised  by  great  knowledge  of  the 
subject.  I  did  not  understand  him  to 
make  particular  objection  to  the  claim 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and, 
as  I  understand  the  matter  will  be  re- 
ferred to  by  an  hon.  Member  behind  me, 
I  will  not  go  into  it.  I  would,  however, 
just  quote  a  few  sentences  from  the 
Clerk  of  St.  Luke's.  Taking  a  wide  and 
statesmanlike  view  of  the  question,  he 
has  condemned  the  Bill  in  no  measured 
terms — 

*'  It  is,"  he  says,  "  little  short  of  iniquitons  to 
hand  over  to  L(jcal  Authorities  very  large  sums  of 
money,  and  leave  them  to  dispose  of  this  money 
at  their  own  unfetteretl  discretion  as  the  BiU 
docs.  This  prosi)ect  of  independent  action  with 
regard  to  funds  provided  by  others,  must  have  a 
fascinating  but  most  unhappy  influence  upon  the 
recipients.  The  Itill  provided  no  control  what- 
ever  over  the  cxi)enditure  of  the  grants  from  the 
Equalisation  Fund,  cither  similar  in  character 
to  the  check  which  is  placed  upon  Iktards  of 
Guardians  receiving  contributions  from  the 
Metroi)olitan  Common  Poor  Fund,  or  otherwise ; 
in  my  judgment,  a  most  unprecedented  pro- 
[>osal  and  a  vital  omission  from  the  BilL'* 

One  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  that  the 
total  expenditure  for  local  purposes  will 
be  largely  increased,  and,  in  districts 
where  the  rates  are  relieved,  the  rates 
will  go  up.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  House 
passes  this  Bill,  yon  cannot  stop  here. 
Why  should  you  ?  Why  should  you  not 
rate  all  lightly-rated  districts  for  the 
benefit  of  others  which  are  more  heavily 
rated,  and  as  you  allocate  the  money  on 
the  basis  of  population  yon  must  rate  all 
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rural  diBtricts  for  the  benefit  of  the  urban 
population.  Is  this  fair  ?  Is  it  likely 
to  conduce  to  economical  administration  ? 
I  have  shown  that,  so  far  from  equalising 
the  rates,  it  in  certain  cases  increases  the 
difference  —  turns,  for  instance,  the 
present  difference  of  l^d.  between  Ken- 
sington and  Islington  into  one  of  7^d. 
At  the  same  time,  it  weakens  terribly  the 
inducement  to  economy.  Districts  will 
saj  to  themselves,  ^^We  may  as  well 
spend  money  liberally  ;  no  doubt  for  a 
time  we  shall  have  to  pay,  but  soon  we 
shall  have  a  generous  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, who  will  rate  our  neighbours  for  our 
benefit/*  As  the  other  districts,  however, 
will  take  the  same  course,  the  rates  will 
rise  all  round,  and  everyone  will  suffer. 
Sir,  I  think  I  have  shown  that  the  Bill 
does  not  equalise  rates,  but  in  many 
cases  increases  the  differences  ;  that  it 
would  not  affect  poor  tenants,  but  in  the 
main  would  benefit  one  set  of  landlords 
at  the  expeuse  of  another  ;  that  it  would 
introduce  fresh  complexities  and  anoma- 
lies ;  that  it  contains  no  safeguards  and 
would  tend  to  encourage  extravagance  ; 
and  that  it  is  essentially  unjust.  In  its 
present  form,  then,  it  is  open  to  very 
grave  objections,  and  if  it  is  to  effect  the 
avowed  intentions  of  Governmeut,  will 
require  careful  and  numerous  alterations 
in  Committee. 

•Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) 
thought  the  great  mistake  which  under- 
lay the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  introduced  the  Bill  was  that 
the  rating  seemed  to  vary  adversely  with 
the  poverty  of  the  ratepayers,  and  that 
all  the  rich  lived  together,  and  all 
the  poor  lived  together.  That  was 
really  the  basis  of  his  argument,  and  was 
a  great  ftdlacy.  This  question  could  not 
be  treated  as  if  all  the  members  of  par- 
ticular classes  lived  together.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  various  classes  were  more 
mixed  up  than  people  usually  supposed. 
Westminster,  the  parish  in  which  they 
were  then  assembled,  would  have  to  pay 
very  heavily  under  this  Bill ;  but  it 
contained  abject  poverty  as  well  as 
great  wealth,  and  the  same  measure 
will  be  meted  out  to  the  poor  of  the 
slums  as  to  the  rich  residents  of  the 
parish.  Those  Members  who  had  lis- 
tened to  the  sermons  of  the  Rector  needed 
not  to  be  reminded  of  the  close  associa- 
tion of.  great  poverty  and  great  wealth. 
In  altering  the  rates  as  proposed  they 


would  be  really  adding  to  the  taxation 
.of  some  of  the  poorest  in  many 
parishes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  this  Bill  was  intended 
not  so  much  for  the  equalisation  of 
rates  as  to  enable  money  to  be  spent 
for  necessary  purposes  in  certain  places. 
He  agreed  in  the  absolute  necessity  for 
expenditure  upon  sanitary  objects,  though 
to  base  equalisation  of  rates  upon  ex- 
penditure would  be  fatal.  It  would  lead 
to  extravagance,  and  he  would  oppose 
any  such  system.  The  right,  hon.  Gen- 
tleman^s  statement  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  make  London  pay  was 
amusing. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  City. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  took  the 
right  hon.  Geutleman^s  statement  and 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch 
(who  talked  about  "  our  Bill  '*)  together, 
and  they  were  rather  suggestive.  The 
statement  was  certainly  that  the  object 
was  to  make  the  City  pay,  and  he  had 
no  objection  to  its  paying  a  fair  share. 
No  doubt  some  fairer  system,  some  kind 
of  equalisation,  was  absolutely  necessary, 
and  he  had  always  advocated  it.  All 
were  agreed  that  the  poorest  districts 
should  be  as  far  as  possible  relieved,  and 
that  the  wealthier  should  pay  more  ;  but 
looking  at  these  figures,  it  could  not  be 
right  that  Battersea  should  pay  5s.  9d. 
and  Bermondsey  7s.  4d.  Did  the  Bill 
set  these  anomalies  right,  for  that  was 
what  it  professed  to  do  all  through 
London  ?  Representing  Islington  he 
was  in  a  peculiar  position,  for  that 
parish  was  to  get  the  largest  part  of  the 
money — more  than  10  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  sum  raised.  But  one  ought  to  be 
fair  whatever  might  happen,  and  with 
opponents  all  round  .him  he  would 
endeavour  to  put  the  matter,  as  it  seemed 
to  him,  fairly.  At  present  the  rate  in 
Islington  was  low.  The  parish  was 
well  managed  and  was  nearly  as 
large  as  Birmingham.  Standing  alone, 
and  not  regarded  as  part  of  London, 
it  would  be  one  of  the  largest 
cities  of  this  great  Empire.  He 
would,  in  all  his  references,  take  his 
figures  from  the  London  County 
Council  Returns,  as  the  fairest  and 
most  accurate,  and  they  were  based 
on  an  average  of  the  last  five  years. 
The  rate  for  Islington,  at  present  5s., 
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would  become  48.  9d. — lower  than  that 
iu  anj  parish  receiving  benefit  under  the 
Bill.     Though  Islington  had  its  poorer 
quarters,  nobody  could  say  it  was  poorer 
than  Bow,  Poplar,  or  Limehouse.      In 
Bow  the  rate  was  79.,  and  would  under 
the  Bill  be  6s.  5d.  ;    in  Poplar  6s.  6d. 
would   be   reduced    to   6s.   2d.,   and   in 
Limehouse  58.  lid.  would  become  58.  7d. 
Were  those  figures  for  far  poorer  parishes 
fair  in  comparison  with  Islington  ?     He 
was  speaking  of  this  as  a  matter  of  strict 
equity.     Again,  Ratcliff  and    Wapping, 
contiguous  parishes,  were  for  all  practical 
purposes  in  precisely  the  same  circum- 
stances.  At  present  their  rates  were  equal 
— 58.  4d. ;  and  why  did  the  Bill  relieve 
Ratcliff  to   the    extent    of    3*8 Id.   and 
Wapping  only  '67  ?     For  a  reason  the 
fact  was  given  that  one  of  them  contained 
Dock  property  ;  but  the  same  class  of 
people  lived  in  both,  and  yet  the  Bill 
was  going  to  make  this  great  difference, 
and  destroy  the  present  equality  between 
them.     That   showed   there   was  some- 
thing wrong   in   the  way  the  Bill  was 
framed.      The    great    difficulty   in   the 
Bill  was  that  it  was  based   on  a  danger- 
ous system  of  averages,  than  which  there 
was   no   more   difficult   subject  to   deal 
with.     The  rich  Hanover  Square  district 
was  much   lower  rated  than  the  poorer 
Bethnal  Green  :    at  present  48.  6d,  and 
6s.  2d.  respectively,  they  would  become 
under   the    Bill   4s.    lOd.    and   5s.    5id. 
Why  should  the  smaller  sum  be  paid  in 
the    rich,    and    the   larger    in    the    poor 
parish  ?     But  the  House  must  remember 
that  iu  taking  these  averages  they  were 
mixing  up  the  rich  and  poor  in  the  dif- 
ferent    parishes.     Hon.     Members     ac- 
quainted with  Marylebone  would  know 
that  that  parish  contained  some  of  the 
very  poorest  class  of  ratepayers — for  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  each  individual 
ratepayer  living  in   a  rich  parish  would 
have  to  pay  the   rate  whether  he  was 
rich  or  poor.     He  had  taken  considerable 
trouble   to   work    out   the   position   and 
rates  of  every  parish  referred  to  in   the 
London  County  Council's  tables,  and  had 
taken  the  average  per  householder  as  a 
better  plan  than  taking  the  average  pay- 
ment per   head.     The   average  holding 
worked  out  at  £48  for  London.     Taking 
that  as  the  unit,  the  rich  districts  would 
average   above,   and    the   poorer  below 
that  figure.     These  figures  were  taken 
from  the  new  Census  Returns,  Vol.  2,  pre- 

Mr.  BartUy 


pared   at  the   request  of    the    London 
County  Council,  and    he  would    accept 
them    as     absolutely    correct.       They 
showed  the  most  flagrant  injustice.  Hon* 
Members  ought  not  to  be  led  away  by 
the  title  of  this  Bill,  bat  should -endea- 
vour to  see  how  it  would  work.      The 
matter  wus  very  eomplicatecl,  and  ae  he 
had  stated,  he  had  endeavouretl  to  work 
out  the  rating  and  position  of  every  parish 
referred  to  in  the  table,  taking  the  average 
householder's  assessment  as  a  better  way 
of  obtaining  an  average    than  payment 
per    head,    and   in    that   way    he    had 
arrived   at    his    figure  of  £48   as   the 
average  rateable  value  of  a  holding  in 
London,  the  rich  districts  being  abore, 
and  the  poor  below  that  sum.     To  show 
what  flagrant  injustice  would  be  done  by 
this  Bill  he  would  call  attention  to  the 
four  following  parishes : — St.  Katherine's- 
by-the-Tower,  a  small  parish  ;  St.  Paul's, 
Co  vent  Garden,  a  large  parish  ;  Wapping; 
and  the  Minories.     In  St.  Katherine's- 
by-the-Tower  the  rates  were  at  present 
Gs.  7d.,  and  this  Bill  would  simply  take 
ofi*  one  farthing,  making  the  rate  Gs.  6|d. 
It  seemed  monstrous  that  the  few  people 
inhabiting  that  parish  should  be  left  at 
that  very  excessive  rate.     In  St.  Paul's, 
Covent  Garden,  the  rates  were  58.  Id. — 
rather  below  the  average  ;  they  were  to 
be  increased  to  5s.  Gd.,  although  the  dis- 
trict was  a  poor  one  and  in  some  parts  its 
property  miserable  and   even  squalid  in 
the    extreme.     In     Wapping    the  rates 
were  5s.  4d.  at  present,  and  they  were  to 
be   5s.   3^.       In  the  Minories  the  rates 
were  very  high,  Gs.  4d.,  and  under  this 
Bill  they  were   to  be    reduced  by    one- 
halfpenny  only — to  Gs.  3^d.     Could  it  be 
said   that    a    measure  containing   those 
anomalies  could  be  called  in  any  sense  a 
measure  for   the  equalisation   of  rates  ? 
These  results  might  be  gratifying  to  per- 
sons   in    districts     with     large     docks, 
factories,  and  workshops  in  their   midst 
to  have  these  rates  fixed ;  but  that  was 
not  the  way    the  poorer   people   would 
look  at  the   matter.     They  would  ask, 
"  Why  have  our  rates  been  left  so  high 
in  this  system  of  equalisation  ?"     Take 
such  places  as  Islington,  Norton  Folgate, 
Whitechapel,  St.  Luke's,  Holbom,  Stoke 
Newington,     and     Shoreditch,    varying 
very      much — ^from      5s.     to     Gs.     Id. 
They  were  all  to  be  raised  or  lowered 
without  any  special  reason  assigned.  Hol- 
born,   which  happened  to   be  rated  very 
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low  at  present,  5t.  Id.,  was  to  be  raised 
bj  a  small  sum,  though  it  contained  a  very 
poor  district  and  a  large  number  of  poor 
people,  the  amount  of  rating  being  rather 
increased  owing  to  low  rents  and 
other  circumstances.  Then  take  Stoke 
Newington,  a  parish  Ivinji:  along- 
side and  haying  identical  features 
with  those  of  North  Islington.  It  had  at 
present  a  higher  rate  than  North  Isling- 
ton— 5s.  2d«  as  against  6s. — and  yet 
under  this  Bill  Islington  was  to  be  given 
dd.  and  Stoke  Newington  was  only  to  have 
I^.  The  result  would  be  that  Islington 
would  stand  at  4s.  9d.  and  Stoke  New- 
ington at  5s.  That  was  most  unreason- 
able. Such  anomalies  ought  not  to  exist, 
yet  this  Bill  was  supposed  to  equalise. 
The  rates  of  many  parishes,  such  as  St. 
Olave^s  and  St.  Thomas's,  South wark, 
Covent  G-arden,  St.  Mary's-le-Strand, 
Kensington,  Hampstead,  &c.,  were 
higher  than  the  rates  in  Islington,  yet 
their  rates  were  to  be  raised  whilst  those 
of  Islington  were  to  be  lowered.  Why 
should  those  parishes,  where  the  rates 
were  already  higher  than  in  Isling- 
ton, be  still  further  increased  ?  Was 
that  fair  ?  Then  taking  the  poorer  end 
of  the  scale,  Plnmstead,  now  6s.  2d. 
would  become  os.  2d.  Camberwell,  now 
Gs., would  be 5s.  7id. ;  Limehouse  5s.  lid. 
would  be  58.  6^,  Those  parishes, 
though  poorer  than  Islington,  were  rated 
far  higher.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Islington  wished  to  have 
their  rates  reduced  at  the  expense  of 
poorer  districts,  but  of  course  if  Parlia- 
ment insisted  on  giving  £21,000  a  year 
to  Islington  they  would  be  glad  to  take 
the  money.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  consider  whether  a  Bill  which 
sanctioned  such  extraordinary  anomalies 
ought  not  to  be  revised.  If  measures 
were  taken  to  reduce  the  rates  perma- 
nently in  certain  districts,  on  a  basis 
of  population,  he  feared  the  effect 
would  be  to  encourage  an  increase 
of  inhabitants  in  places  already  too 
densely  populated.  If  the  rates  were 
very  much  higher  in  one  of  two  con- 
tiguous districts  than  in  a  neighbouring 
parish  a  poor  man  in  search  of  a  shop  or 
lodging  would  naturally  go  to  the 
latter.  There  were  Islington  and  St. 
FancraSy  for  example.  The  rates  in  the 
former  place  under  this  Bill  would  be 
48.  9d.,  and  in  the  latter  5s.  dd.  He 
would  ventore  to  ask  was  it  not  certain 


that  a  poor  man  would  elect  to  reside  in 
Islington,  where  the  rates  were  lower  ? 
Supposing  that  the  population  of  Isling- 
ton were  to  increase  largely  ;  supposing, 
for  the  sake  of  illustration,  that  it  should 
double  itself,  then,  instead  of  £21,000  a 
year  the  parish  would  get  a  very  much 
larger  sum,  probably  about  £80,000 
a  year,  for  the  denser  the  popuIatioQ 
of  a  district  became  the  more  would  they 
be  given  under  this  system.  It  must  be  re- 
cognised by  all  as  a  great  evil  that  density 
of  population  should  thus  be  encouraged. 
All  these  anomalies  would  aggravate 
themselves  as  time  went  on,  and  in  each 
district  would  become  greater,  and  the 
very  fact  of  giving  a  premium  to  those 
dense  districts  would  encourage  the  very 
evil  so  much  deplored.  It  was  not  de- 
sirable that  these  densely  populated  places 
should  become  still  more  thickly  inhabited, 
One  of  the  great  causes  of  difference  in  the 
rating  was  that  one  parish  was  poorer  than 
another  ;  but  there  were  other  things  that 
affected  the  rates,  such  as  bad  manage- 
ment of  one  area  as  compared  with  the 
good  management  of  another.  Islington 
has  been  referred  to,  and  the  reason  Is- 
lington had  a  lower  rate  as  compared  with 
other  districts  was  partly  because  it  had 
been  excellently  managed  for  many  years, 
being  properly  looked  a^^er  by  the  Vestry. 
Then  as  to  the  loss  in  collection  the 
average  was  6*6,  but  there  were  some  of 
the  Metropolitan  districts  where  it  was 
as  low  as  1*8,  whilst  in  others  it  was  as 
high  as  15*8.  The  collection  of  the  rate 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  it.  The 
most  efficient  system  was  a  quarterly 
collection,  and  where  that  system  was 
adopted  the  loss  was  considerably  less 
than  where  the  collection  was  made  at 
longer  intervals.  He  need  not  refer  at 
any  length  to  the  question  of  efficiency, 
whether  efficiency  and  economy  would  be 
found  under  this  measure.  They  must 
remember  that  these  parishes  would  have 
the  handling  of  money  that  they  did  not 
feel  the  collection  of,  and  everyone  knew 
that  money  drawn  from  the  Treasury  or 
a  common  fund  was  not  watched  with 
that  jealousy  and  care  that  money  was 
that  was  drawn  from  the  ratepayers 
themselves,  and,  therefore,  there  was 
great  danger  that  these  subventions  in 
aid  led  to  extravagance  in  the  locality. 
The  danger  was  that  these  funds  that 
came  from  a  concealed  source  would  not 
be  felt  bv  the  localities  for  some  time. 
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and   having  the  money  in  a  lump  sam  it 
would   look  as   if   thej    were   spending 
money  they  did  not  have  to  pay  for,  and 
before   long   the   6d.   rate   would    have 
become  a  Is.  rate.     He  did  not  object  to 
an  increase  of  these  rates  if  it  was  to  do 
the  good  work  of  the  district  that  was 
anticipated,  as  he  thought  they  got  more 
than  the  value  of  the  rate  by  having  an 
efficient  sanitary  system,  very  often  it  was 
an  absolute  economy,  even  for  the  very 
poor,  to  pay  rates  rather  than  run  the  risk 
of  ill-health  which  a  scarcity  of  rate  often 
involved.   The  conclusion  he  came  to  was 
that,  though  they  had  in  Islington  an 
enormous  bribe  given  by  this  Bill,  the 
Bill  did  not  give  equalisation  of  rates, 
and  did  not  do  what  they  were  all  striv- 
ing to   do — namely,  relieve   those  who 
ought  to  be  relieved,  and  put  an  extra 
burden  upon  those  who  might  well  be 
required  to  pay  a  little  more.      He  felt 
also  that  the  Bill  would  tend  to  increase 
the    density   of   the    population.     They 
had   the   case  before  their  eyes   of   the  | 
abolition  of  the  Coal  Dues.     At  the  time 
it  was  not  popular  to  oppose  the  abolition, 
but  at  the  present  they  were  all  agreed 
that  it  was  a  great  mistake    that  was 
made.     ["  No,  no  I  "]     He  did  not  sup- 
pose the  lion.  Member  who  came  from 
the  Forest  of  Dean  desired  them,  as  he 
had  another  interest,  but  the  inhabitants 
of  London  did,  and  he  was  sure  that  if 
the  London   County  Council   could  get 
them  back  without  anyone  knowing   it 
they  would  get  them  very  soon.     It  was 
the  same  with  such  a  measure  as  this. 
For  the  moment  it  might  be  popular,  but 
it  would  be  found  to  work  injustice  and 
unfairness   upon  the  localities.      Before 
sitting  down  he  would  like  to  say  what 
his  own  view  of  the  matter  was.     He 
knew  that  some  hou.  Gentlemen  thought 
it  was  only  a  political  matter,  but  he  did 
say  that  this  measure  might  possibly  be 
altered    into   a    fairly    reasonable    one, 
and  one  way  he   could  see  to  do    that 
was  to  make  some  better  arrangement 
for  the  raising  of  this  fund.     This  extra 
sixpenny  rate  should  be  levied  on  those 
who  were  rated  at  the  higher  rate.     He 
should  not  object  to  that  if  he  had  all  the 
information  before  him,  but  they  had  not 
got  that  information.     As  he  had  said, 
he  had  tried  to  get  it,  and,  personally, 
he  should    not    object  to    what  was  a 
somewhat  differential  rate,  as  he  thought 
there  was  a  good    deal  to    be  said    of 

Mr,  Hartley 


some   such   rate  as   that  if    fairly   ad* 
justed  and  properly  extended.     He  was 
quite  candid  about  that.      He  wanted  to 
relieve   the  small  struggling  ratepayer. 
To  his  mind,  no  man  paid  more  in  taxa- 
tion, both  local  and  Imperial,  than  the 
small  man  who  was  trying  to  push  him- 
self up.     This  Bill  relieved  a  few  in  some 
parts,  but  it  did  not  relieve  them  in  other 
parts,  and  if  a  small  tradesman  lived  in 
what  was  thought  to  be  a  fashionable 
district  he  had  a  greater  struggle  to  get 
on  than  those  who  lived   in  the  poorer 
parts,  and  sometimes  was  not  able  to  get 
on  at  all.     But,  as  he  had  said,  they  had 
not  the  necessary  information  before  them 
to  do  that.    Hon.  Members  opposite  knew 
he   did   not  think  much  of  the  County 
Council ;   but  he  would  infinitely  rather 
leave  the  adjustment  of  this  fund  to  the 
County  Council,  if  the  principle  in  which 
they  were  to  distribute  it  were  carefully 
defined  in  the  Bill,  than  to  the  haphazard 
system    proposed    in   the    Bill.     There 
would  be  objections,  but  he  thought  it 
possible  that  such  a  body  as  the  County 
Council,  which  would  work  in  the  light 
of  day,    would   carry   out    the    system 
fairly,  and  that  the  fund  worked  on  those 
lines  would  be  better  than  the  way  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill.     This  was  a  matter  in 
which  he  had  taken  great  interest.     The 
local  burdens  of  the  people  were  of  far 
more  importance  than  many  of  the  so- 
called   great    political   questions   which 
were  discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  had  always  made  it  his  study  to 
relieve  those  burdens  as  far  as  possible. 
Of  course,  the  advantages  of  civilisation 
must  be  paid  for,  but  the  payment  ought 
to   be   arranged   in    a    fair    way.     The 
burden  ought  to  be  adjusted  fairly  on  the 
shoulders  of  each  person.      He  believed 
that  this  was  an  opportunity  of  equalis- 
ing the  rates  in  a  fair  manner,  and  he  re- 
gretted very   much   that   the   Bill   was 
drafted  in  the  way  it  was. 

•Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  said,  there  were  reasons  that 
might  justify  his  intervention  in  this 
Debate.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  his 
honour  and  satisfaction  to  move  the 
Resolution  ;  in  the  second  place,  it  was 
seldom  he  intruded  on  the  House  ;  and, 
in  the  third  place,  his  own  constituents 
were  very  much  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion. He  had  been  listening  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  for  the  major  part 
of  his  speech,  and  he   had  been  wonder- 
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ing  with  what  object  he  had  risen.  He 
must  confess  that  in  the  last  few  sentences 
thej  had  rather  a  novel  suggestion,  and 
he  thought  they  might  dismiss  all  that 
went  before  as  simply  an  essay. 
He  was  interested  in  hearing  the 
arguments  of  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  admitted  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  the  equalisation  of 
rates,  but  objected  to  this  Bill  because  he 
said  it  was  not  an  equalisation  of  rates. 
They  must  all  admit  that  there  was  no 
reason  to  contend  longer  about  that,  as 
it  was  a  patent  fact ;  but  it  was  un- 
doubtedly an  effort  in  the  direction  of 
equalisatioo,  and  if  they  could  not  get 
all  they  would  wish  they  would  be  much 
remiss  in  their  representative  character 
to  their  constituents  if  they  did  not  get 
as  much  as  they  could.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London,  while  he 
honestly  admitted  he  was  favourable  to  the 
Bill,  objected  because  it  was  not  an  Equal- 
isation Bill,  and  called  it  a  counting  of 
noses  instead  of  a  consideration  of  needs. 
In  the  light  of  that  figure  of  speech  he 
wished  to  present  the  case  for  which  he 
was  claiming  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  few  minutes.  The  district  of  Ber- 
mondsey  had  been  referred  to  frequently. 
A  Id.  in  the  £l  in  Bermondsey  repre- 
sented £1,750,  whilst  in  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  it  represented  £7,674. 
The  local  charges  for  Bermondsey,  in 
addition  to  the  general  charges,  amounted 
to  4s.  in  the  £1  ;  in  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  they  came  to  Is.  3d.,  and  in 
St.  Jameses  they  came  to  Is.  O^d.  If 
this  question  were  to  be  dealt  with 
according  to  local  needs,  he  wished  hon. 
Grentlemen  to  take  notice  of  the  facts. 
Under  the  Bill  Bermondsey  would  get  a 
rebate  of  something  like  £6,000,  which 
would  mean  3^.  in  the  £1  on  rates  at 
present  amounting  to  7s.  dd.  in  the  £1., 
thus  reducing  the  rate  to  6s.  11^.  Did 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  con- 
sider that  this  was  still  a  case  of  need  ? 
Under  the  Bill  the  rate  in  St.  James's, 
Westminster,  would  be  increased  4d.  in 
the  £1,  and  that  parish  would  then  only 
be  paying  a  rate  of  4s.  4d.  in  the  £1, 
against  the  reduced  rate  of  6s.  ll^d.  in 
Bermondsey.  The  hon.  Member  for  Is- 
lington referred  to  Westminster,  and 
wanted  to  establish  another  anomaly,  as 
though  they  had  not  enough  to  deal  with. 
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The  hon.  Member  said  that  around 
this  House  there  were  many  wealthy 
people,  and  there  was  a  proportion  of 
the  squalid  and  poor  population.  They 
would  grant  him  that  as  he  thought  it 
was  generally  the  fact  that  the  rich  and 
the  poor  went  together,  but  the  question 
was  one  of  proportion.  Supposing  West- 
minster were  to  exist  as  a  rich  district, 
without  any  squalor,  it  would  pay  less 
than  the  4s.  that  it  paid  to-day.  What 
thev  would  like  would  be  to  discriminate 
to  such  an  extent  that  the  poor  should 
be  entirely  relieved,  and,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  would  help  them  to  do 
that  in  Committee.  They  had  recently 
passed  the  principle  of  graduation  in 
regard  to  the  Death  Duties  on  the  basis 
that  the  rich  should  pay  at  a  higher  rate 
than  the  poor.  But  in  regard  to  local 
taxation  in  London  the  basis  seemed  to 
be  that  the  poorer  the  district  the  higher 
was  the  rate  of  taxation,  for  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  poorer  districts  of  Loudon, 
which  were  really  the  industrial  districts, 
were  at  present  the  most  heavily  rated  of 
all.  As  long  as  things  remained  in  this 
state  they  were  not  likely  to  have  peace 
and  contentment.  The  large  leakage  of 
Is.  Id.  in  the  £1  in  Bermondsey  to  which 
reference  had  been  made  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  showed 
the  poverty  and  inability  of  the  tenants 
in  that  district  to  pay  their  rates  and 
rents,  and  a  man  who  left  his  rates  un- 
paid only  aggravated  the  condition  of 
his  neighbours.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone  placed  the  Bill  under  discus- 
sion on  false  grounds.  He  said  it  was  a 
political  move,  but  that  had  been  abso- 
lutely answered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington,  who  sat  on  the  same  side  of 
the  House  with  the  hon.  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Islington  would  not 
have  this  as  a  political  movement  at  all, 
and  why  he  made  his  speech,  considering 
that  he  represented  the  most  favoured 
district  of  London,  he  (Mr.  Barrow) 
could  not  understand,  because  the  rates 
of  his  constituents  would  be  reduced  to 
4s.  9d,  in  the  £1.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  London 
University  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  referred  to 
the  City  of  London  contributing  half-a- 
million  of  money  to  relief  objects  gene- 
rally. If  they  had  not  got  the  money 
they  could  not  contribute  it.  But  what 
remained  behind  ?     After  all  their  deeds 
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o£  charity  (hey  wore  taxed  at  only. 
4s.  lOd.  ID  the  £1,  aud  that  repreeeat«d 
the  wealth  of  the  City  of  Loudon.  A 
point  was  made  by  the  Ueinlxii'  for  the 
City  that  a  proposal  to  lax  the  City  on 
H  iiight  popu^tion  was  very  unfuir. 
["Hear,  hear  I  "]  Very  well  ;  let  them 
ex&Diine  that  questiou.  He  could  not 
follow  the  hou.  Member's  tigurea, 
but  he  made  a  statement  something  like 
this  :  that  there  were  about  37,0(Xi  night 
resident^  and  between  300,000  aud 
400,000  persoua  visited  the  city  during 
the  day,  and  he  therefore  claimed  a  relief 
per  bead  on  the  day  population.  But 
these  people  did  not  live  there  except  in 
the  sense  that  they  went  there  to  labour 
and  went  back  to  Bermoudsey  by  alioalB 
to  rest  and  sleep.  These  people  in  Ber- 
mondsey,  if  this  Bill  passed,  would  get 
the  relief  at  the  rate  of  8^d.  in  the  £1  ; 
but  if  tbe  view  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
carried  out,  they  would  get  it  twice. 
London  was  crowded  throughout  the  day 
by  those  who  lived  outKidc  and  who 
were  entitled  to  claim  some  relief  from 
their  heavy  taxation,  but  what  claim  had 
the  nierchauls  of  Loudon  to  uuy  relief  of 
this  kind  ?  It  was  true  thiit  mercliauts 
did  not  sleep  in  London  ;  when  they  shut 
up  their  warehouses,  their  baukK,  or 
their  offices  tlicy  went  out  of  their  front 
doors  wliilst  the  einpJoyrs  went  out  at 
tlie  back  door,  but  let  the  House  mark 
that  those  who  went  out  at  the  back  door 
were  paying  Ts.  iu  the  £1,  whilst  those 
wiio  went  out  of  the  front  door  were 
paying  4^.  lOil.  WJiat  was  wanted  was 
that  the  people  should  get  tlie  relief  in 
tbe  district  in  which  tbey  lived  aud  paid 
their  rates.  That,  he  thought,  was  an 
answer  to  the  lion.  Member  for  Dulwiuh 
(Sir  J.  Blnudell  Maple),  who  inter- 
jected a  question  to  rlie  right  hon.  (Jcu- 
tlemau  when  he  spoke  about  tbe  cost  of 
the  roads.  The  question  ought  to  have 
Iieen  answered  by  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  he  presumed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  at  the  time  fully 
appreciato  its  importance,  Tlie  hon. 
Member  wanted  to  know  whetlier  the 
difference  in  the  cost  of  roads  in  St. 
'  ieorge's,  Hauover  Sqiiare,  where  it 
was  £850  per  mile,  and  Bermoudsey, 
where  it  was  £31 1  permile,  arose  from  the 
extra  width  of  the  roads  in  St.  George's. 
SirJ.BLUNDELL  MAPLE:  Whe- 
ther it  was  lineal  or  square  mile, 
Mt.  Barrow 


Mr.  barrow  said,  he  would  answer 
the  question  ;  it  was  a  mile  in  length. 
St.  George's  had  these  fine  wide  roftds 
which  cost  £850  per  mite,  at  a  charge  of 
4J<1.  in  the  £1  on  the  rates,  whereas  the 
cost  of  the  roads  in  Bermoudsey  was  ■ 
charge  on  their  resources  of  5jd.  in  the 
£1. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  said, 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  underslatKl  on 
what  his  remarks  were  based.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  sayiug  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  extravagance  in  the 
making  of  roads  in  St.  George's  m 
compared  with  the  E^ast  End,  and  he  (Sir 
J.  Blnudell  Maple)  pointed  out  that  the 
roads  being  so  much  wider  in  St.  George's 
there  was  not  that  extravagance  that 
was  supposed. 

•Mr.  BARROW  said,  thot  admitting 
that  St.  George's  could  have  better  roads 
at  a  less  cost,  he  thought  that  the  In- 
equalities of  rating  were  thoroughly 
established.  But  one  subject  not  yet 
touched  upon  was  the  principle  of  assess- 
ment. There  was  room  for  reformation 
there.  It  had  been  hinted  at  by  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  poor  dis- 
tricts it  was  necessary  for  the  valuers  to 
put  the  highest  possible  value  they  could 
on  tbe  property  so  as  not  to  make  the 
rating  conspicuously  high  or  higher  than 
other  districts.  They  ought  to  have  one 
common  rating  body,  one  body  who  would 
assess  the  property  in  common  for  a 
general  purpose.  He  was  glad  the  hou. 
Meml>cr  for  Islington  had  announced 
himself  ns  a  friend  of  the  London 
County  Council  to  the  extent  of  advo- 
cating that  the  management  of  the  Sill 
should  he  placed  in  their  hands. 

Mit.  BARTLEV  :  I  did  not  say  thai 
at  nil.  I  said  another  scheme  ;  not  that 
in  this  Bill. 

•Mh.  BARROW  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
Xier  did  suggest  such  a  theory  to  their 
mind.  He  hoped  they  should  see  one 
common  Governing  Body,  tlioroughlr 
equipped  with  all  the  machinery  ueoe»> 
snry  for  the  government  of  London,  and 
then  they  woubl  have  this  matter  ad- 
justed on  equitable  lines. 

Mu.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peok- 
ham)  said,  the  hon.  Member  had  indicated 
that  he  could  not  understand  the  Member 
for  !i  district  like  Islington,  which    re- 
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hred  die   largeij 
opposing  ihiSffii 


t  sum  under  tills  Bill,  I 
1.  He  (Mr.  Baubury)  I 
'  position  as  (be  hoii. 
Member  for  Isliugloa  (Mr.  Bartley).  lie  i 
represeQteJ  the  ilistricC  which  received 
tlie  seootul  largeat  aiiiu  iiuder  the  Bill, 
HUil  he  was  F;oiug  to  oppoNe  it.  He  and  | 
IiIk  hon.  Frieed  did  uot  regulate  their 
<:oiuliK!t  hy  (he  lunount  of  the  mouey  they 
were  goiug  to  receive,  but  by  ftskiug 
tbemselvee  whether  a  Bill  waa  just  and 
fair  to  everybody  in  the  country.  The 
President  of  the  Local  GoverDiuen(  Board 
Id  introduoiug  this  measure  eald  it  had 
been  lately  the  aim  and  desire  of  every- 
liody  that  Liiiidon  Bhould  be  treated  aa  a 
whole,  aad  that  the  responsible  govero- 
tneot  of  London  should  be  spread  over 
the  inhabitants  in  London.  He  quite 
agreed,  and  if  the  right  hou.  Geutlentan 
had  said  the  eicpensea  of  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  Rhuuld  be  borue  by  a  central 
uiithority,  a  rnto  being  levied  over  the 
wliole  of  Loudou,  by  whicfa  everybody  in 
London  should  pay  the  expanse  of  that 
'-eutral  authority,  he  ehou^  have  con- 
sidered the  right  hon  (jTentleman  had 
brongbt  iu  a  good  Bill,  Ojud  one  which 
de*erve<l  the  support  of  every  Member 
of  the  House.  They  Iriad  at  present 
three  funds  which  had  that  object — 
namely,  the  Police  FuAid.  the  Common 
fixir  Law  Fund,  kud  the  School 
Boanl  Fund.  Th^/l'oiice  and  School 
Boanl  Fuodi  were  both  managed 
by  one  ceutryr  authority,  and  the 
expenditure  of  /he  Poor  Law  Fund  was 
ooatrollod  also/by  one  central  authority, 
the  diief  objeH,  lie  supposed,  being  that 
those  people  Xvho  paid  the  money  should 
have  some  ffonl.rol  over  the  expenditure. 
ft  conld  not  be  denied  that  these  were 
throe  very^ood  objecta,  and  he  considered 
the  righj'hou.  Gentlemau  should  have 
proceeded  on  the  same  lines.  He  could 
not  alto^t-ther  approve  tlie  line  of  action 
of  I  be  London  County  Council,  but, 
after  all,  they  had  created  the  County 
1  the  central  anthority  of  ]jOu- 
'*,  as  he  conteudeii,  it  was 
hat  everybody  in  London 
a  fair  share  of  the  expenses 
liitary  Authority,  why  was  not 

Aaxy  Authority  to  l>e  entirely  in 

the  haiidl  of  the  County  Council  with  a 
rate  le»i«4  over  the  whole  of  the  Metro- 
ibugh  he  was  afraid  the  County 
UM  *wbhl  be  rather  extrovnganl  If 


further  powers  were  put  into  their  bauds, 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  put  the 
matter  on  that  basis  rather  than  that  the 
basis    of    population   should    bo   taken. 
With  regard  to  the  City  of  London,  the 
hon.    Member  opposite  had    said   some- 
thing as  to  the  merchants  going  out  kt 
the  front  door  and  the  clerks  at  the  baok. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  very  a  propos 
'  to  the  question,  but  he  would  just  say 
j  that  he  had  beeu  for  a  good  many  years 
I  in  the  C  it  J  of  London,  and  he  had  never 
I  observd  auy  such  eustotn.       He  alwujrs 
I  found    that   both  merchants   and  clerks 
I  werrt  out  at  the  same  door.     The  Mem- 
'  ber  for  BermoniUey  stat«d  that  if  the  Bill 
I  was  not  based   on  population    the    City 
,  people    would   be    relieved    twice   over, 
I  because  tbeae  people  who  paid  rates  in 
I  the  City  of  London  might  be  relieved, 
.  and  theu  when  they  went  to  their  places 
^  of  residence  la  Berraoudsey  they  would 
j  be  relieved  afterwards.     The  people  who 
I  lived  iu  Bermondsey  were  those  employed 
I  by  tbe  people  who  paid  the  rates  in  the 
City  of  London.      The  merchants  paid 
the  rates,  which  wore  added  to  In  the 
City,  and  when  they  went   to   the  phue 
where  (hey  lived  they  fouud  the  rates    ^ 
were  added   to  these  also,  so  that  they 
paid  twice  over.     The  right  hou.  G-entle- 
man  alluded  to  the  case  of  St.  Luke's, 
which  he  said  was  not  to  be  treated  willi   ' 
great  oousideration   because  at  one  thus   | 
its  Loual  Aiilborities  made  a  bad  debt. 
But  if  tiie  population  of  St,  Luke's  iu' 
creased,  the  right  hot).  Oeutleman's  at^il' 
ment  disappeared,    and    they  would    be 
benellted  notwithstanding  tiiut  they  made* 
a  bad  debt  some   years    ago.      CerCaiu 
statemeuts  had  beeu  made  as  to  the  etfect 
of  eoonomy  In  tlits  matter.     He  thought 
it  must  be  admitted  by  everybody  that  if 
they  handed  over  monev  to  certain  people 
with  authority  to  spend  it  and  they  hail 
not  to  put  their    hands  into  their  own 
pockets  to  provide    this  money,  human 
nature  being  what  it  was;  In  all  proba- 
bility they  would  not  encourage  eeonemy 
but    extravagance.     In    the    district  of 
South  London  which  he  represented,  atid 
in  the  neighbouring  district  of  Lambeth, 
there  was  no  donbt  a  very  high  rate  in 
the   £1.     There  had  been,  certainly  in 
Lambeth,  a  considerable  amount  of  ex- 
travagance.    They  wauteil  to  go  in  for 
a  system  of  electric  lighting,  which,  be 
believed,  they  had  now  given  up.     But 
2  N  2 
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nnder  this  Bill  was  it  not  likely  th^y 
would  resuscitate  that  scheme,  and  the 
mooey  which  the  ratepayers  thought 
was  going  to  be  put  into  their  pockets 
would  be  spent  in  providing  the  electric 
light,  and  things  of  that  sort  ?  The 
Vestry  Avould  sdy,  "  We  are  not  going 
to  increase  the  rates  of  the  people  in  the 
district.  We  are  going  to  spend  the 
money  which  comes  from  somebody  who 
has  no  control  over  us.  We  will  spend 
it  on  some  of  the  numerous  fads  we  have 
taken  up,  and  the  people  cannot  complain, 
because  they  will  receive  the  benefit 
accruing  from  the  expenditure,  and  will 
have  nothing  further  to  pay."  It  was 
possible  that  the  people  of  Camberwell, 
if  the  Bill  passed  in  its  present  shape, 
might  find  their  streets  were  better  kept 
and  that  they  were  furnished  with 
electric  lighting,  but  they  would  not 
have  what  they  hoped  to  find  and  what 
they  most  desired— namely,  a  reduction 
in  the  rates  of  the  parish.  One  other 
point  which  ought  not  to  be  left  out  of 
oonsideration  was  the  effect  of  the  rate- 
able value.  In  St.  George^s,  Hanover 
Square,  a  rate  of  Id.  in  the  £1 
was  sufficient  to  provide  the  sum  of 
£850  per  mile  for  roads,  whereas  in 
some  other  parish  a  rate  very  much 
higher  in  the  £1  would  only  provide 
a  much  smaller  sum.  That  was  because 
the  rateable  value  of  the  one  district  was 
very  much  higher  than  the  other,  and 
they  would  never  alter  that  rateable 
value  and  equalise  the  rates  unless  they 
established  one  central  administrative 
authority  over  the  whole  of  London 
which  was  enabled  to  levy  a  rate  over 
the  whole  of  London.  Assuming  that  a 
boundary  were  fixed  to  the  limits  of 
the  Metropolis,  he  believed  it  would  be 
better  from  this  point  of  view  that  all 
London  should  be  administered  by  one 
authority ;  but  of  course  that  would 
involve  the  destruction  of  all  local  muni- 
cipal life,  which,  he  had  always  under- 
stood, it  was  the  desire  of  the  Liberal 
Party  to  preserve.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
they  desired  to  carry  out  the  equalisation 
of  rates  and  to  make  every  district  pay 
exactly  the  same  amount  in  the  £1,  he 
could  not  see  how  it  was  to  be  done 
unless  all  local  administration  were  con- 
trolled by  one  central  authority.  The 
Bill  had  been  so  badly  drawn  that  he 
was  afraid  it  could  not  be  satisfactorily 

Mr,  Banbury 


altered  in  Committee.  He  certainly 
thought  that  such  an  equalisation  of 
Sanitary  Authorities  over  the  whole  of 
London  would  be  advantageous,  and 
ought  to  be  carried  out.  This  Bill,  how- 
ever, would  not  effect  such  a  desirable 
change,  and,  unless  it  were  considerably 
amended  in  Committee,  notwithstanding 
that  his  constituents  received  consider- 
able benefit  from  it,  he  should  be  obliged 
to  oppose  it,  because  in  the  long  run  he 
b^ieved  the  people  would  not  receive 
what  they  had  been  led  to  believe  they 
would  receive,  and  because  it  was  an 
unjust  and  inequitable  measure.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said  that  the  main  objeet  of  this 
Bill  was  to  make  the  City  of  Londoo 
^pay.  That  seemed  to  him  a  most  extra- 
ordinary admission  to  come  from  the 
G^emment  Bench.  It  appeared  to  be 
anottier  departure  into  Oriental  finance. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
I  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Sh^  W. 
Foster,  T^erby,  Ilkeston) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentllsman  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  did  not  say  that  the  mahk 
object  was  to  make  the  City  of  London 

pay- 
Several  hon.\ Members  :  He  did. 

Sir  W.  foster  :  In  a  jocular  mood 
he  referred  to  thai^  as  one  of  the  results 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  iH)t  right  in  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  absencfe  to  accuse  him  of  a 
statement  he  did  not  i^ake. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  mentioned  that  he 
took  the  words  down  at  the  moment,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
this  was  the  very  object  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BANBURY  said,  >ie  asked  his 
hon.  Friend  to  take  down  (be  words  at 
the  moment,  because  they  stfuck  him  as 
so  remarkable.  This,  ther^ore,  was 
another  departure  into  Orienij^  finance, 
worthy  of  the  headman  of  a  village  of 
Morocco,  who  looked  round  I  and  saw 
some  villagers  who  had  got  sofne  money 
and  thereupon  said,  "We  wj^nt  some 
money  for  taxes,  let  us  have  yjj^urs."  As 
far  as  he  was  aware,  no  j.House  of 
Commons  in  England  had  e^er  carried 
out  taxation  on  such  a  princffple.  The 
object  of  taxation  had  been  19  find  out 
how  a  tax  couLd  be  imposed  yhich  would 
not  press  unduly  upon  anybody.  The 
question  of  the  night  popul^on  appeared 
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to  be  yerj  strong.  The  rateable  .value 
of  the  City  was  so  high,  not  from  the 
cmretakers,  porters,  and  shop-boys  who 
formed  the  night  population  of  the  City, 
but  from  the  efforts  of  the  people  who 
during  the  day  occupied  their  places 
there,  spent  the  best  hours  of  their  lives 
there,  but  slept  elsewhere.  It  was  from 
their  labours  that  the  very  wealth  of  the 
Ci^  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  to  tax  was  created,  and  yet  these 
were  the  very  people  who  would  be  ex- 
cluded from  any  benefit  that  might  be 
oonferred  by  the  measure.  Another  re- 
markable argument  was  based  upon  the 
case  of  North  and  South  Kensington. 
Because  the  rich  people  in  South  Ken- 
sington already  paid  for  the  poor  people 
in  North  Kensington,  therefore  it  was 
said  they  were  to  pay  still  more  for  the 
poor  people  in  some  other  place.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  Government,  having  the 
opportunity,  had  not  brought  in  a  Bill 
which  would  have  equalised  rates  in  a 
just  and  equitable  manner,  instead  of 
bringing  in  a  Bill  which  was  not  just 
juid  which  did  not  equalise  the  rates. 

*Mr.    lough     said,    the     principle 

adopted   in   every   other   city  was   that 

every    £V%  worth   of    property   should 

contribute  equally  towards  any  municipal 

taxes  of  the  city.     That  was  a  principle 

which   was   very   unequally   adopted  in 

LfOndon,   and    the    object   of   the    Bill 

was    to    secure    a   more   equal  system. 

This  proposal  of  equalisation  had  been 
adopted  to  a  certain  extent  in  London 
alr^uly,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Common 
Poor  Fund  and  the  School  Board  rate,  and 
so  far  all  parties  were  agreed  that  its 
operation  had  been  good.  He  believed 
Parliament  would  be  justified  in  going  a 
step  further  in  the  same  direction.  He 
represented  part  of  the  parish  of  Islington, 
to  which  so  much  allusion  had  been 
made.  His  hon.  Friend  on  the  other  side 
had  given  bis  views  on  this  matter,  and 
nearly  every  speaker  appeared  to  admit 
there  was  something  anomalous  with 
regard  to  Islington.  If  the  principle 
were  examined  more  closely,  however, 
it  would  be  found  to  operate  with  perfect 
faimeea  is  the  case  of  Islington,  whilst 
it  did  no  injustice  to  anybody.  The  true 
test  of  wealth  or  poverty  was  the  average 
rateabk  value  per  head  of  the  popula- 


tion of  a  parish.  It  would  be  found 
that  every  parish  which  paid  under  this 
Bill  had  an  average  rateable  value  per 
head  of  £1  8s.  or  upwards,  and  every 
parish  which  received  had  an  average 
rateable  value  under  that  figure.  If  it 
was  found  that  the  Bill  operated  in  the 
way  he  had  said  nobody  could  contend 
that  it  was  not  a  fair  Bill.  There  had 
been  a  little  contradiction  about  the 
amount  of  the  rate  in  Islington,  and  to 
put  the  matter  right  ho  would  mention 
that  the  Vestry  of  that  parish  sent  a 
Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
which  they  stated  that  the  rates  had 

"  been  steadily  increasinjif  for  seven  years  from 
48.  Id.  in  the  £1  to  58.  6d.  in  the  £1,  and 
would  doubtless  be  much  higher  but  for  the 
fact  that  the  several  properties  in  the  parish 
are  asscssal  at  their  full  value.  The  parish  is 
essentially  a  residential  one,  and  the  greater 
part  of  the  population  consists  of  clerks,  artizans, 
and  labourers." 

They   thus   saw   that   in   Islington  the 

rates   had   been  steadily  rising  for   the 

last  eight  years  from  4s.  Id.  to  6s.  6d., 

which   was  the  amount  at  which    they 

stood  this  year.  If  the  Bill  had  passed 
last  year  the  rates  would  only  have  l>een 
OS.  3d.  It  was  admitted  that  the  parish 
of  Islington  was  well  and  economically 
managed,  and  the  reason  for  the  increase 
of  the  rates  was  because  the  Local 
Authorities  had  tried  to  give  their  in- 
habitants the  benefit  of  recent  sanitary 
legislation.  Again,  it  was  said  that  be- 
cause Islington  under  the  Common  Poor 
Fund  had  to  pay  £12,000  a  year  the  Bill 
must  be  unfair  under  which  they  re- 
ceived £20,000.  Could  any  argument 
be  more  foolish  ?  This  showed  the 
absolute  fairness  of  the  measure.  Under 
one  principle  of  equalisation  Islington 
had  to  contribute  something,  and  surely 
under  the  next  system  it  was  fair  she 
should  receive  something.  The  principle 
of  the  last  Equalisation  Bill  was  that  a 
certain  allowance  should  be  made  to 
each  parish  in  proportion  to  the  number 
of  indoor  paupers.  Islington  had  pre- 
ferred to  try  another  system,  to  a  large 
extent,  than  that  of  keeping  paupers  in 
the  workhouse,  and  the  parish  gave  a 
large  amount  of  outdoor  relief,  and  con- 
sequently got  a  small  sum  under  the  Bill 
to  which  he  referred.  That  was  an  im- 
portant matter  to  take  into  account.  He 
said  that   no   point    was  made    against 
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IslingtOD,  and  no  point  was  made  against 
the  Bill.  The  boa.  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  asked,  why  should  Marylebone  pay 
and  Islington  receive  ?  Marylebone 
must  pay  because  the  average  rateable 
value  per  bead  of  the  population  in  Mary- 
lebone was  £10  138.  lOd.,  and  Islington 
must  receive  because  the  average  rate- 
able value  per  head  in  Islington  was 
£5  OS.  lOd.  ;  and  so  all  these  puzzles 
which  had  been  put  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  be  easily  answered  if 
they  adopted  that  simple  principle.  He 
would  point  out  further  that  the  rate  in 
Islington,  if  the  Bill  passed,  would  be 
.58.  3d.,  and  not  4s.  9d.,  as  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  and  os.  3d.  would 
be  the  average  rate  all  over  the  Metro- 
politan area  if  the  rates  were  equalised. 
What,  he  asked,  was  the  basis  on  which 
the  Bill  rested  ?  It  was  that  the  rate 
should  be  collected  on  property,  and  that 
it  should  be  distributed  according  to 
population.  Could  a  single  word  be  said 
against  that  principle  ?  What  was 
going  to  pay  rates  but  property,  and 
what  were  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  rates  would  be  wanted  but  the 
demands  of  an  abounding  population  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington, 
in  that  casual  way  in  which  he  usually 
addressed  the  House  at  great  length, 
mentioneil  the  Minories  as  a  poor 
parish.  Why,  the  average  value  of 
property  per  head  of  the  population 
in  the  Minories  was  £27,  or  ^^e  times 
as  much  as  it  was  in  Islington. 
The  hon.  Member  also  instanced  the  ease 
of  Wapping.  The  average  value  per  head 
in  Wapping  was  £2o,  as  against  £5 
in  Islington.  If  they  took  the  rule  he 
laid  down,  everyone  would  see  that  the 
Bill  was  perfectly  sound.  Were  not  the 
rates  at  present  levied  on  property  ?  He 
could  not  see  how  thoy  could  adopt  any 
other  way  of  raising  this  new  rate  except 
that  of  levying  it  equally  on  property 
wherever  it  might  be  found.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Marvleboue  stated  that  the 
Bill — instead  of  being  an  honest  Bill  and 
a  perfectly  fair  Bill,  and  just  in  its 
application  to  every  parish  in  London — 
was  a  Bill  by  whicdi  the  Government 
hoped  to  gerrymander  the  constituencies. 
How  could  the  Government  achieve  that 
object  under  the  Bill  ?  In  the  City  a 
very  heavy  rate  was  levied,  and  the  City 
retnrned  Members  opposed  to  the  Govern  • 
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ment.  lu  Islington  a  large  amount  of 
money  was  paid,  and  Islington  returned 
three  Members  opposed  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Were  the  Government  going  to 
bribe  constituencies,  by  the  mode  of 
distributing  the  rate,  to  send  their 
supporters  to  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
But  the  Bill  distributed  the  rate  fairly 
and  equally  amongst  all  parishes,  and 
there  could  he  no  ground  for  such  a 
charge.  The  parishes  which  would 
receive  the  greatest  benefit  under  the  Bill 
sent  as  many  Conservative  as  Liberals  to 
the  House  ;  and  when  the  Division  came 
a  good  many  Conservatives  would  be 
found  in  the  Lobby  in  support  of  the 
Bill.  Every  speaker  against  the  Bill 
had  said  he  was  in  favour  of  its 
principle.  He  had  only  been  iu  the 
House  about  two  years,  and  he  always 
found  that  when  a  measure  was  going 
to  be  opposed  iu  the  hottest  way  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  said  they  were  in 
favour  of  its  principle.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  chief  distinction  between 
Conservatives  and  Liberals  was  not  really 
principle,  for  they  were  both  agreed  as 
to  principle,  but  the  difference  lay  in  this 
— that  the  Conservatives  were  not  will- 
ing to  put  their  principles  into  practice, 
while  the  Liberals  were.  He  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  who  represented  London  con- 
stituencies to  try  to  depart  on  this 
occasion  from  the  traditions  of 
their  Party,  and  to  give  the  Bill  a  fair 
consideration.  The  only  point  that  had 
been  made  against  the  Bill  was  that  it 
would  diminish  local  control,  and  there- 
fore tend  to  extmvagance  in  the  localities. 
But  the  Bill  only  dealt  with  one-fourth 
of  the  rates  throughout  London.  There 
would  still  be  rates  levied  in  the  district 
to  the  amount  of  Is.  6d.  in  the  £1  on  the 
aveia^^e — in  some  cases  it  would  be  38., 
and  in  others  Is.  in  the  £1 — and  he 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  disposition 
of  the  localities  to  keep  down  the  rates 
might  safely  be  trusted. 

i    ♦Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  said,  the 

I  opponents  of  the  Bill  must  have  noticed 

with    sonic    satisfaction    the    admission 

made    bv    the    hon.    Member   for    Ber- 

I.' 
.  mondsoy  that  this  was  not  in  reality  an 

equalisation  Bill.     The  hon.  Member  had 

said  that  this  was  merely  an  effort  in  tliat 

direction.     Well,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
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i  did  not  ttpprovo  of  ih. 
a  effort  in  thnt  di 
luueasfuJ  uud  iiietfeccive  effort.  Uaviug 
o  the  speeches  made  iu  the 
eof  die  cveuing  by  the  snpporters 
(  the  Bill,  he  must  e&j  it  was  iiuueces- 
ihe  opponeotM  to  dwell  anj 
irtiier  upon  the  Hsual  ineqiialitiee  which 
li«  Bill  would  produce,  us  it  vas  uaeleea 
for  the  supporters  to  pretend  tbnt  the 
fiacftl  results  would  be  anything  like  a 
jnst  aqnalisation  of  ratee  tbroiighout  the 
pvidiea  in  Loudon.  That  waa  perfectly 
obvious.  It  wa»  not  disputed  that  tbie 
Bill,  wbiU  it  might  destroy  certain 
MWRtaliee  and  iiioqnalitiea,  would  produce 
~  "  But  he  did  uot  wish  to  dwell ou 

e  fiscal  operation  of  the  Bill.  He  had 
.  down  upou  I  be  Puper  an  Ameud- 
atl  which  be  did  uol  propoi^e  to  idotc, 
isebe  thought  it  would, perhaps,  be 
r  that  all  who  disliked  the  measure 
uld  etat«  their  objections  on  a  direct 
_  Wive  to  ibe  Secoud  Reading.  At  the 
n«  timCt  be  would  not  withdraw  any 
P  die  con&ideratione  and  nrgumeuts  be 
i  in  Uifl  mind  when  he  put  the  Ameud- 
Kit  on  the  I'aper.  He  nould  now 
B  what  he  couceiveii  to  lie  the  real 
■s  to  the  Bill,  apart  from  ilie  fiscal 
.  Tn  the  Krst  place,  he  did  uot 
[nk  it  could  he  deuied  that  the  Bill,  if 
me  into  law,  would  lead  to  extrnvu- 
ftt  nnil  inetiieieut  local  ndinluiBtration. 
r  «ould  they  expect  that  uny  repre- 
tativ«  Local  Authority  would  he 
sfnl  aod  euouoinical  in  its  local  ad- 
lllstntioa  when  it  did  not  ntatt«r  in 
)t  wbtther  it  wa$  so  or  not!'  Why 
a  Vestry,  which  was  j;oing  to  have 
bed  nun  allotted  to  it  by  the  uapri- 
»  operation  of  th>i  Bill,  care  whether 
8  economical  or  estravagaut — whe- 
ritsimply  sjieni  ihe  rulepayers'mouev 
wbat  was  absolutely  required  by  the 
taitiee  of  tlio  locality,  or  whether  it 
to  the  hilt  the  ntouey  that 
doled  out  to  it  in  future  ?  The 
|bt)tatioii  would  he  too  great  to  the 
isb  hudy  of  administrators  iu  the  world. 
They  would  not  be  able  l«  ret^ist  tbo 
lomptatioD  of  lavishing  money  on  works 
which  probably  were  not  reqnirerf,  know- 
ing that  the  nioucy  would  uot  come  out 
of  the  pockelH  of  their  conf^tilueuta.  Did 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  who  introdiiooi] 
*  a  Bill  reftlly  think  that,  it  was  a  judi- 
B  ttiiiig>  to  give  10  the  Local  Authori- 


ties iu  London  or  any  other  great  towih_ 
ia  the  country  that  kind  of  capacity  for 
reckless  aud  ontravugaQt  expenditure  i 
He  should  have  thought  uot.     Now  let 
him  come  to  the  aeoond  objection.  Withn;— 
out  doubt,  ime  of  the  teudeuciee  of  th«| 
Bill  would  be  to  make  it  more  difficult 
for  {loor  people  to  go  on  living  iu  t 
paratively  rich  districts  of  Loudon. 
the    present    time  it   was  still  possiblafl 
for  poor  workiug  men  to  go  on  '"  ' 
near  their  work  in  Kcusiugtoo,  in  Wesbvfl 
minster,  in    all    the   ceutral   distriets   ot^ 
the  Metropolis.      Why  was  that  i 
one  reason,  owing  to  die  light  aasessmeuM 
for  rates,  rents  were  comparatively  low^l 
and  they  could  aH'ord  to  pay  those  rateStJ 
It  was  cuiiveuient  for  those  poor  peopled 
to  live  near  their  work,  and  it  wa 
imporlaui,      politically      and      et 
that    they    should    he    euabled    to   livej 
in    the     central     parts     and     in 
paratively    weiilthj   districts.      He   diijj 
not    see    how     the     right    hou, 
tiemau  (Mr.  Mhaw-Lefevre)  could  Joubt.jl 
that  one  of  the  effects  of  the  BUI  would^f 
lie   to   make   it    more   difficult  for  poor-j 
people  to  go  ou  living  in  these  rich  and 
central  portions  of  London,     Aud  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  that  'f     He  would 
uot  dwell  on  the  evil  so  elourly  pointed., 
out  hy  the  hou.  Member  for  Islington — -^g 
that  it  would  lead    to    overcrowding  iufd 
already  congealed  districts.     He  radieriJ 
tliought   the  hon.  Member  for  BatteraeaiQ 
would  agree  with    him  when  he  asserted i|] 
it    was  u  good  thing  there  should  tiot  be't\ 
a  rigid  geographical  distinction  in  Loudoi 
between  rich  aud  poor  quarters,  and  fhabJ 
in  the  central  districts  there  should  be  a 
intermixture  of  all  clasees  of  aoaiety.   Tog.fl 
drive  the  poor  to  the  suburbs  or  the  out*  ^fl 
skirtB  of    the   Metropolis  would    he  to,|l 
aggravate  llm   present  social   difticultte.-'  J 
with  which  they  had  to  deal  in  London,  ,> 
aud  which  they  would  all  desire  not  t 
see   accentualeil.      Aud  how    could  theiif 
Presidnnt    of     the    Local    Government., i|l 
Board  and  those  who  supported  the  Bill  , 
doubt  that  that  would  he  the  result 

Jens  directly  P  Beyoud  this,  he  wished  ■ 

go  rather  tin  the  lines  of  the  Amend-,, 

But  he  had  placed  UfKin  the  Paper.    It 

u  impossible,  lie  thought,  to  deal  with   i 

is  very  ditScnh  ^uestlou  except  as  a 

portion  of  therecouatructiou  of  the  whole 

syiiLem    of  local  govcrument  in  London.  , 

afraid  that  here  Uigaiu  the  Go- . 
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verDmeot  were  attemptiog  to  deal  iu  a 
very  piecemeal   fashion   with   the  local 
government  of  London.      He   certainly 
was  not  saying  this  in  any  Party  spirit, 
because  he  was  sure  it  was  too  much  the 
tendency  of  statesmen  of  both  Parties  to 
try  to  get  London  Bills  quickly  through 
Parliament.      Here,  again,  was  another 
attempt  to  raise  questions  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  calmly  and  deliberately  and 
not  in  a  perfunctory  and  casual  way.    The 
London  County  Council,  though  favour- 
able to  the  Bill,  in  a  miemorandum  prepared 
on  the  occasion  of  a  deputation  waiting 
upon  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  damned  the  Bill  by  its 
criticism,  and  had  declared  that  it  was 
"  not  a  final  solution  of  the  question,  but 
an  endeavour  to  meet  provisionally  some 
of  the  hardships  caused  by  the  localities 
having  to  bear  the  whole  of  their  muni- 
cipal expenditure."     This  Memorandum 
also  declared — "  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
the  proper   basis   of    a   true   system  of 
equalisation  should  be  the  charge  for  the 
services  to  be  equalised,"  but  that  this 
could  not  be  arrived  at  "  in  the  absence 
of  a  central  control,"  and  "  until  it  has 
been  determined  what  relation  the  District 
Council  shall  bear  to  the  County  Coun- 
cil."    He  appealed  to  the  House  whe- 
ther that  did  not  bear  out  his  contention 
that  they  could  not  touch  this  question 
of  the  equalisation  of  rates  without  rais- 
ing the  whole  question  of  local  govern- 
ment in  London,  and  that  it  was  a  waste 
of  time*  at  this  period  of  the  Session  to 
ask  the  House  to  discuss  the  provisions 
of  a  Bill  which,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
who  were  more  or  less  its  authors,  was 
but  a  provisional  measure,  and  not  in  any 
sense  final  ?     He  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  followers,  do  let  them, 
as  Londoners,  take  rather  a  larger  view 
of  this  question  than  they  were  apt  to  do. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  incumbent  upon 
those  of  them  who   criticised    the   Bill, 
and  thought  it  was  a  bad  one,  which  did 
not  carry  out  its  objects,  to  sketch   out 
their   views    of    the    extent    to    which 
equalisation  should  go  in  London.     For 
his  own  part,  as  regarded  sanitary  adminis- 
tration, he  thought  there  should  be  one 
uniform  rate  throughout   London.      He 
could  not  see  how  it  could  be  contended 
that  the   interests   of  the  wealthy  west 
were  different  in  that  matter  from  the  in- 
terests of  the  poor  east  and  south.     To 

Mr,  Whitmore 


I  that    extent    they    should     regard    the 
whole    Metropolis    as   one   area.      But 
he     did     not     see    why    the    principle 
should  be  indefinitely  extended  to  subjects 
which  were  not  of  general  concern  to  the 
whole  of  the  population  of  the  Metro- 
polis.      Matters     which     affected     the 
comfort      of      certain     districts      only, 
such  as  electric  lighting,  ought  to  be  de- 
cided by  the  view  of  the  local  ratepayers, 
and  the  expenses  should  be  borne  entirely 
by  them.     But  he  quite  agreed  that  in 
other    matters,   such    as    health,    there 
ought   to  be  one  common  fund   and    a 
central  authority,  but  that  central  autho- 
rity must  have  the  control  over  the  ex- 
penditure.    He  could  not  understand  how 
any  democrat  in  the  House  could  support 
the  absolutely  casual  system  proposed  to 
be  set  up  by  the  Bill.  How,  for  instance, 
could    the   hon.  Member  for   Battersea 
think  it   right  that  a    Local  Authority 
should  have  money  coming  in  for  certain 
work  whether  it  was  necessary  that  that 
work  should  be  done  or  not  ?     The  hon. 
Member  must  know  that  it  would  be  a 
right  thing  for  some  central  authority  to 
have  a  check  and  control  in  the  matter. 
While  he  thought  that  in  most  matters 
the   District  Councils  or  the  Municipal 
Councils  of  the  future  should  have  the 
sole  control  of  the  expenditure,   he  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  other  matters  that 
must  be  dealt  with  by  a  central  authority 
and  paid  for  out  of  a  common  fund,  and  in 
respect  of  which  the   central   authority 
should  have  power  to  control  the  expen- 
diture.    But    such   control   was    absent 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.     As  to 
the    general    London     question,     when 
the     Act     of    1888    was      before     the 
House    the     Unionist     Members     were 
very     modest.     Many     of     them     were 
newly      electe<l      and     had     had     very 
little    practical    experience    in    London 
local  administration,  and  the  Local  Go- 
vernment measure,  as  a  result,  had  passed 
without  much  thought.    And  he  doubted 
whether  they  quite  appreciated  how  this 
particular  Bill,  which  pretended  to  deal 
only   with    rating,   vitally   affected   the 
future      destinies      of      London      with 
regard    to    local    government.        They 
should  not  forget  that    they   might    be 
doing  things  now  which  would  bind  the 
future  government  of  London.     The  go- 
vernment of  London   was  such  an  im- 
portant problem  that  everyone  ought  to 
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try  to  take  the  most  anxiouH  cure  in  its 
treatment.      They  should  remember  that 
in  voting  on  this  Bill  it  was  not  merely 
a   Bill   dealing   with   rates,  but  that  it 
touched  all  the  big  problems   as  .to  how 
this  great  population  of  nearly  5,000,000 
should  be  governed   in   the  future.      He 
was  afraid  that  if  the  Bill  were  passed  in 
its  present  shape  it  would   make  every- 
thing  like    decentralisation    impossible. 
At    any   rate,   it   went   dead  against  it. 
What  was  the  scheme  of  the  Local    Go- 
vernment Act  of  1888,  to  which  all  parties 
were  assenting  in  theory  ?      It  was  that 
there  should  be  one  popular  central  body 
in  the  county.     It  was  also  proposed  in 
the  Bill   that  there   should  be   District 
Councils  established,  popularly  elected, 
dignified  bodies  with  large  powers.  That 
portion  of  the  Bill  was  not  carried  out, 
although  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  in  favour  of  it.    In  1889  the 
right  hon.  Grentlemau   the  Member  for 
Halifax  moved  an  Amendment   to    the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Queen's  Speech 
on  the  ground  that  there  was  no  mention 
in  the  Speech  of  a  measure  for    District 
Coancils,  not  only  in  the  counties  but  also 
in  London.     £very  Gladstonian  Member 
joined  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
occasion  in  condemning  the  Government 
of  the  day  for  not  proceeding  with  that 
legislation.       They     argued     that     the 
system  of  Local  Government  in  London 
was    incomplete   without   these   trained 
bodies     of     skilled     administrators      in 
the   .  districts  —  dignified     bodies    that 
would  attract  to  themselves  all  that  was 
best  amongst  the  public  men  of  the  dis- 
trict. That  was  some  years  ago.  Nothing 
had  been  done,    but    the  argument  re- 
mained good  ;  and  what  he  was  afraid 
of    was  this — that  by  this  Bill  the  in- 
terest in  the  increasing    growth  of  the 
responsibility   of    Local   Authorities    in 
London  would  diminish,  and  that  they 
would  be  condemned  to  inutility  and  be 
unattractive  to   men  of    position.    Let 
them    give    up    the    hypocritical     pre- 
tence of    being   in  favour  of   dignified 
Local  Authorities  if    they  passed    this 
BilL    If  they  were  in  favour  of  those 
authorities  they  could  not  be  in  favour  of 
this  BilL    If  carried  it  would  discourage 
efficient  local  administration,  and  even 
drive  oat  of  the  existing  local  bodies  the 
best  of  the  men  who  now  served  on  them. 
He  hqped  he  had  not  been  presumptuous  ' 


in  what  he  had  said,  but  he  deeply  and 
honestly  fek  the  importance  of  every 
measure  such  as  this,  which  touched  the 
question  of  London  local  government. 
He,  at  any  rate,  would  oppose  the  Bill 
to  the  best  of  his  ability,  because  he 
thought  that  it  lightly  and  foolishly 
raised  questions  of  London  government 
which  it  made  no  attempt  to  settle,  and 
because  if  carried  it  would  prevent  any- 
thing like  a  satisfactory,  complete,  and 
logical  measure  decentralising  the  ad- 
ministration of  London  iu  the  future. 

Mr.  pickers  gill  (Bethual 
Green,  S.W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  London  Univer- 
sity had  especially  referred  to  Bethnal 
Green  in  connection  with  the  question  of 
compounding.  He  would  ask.  Why  did 
the  practice  of  compounding  obtain  in 
that  parish  as  well  as  in  other  districts  ? 
The  answer  was  simply  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  collect  the  rates  directly. 
He  did  not  know  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  imbibed  the  heresy  of  Lord 
Salisbury,  who  desired  that  the  rates 
should  be  collected  directly  from  each 
householder,  but  they  did  know  that  the 
plan  had  been  tried.  The  experiment 
was  made  immediately  after  the  passing 
of  Mr.  Disraeli's  Reform  Bill  of  1867, 
and  it  proved  a  disastrous  failure.  The 
fact  was  that  the  commission  allowed  to 
owners  of  property  was  in  the  nature  of 
a  charge  for  rate  collection.  He  would 
not  at  that  moment  go  into  the  question 
whether  or  not  it  was  excessive  ;  if  it 
were,  by  all  means  let  it  be  adjusted,  but 
they  must  not  ignore  services  which  the 
compounder  rendered.  Let  them  not 
blame  a  poor  district  for  a  practice  which 
its  own  unfortunate  condition  necessarily 
imposed  upon  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Islington  had  used  an  argument  against  the 
Bill  which,  while  it  was  plausible,  was 
not  very  candid,  and  it  had  been  urged 
by  a  higher  authority,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square.  It  was  that  the  Bill 
would  add  to  the  rates  of  poor  per- 
sons living  in  rich  districts.  Now, 
that  was  an  objection  not  to  the  particular 
plan  proposed  by  the  Bill,  but  to  equalisa- 
tion altogether.  No  one  denied  that  poor 
people  lived  in  rich  districts.  The  rates 
would  certainly  be  raised  in  some  of 
those  districts,   such,  for    example,   as 
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tliaiuf  St.  GeorgeX  HaDoverS(]Uure,  but    tiaii  iu  excesii.     The  ho u.  Hembi'i 


he  ileiiied  that  the  few  poor  ratepayei 
ihat  live<l  iu  rhoHe  faBbiouuble  qu»rterR 
would  have  just  iruutte  to  eomplahi 
the  Bill,  while  eouferring   a    benefit 
their  brethren  who  lived  in  Bethnnl  Green 
for  iuctSDce,  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing (heir  own  rale?.    The  rates  now 
paid  by  them  were  eouHtderably  below  the  ;  tmtod    thi 
avemge  :  etiualisation  would  uei^esBilate 
raiHiiig  them,  btit  the  poorer  resideiiU   in 
St.    George'K    had    uo  greater   clnim  on 
their  aympath}-  than   hiul  the  poor  rate- 
payers of  Bethnal  Green,     He  tlionght  '  tion 
that  that   fact   was    an    argument  that 
conhl  be  used  in  favour  ef  ibe  principle 
of  gradation  being  applied  to  rntoB,  and 
he  wa9  HUrpri^ed  tbut  the  Meinl>er   for 
North  Islington,  who  had  made  ihe  flug- 
geation  that  griulatron  eoiild  be  well  ap- 
plied in  the  present  instance,  did  no 
port    that    principle    in  rehifiou    ■ 
Finance  Bill.    Ue    supposed    the    Iron. 
Member  put    ihe  AuggeKtion  forward  in 
good  faith. 

Mii.  HARTLEY  :  I  did,  and  T  also  ex- 
plaiML-d  that  the  reason  1  did  cot  dilute 
apou  it  at  greater  length  was  thut  I  had 
nut  with  me  lite  particulars  I  wished  to 
cjiiote  in  support  of  it.  I  al^o  vmi\  T 
would  support  auj  reaxounble  proposal  of 
that  Borl. 

Mr.  I'ICKERSGILL  :  Then  wliydid 
tKrt  the  hon.  Member  nupport  the 
prluciplelti  regard  to  the  Finance  Bill? 

Mr.BAETLEY:  I  did. 

Mk.  PlCKEKSGlLLeaid,  the  right 
hon.  Menil>er  for  St,  George's,  who 
adopleii  Ihf  liame  argument,  certainly 
was  not  ill  fttvour  of  the  principle 
of  grailation,  and  the  ohjec'tion  in  his 
case  would  apply  to  any  ^ichemc  of 
eqnnliaation  which  conid  he  prodnced. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Peolcham  said  that 
all  sanitary  pirtpoxcs  should  be  umler  the 
direel  control  of  »  C'eutnil  Authority. 
Had  the  hon.  Mt^nilwr  considered  how 
far  tlint  wonld  carry  them  ?  Uo  would 
Hnd,  when  lie  i;ame  to  «iibtmct  from  the 
present  fuuulloiie  discharged  by  Local 
Authorities  all  which  hkt\  any  eounectioc 
with  Banitary  measHres.  th*  work  left  to 
lio  done  by  the  Local  Authorities  would 
be  v&rj  small  indeed.  Therefore,  Ibe 
hon.  Meml>er'B  argumenl^  was  one  in 
favour  of  ceutraliaation,  n.nd  centraliMi^ 
Mr.  Pirkerngill 


th^^ 


Jity  andi 
ecaii«a^^H 

t    COQfl^H 


Marylebone  had  awured  the  Houati 
in  some  districts  the  Bill  would  give  rise 
that  \o  the  greatest  dissatisfaction.  No  doubt 
that  would  be  the  case  in  tlie  City  andi 
in  the  district  of  St.  George's,  liecan 
was  a  common  experience  that 
ho,  up  to  the  preseni.  had  not 

fair  share  did 
Ith  any  too  much  -  favour  a  measiin' 
that  would  compel  them  iu  future  to  do 
60,  The  hon.  Member  stated  that  the 
proper  te«t  for  estimating  what  jiropor- 
iun  of  the  central  grant  elionld  be 
pplied  lo  each  parlicular  district  was 
not  the  busts  of  population  as  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  but  u  (■otnparison  of  the 
uumber  of  indoor  poor  iu  the  different 
Unious  respectively.  That,  hei>iibmitted, 
would  not  be  a  safe  test  to  apply  at  all. 
He  noted  pirticnlarly  that  the  hon. 
the  Member,  when  lie  made  that  Etatemi-ut, 
ron.  did  not  apply  it  to  the  City  of  Loudou. 
If  he  had  done  ho  the  result  would  buve 
1>een  that  the  City  would  have  come  out 
as  the  poorest  of  all.  Of  course,  a  prin- 
ciple  which  lauded  them  iu  such  a 
redurtio  ad  abKurilnm  no\i\dt  not  be  enter- 
tained for  one  moment.  The  propiM>ed 
liasis  upon  which  the  calculation  was  to 
t>e  made  might  be  open  to  comment,  but 
he  ventnrcii  10  say  that  far  more 
grotesque  and  anomalous  absurdities 
would  arise  under  any  of  the  other 
methods  that  had  been  proposed. 
Throughout  the  Debalo  he  had  beeu  in- 
terested to  note  how  curiously  it  followed 
the  line  of  arguments  adopted  by  hon. 
Members  when  the  Metropolitan  Relief 
Acts  of  l8(jT  and  1H"0  were  Ijeiog  dis- 
cuseed.  Even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  LocaI  Government 
Board  practically  Itased  his  whole  case 
on  quotations  from  speeches  delivered  by 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Memb^' 
for  St.  George's  on  that  occasiou,  uid 
Ihe  objections  to  the  present  Bill  ran  on 
precisely  jiaraliel  lines  with  those  raised 
in  IHIJT  and  1870.  One  of  the  objectioiiB 
talceu  wuK  that  it  would  lead  to  extrava^' 
gance  on  the  pait  of  the  LooaJ  Authori- 
ties. He  did  not  Ijelieve  ii  would.  They 
hnd  the  same  safeguard  a^inst  that  as 
was  provided  by  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man tite  Member  for  St.  George's  in  bis 
Bill  in  187U,  wheu  be  said  he  proposed: 
to  place  the  chargeii  for  indoor  paoperism 
fund,  leKsamargiu  wbluh' 


I 
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Rtimiiliis  in  (beUiianliang 
of  eoonornic  ndministra- 
tioQ.     He  maiutaiued  tttni  the  objecti 
broDght  forward  by  the  liou.  M«nherfor 
Chelsea  tliata  fair  nmrgiii  for  necessary 
local  6Epondittirc  lind  not  l>eeii  alloweKl 
for  was  unfouniied.     Complaitit  had  been 
nftde   thnt    only   £tS50,(H)0    was   to    be 
raised  noder  tlio  Bill,   wlierens  the  total 
expeDditiire  in  l.ondou  ou  snniiniion  was 
at  lea«t£l,i!oU,0(>0.     But  let  tliem  look 
ftt   the  Rtatter  in  iletail.      The  highest 
^ntat  under  the  Bill  was  Hid.,   whereas 
Iks    lowest    lighting   and   geuenil    rate, 
which  prat^tically  represented  the    pur- 
poses on  which  the  graat  was  to  be  ex- 
pended, was  ll^il.     Islington  would  re- 
(jeire  under  the  Bill  £21,000,  and  an  hon. 
Member  askej  whal  In  the  world  it  could 
do  with  the  money,  without  launching 
into  extravagant  expenditure.      But  the 
£j!l,00()  was  only  equivalent  to  a  three- 
penny    rnte,    and     inasmuch      as     the 
lighting  and  geueral  rate  was  1«.  3d.  in 
the     £1,     there     was     a    moBt    ample 
margin  for  necessary  local   expeoditnre. 
Again,  it  had  been  urged  that  the  Bill 
providoit   no  '.-heck  or   control  over  ilie 
Local    Authority,    hut    the   right    hon. 
intlemati  the  Meml>er  for  St,  George's 
.bod    forgotten    the    proriflioua    of    the 
'"ublid   Health  Ai-t,   1891,    which  gave 
werto  the  Central  Authority  to  see  thai 
iece^sary   work   was  carried  out,  nnd  in 
'i^  event  of  the  Local  Authority  failing 
I  do  wh»t  wa*  reiiuired  anthorised  the 
leutral  Authority   not  only  to    have  the 
'ork  iloue,  but  to  recover  the  .^oni  of  the 
ime  from   the  Local  Authority.     The 
•m.   Member  for  North  rsliugtou  had 
Iggeatjsd  that  Bomc  such  powers  whould 
iferred    ou     the    Loudon    Coiuity 
1    in    this    case  ;  and  while    he 
sympathised  with  the  suggestion  he  cou- 
tsed  he  was  wnrprised  to  hear  it  from 
who    had    hitherto   so   consistent! v 
ipposed  the  London  County  Council  anil 
11    its  works.     At    any    rate,  the    Bill  j 
light  Ife  modelled  on  the  atime  lines  as 
the  3f  etropnl  itan  Common    Poor    Fnnd  I 
Act  of  1H70,  which  provided  tlinta  Board  | 
of  Gitanlianu  which  fuileil  to  perform  its  i 
dnty     in     certain      respeets     might    be  ' 
lunished  by  the  toas  of  its  grant  from  the  ' 
Speaking  for  hini- 
ilf,  h«  might  ray   he  would  be  willing  ' 
il  a  clansB  shoulil  be  iotierted  in  the  i 
providing  that  a  Sunitury  Authority  I 
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in  default  within  the  meaning  of 
Pubtio  Health  Aet,  1891,  might 
mulcted  in  the  whole  or  in  part  of 
grant  to  which  il  might  be  entitled.  Tl 
urgent  uecessity  of  the  case  now 
regard  to  sanitau'y  admin  is tratiou  was 
similar  to  tliat  which  Ur.  Gathorne- 
Hardy  in  1H6T  and  tlie  right  hon.  Mem- 
lier  for  St,  George's,  Hanover  Square,  io 
1870  hati  tc)  face  with  regard  lo  Poor 
Law  Administration.  In  m6T  »ud  in 
IH7U  it  was  imperative  lo  raise  the  stuu- 
dard  of  Poor  Law  Administration  ;  now 
it  was  imperative  to  raise  the  standard  of 
sanitary  administration,  aud  the  oouditi 
precedent  was  lo  give  financial  relief  to, 
the  overburdened  districts  of  Londi 
The  general  health  of  London  was 
common  interest  of  the  eommnnity, 
although  epidemics  were  most  likely 
crop  up  in  the  squalid  and  overoro 
districts,  everyone  kuew  that  liie 
chief  did  not  stop  there,  and  it 
therefore,  the  iuterest  of  every  citizea' 
that  London  should  Iw  made  benlthy, 
Thut  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
trusted  that  the  cfi'ect  of  this  Bill  on  the 
sanitary  admin  is  tratiou  of  London  would 
be  as  immediate  and  as  l>euefiuout  as  whs 
the  effect  of  the  Acts  of  I8G7  and  IH70 
on  the  admiuistratiou  of  the  Poor  L<iw, 
and  for  oue  of  which  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  responsible.  He 
therefore  appealed  (o  the  right  hon.  Geu* 
tleman  hy  the  esperience  gained  from 
the  working  of  that  great  Act,  which 
reflected  so  much  credit  and  honour  ou 
him,  not  to  recede  from  the  principii 
ich  he  put  before  the  Honsi 
I.  to  give  a  candid  and  loyal  support 
the  Bill  of  the  Governmejii.. 

D.  SMITH  (Strand.Wei 
miuatcr) said,  that  as  this  Bill  very  largely 
affected  his  constituency,  he  wisbeil  t 
explain  his  pusition  in  regard  |i 
principle  of  equalisaliou  had 
was  recognised  at  the  present  day, 
did    not   DODsider    himself    bound, 
ever,     to     vote   for  a    Bill    enibodyin 
that    principle    which    by    its    mcthuds 
causcil  great  nnfaim^iis  to  many  parishes 
in  London.     As  far  as  the  sanitary  rate_ 
was  concerned,  he  should  be  incliued  t 
agree   tvith   the   last  ^^leaker  ;     but  t 
BU!  containol  an  extension  of  the  pi 
ciple.  aud,  in  hi»  opinion,  increased  t 
anomalies  which  already  e 
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it  created  fresh  anomalies.  The  lighting 
and  paving  of  streets  did  not  come  within 
the  same  category,  and  the  constituency 
which  he  represented  incurred  very  heavy 
expenditure,  in  those  departments  of 
local  administration.  The  average  rate 
per  head  in  the  Strand  district  was  £13 
a  year,  and  property  on  the  whole  was 
assessed  exceedingly  high.  The  popu- 
lation in  the  Strand  district  was  very 
much  iu  the  same  position  as  in  the  City 
of  London — that  was  to  say,  there  was 
a  large  day  population  and  a  compara- 
tively small  night  population.  But  the  ex- 
penses for  sanitation, paving,  and  lighting 
were  incurred  as  much  in  the  interests  of 
the  day  population  as  of  the  night  popu- 
lation. The  rate  of  the  Strand  District 
Board  was  4d.  or  4^.  higher  than  the 
rate  of  Islington.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  poor  districts  of  the  Metropolis  could 
be  judged  by  their  population,  because 
rates  in  the  poorer  districts  of  London 
were  paid  to  a  large  extent  by  the  land- 
lords and  not  by  the  occupiers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  U-niversity  of  London  had  told  them 
that  there  were  200,000  tenements  the 
owners  of  which  compounded  for  their 
rates.  No  doubt,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bethnal  Green  had  said,  it  was  a 
very  convenient  practice ;  but  it  was 
a  curious  fact  that  in  the  districts 
in  which  the  power  was  not  ex- 
ercised the  leakage  of  rates  had 
been  very  much  smaller.  He  must 
allude  to  one  or  two  instances  iu 
respect  of  the  way  iu  which  the  Bill 
affected  the  Strand.  The  rate  was 
OS.  6^d.,  and  there  was  a  payment  of 
£8,914  to  the  Equalisation  Fund,  and  iu 
the  Strand  there  was  the  parish  of  St. 
Clement  Dane,  which  paid  £3,417  to  the 
Equalisation  Fund.  The  average  rate  of 
the  Strand  Board  would  be  raised  to 
5s.  lOd.  under  the  Bill — a  rate  which 
was,  at  the  least,  4d.  higher  than 
that  which  had  that  night  been  mentioned 
in  regard  to  Islington.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Strand  Board  had  to  incur  large 
expenses  for  lighting  and  paving.  He 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  show  that 
those  parishes  which  most  needed  relief 
would  get  no  relief  under  this  Bill.  He 
had  gone  into  the  figures  to  some  extent, 
and  he  found  there  were,  under  the 
measure,  10  parishes  which  received 
more  than  a  half  of  the  whole  Equalisa- 
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tion  Fund.  It  might  be  supposed  that 
these  parishes  were  those  that  most 
wan  tod  help,  but  it  was  a  ourioat  thing 
that  these  10  parishes  had  a  rate  below 
the  average  rate  of  London.  With  an 
average  rate  of  5s.  8d.  they  would  re- 
ceive £122,000,  while  26  parishes,  with 
an  average  rate  of  Gs.  6^d.,  would  only 
receive  £101 ,000.  He  did  not  thmk  that 
there  would  be  any  check  on  the  expen- 
diture of  the  money  put  to  the  credit  of 
each  parish.  These  aids  would  have 
very  small  effect  upon  the  rates,  which 
would  remain  much  as  they  were,  the 
money  being  spent  on  what  was  not  ab- 
solutely necessary.  The  eonstituencj 
which  he  represented  had  not  been 
treated  fairly.  It  had  a  rate  as  high  as 
many  of  the  parishes  receiving  help 
under  the  Bill,  and  it  would  have  a  rate 
equal  to  the  average.  He  objected  to 
the  population  basis,  because  it  did  not 
in  all  cases  give  a  fair  idea  of  the  poverty 
or  richness  of  the  various  parishes.  Many 
anomalies  would  remain  under  the  Bill, 
and  other  new  ones  would  be  created. 
Those  parishes  which  most  required  help 
would  not  receive  it.  The  Bill  did  not 
carry  out  the  object  for  which  it  was 
designed,  and  it  would  not  promote  the 
cause  of  Local  Government. 

Mr.  BENN  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  said  that  those 
parishes  which  most  required  it  did  not 
receive  any  help  under  this  Bill.  He 
had  made  a  list  on  the  one  side  of  all  the 
paying  parishes  under  the  Bill,  and  on 
the  other  side  of  all  the  receiving 
parishes.  The  average  rate  of  the  paying 
parishes  was  os.  6d.  iu  the  £1,  and  of 
the  receiving  parishes  6s.  3d.  in  the 
£1.  In  the  face  of  those  figures  he 
could  not  understand  the  contention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Strand  that 
the  parishes  most  needing  help  would  not 
get  it. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
quoting  from  his  own  figures  or  from 
some  Return  ? 

Mr.  BENN  :  These  figures  are  easily 
arrived  at.  I  have  taken  the  14  paying 
parishes  and  the  22  receiving  parishes 
and  struck  the  average  of  their  rates. 

Mr.  W.  F.  D.  SMITH  :  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  understands 
my  contention.     What  I  mean  is  that  of 
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the  puiehea  which  get  help  those  which 
kre  least  highly  rated  receive  the  nioet, 
and  thoBe  which  are  most  highly  rated 
receive  the  least. 

Mr.  BENN  said,  that  that  was  do 
attack  on  the  Bill  ;  becanse  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  Bill  at  least  ap- 
proached eqnalisation.  The  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  had  ^oted  from  a 
docnment  issued  hy  the  London  County 
Council.  He  refrained,  however,  from 
quoting  one  important  observation,  which 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  objections 
stated  to  the  Bill  ^rould  apply  to  any 
system  of  eqnalisatioD  which  could  be 
devised,  and  that  the  needs  of  a  locality 
were  ronghly  proportionate  to  its  residen- 
tial population.  He  took  the  four  dis- 
tricts which  would  pay  most  under  the 
Bill — S(.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  St. 
James's,  Westminster,  Uarylebone,  and 
the  City ;  and  he  found  that  between 
1881  and  1891  these  districts  hod  pushed 
out  40,000  of  their  populatiou.  Tliat 
meant  that  these  highly-favoured  dis- 
tricts had  succeeded  in  getting  rid  of 
their  slums,  aud  now  they  declined  to 
pay  for  the  convenience. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Will  the  hou. 
Geatleman  give  the  numbers  for  each 
district  ? 

Mr.  BENN  :  Yes.  In  the  oonstitu- 
ency  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman — St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square — there  have 
been  pushed  out  11,000  in  10  years;  St. 
James's,  Westminster,  5,000;  Maryle- 
bone,  12,000;  and  the  City,  13,000. 
The  hon.  Geutlemau,  continuing,  said  he 
thought  it  likely  that  something  would 
be  said  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  about 
the  unfairness  done  to  the  City  by  merely 
regarding  its  night  population.  He  bad, 
therefore,  gone  to  the  electoral  register 
of  the  first  II  wards  in  the  City  and 
traced  the  double  addresses  of  those  who 
lived  outside  the  City.  Out  of  2,000 
electors  only  170  were  found  to  reside  in 
the  City.  What,  then,  became  of  the 
rest  i  Of  the  rest,  no  less  than  two- 
thirds  lived  in  the  County  of  London, 
and  in  parishes  which  wonid  get  relief 
nuder  the  Bill.  He  thought  that  was  a 
significant  fact,  and  one  that  deprived 
the  Cit7  of  a  great  deal  of  its  grievance. 
Again,  xa  one  parish  of  the  Straud  dis- 
trict, out  of  59  persona  living  outside 
the  parish  46  resided  in  parishes  which 
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would  get  relief  under  the  Bill.    The 

attack  on  the  Bill  had  been  mainlv 
founded  on  its  anomalies  ;  but  he  had 
lislened  in  vain  for  the  details  of  any 
scheme  which  was  moro  free  from  ano- 
malies.  There  was  the  alternative  of 
taking  the  actual  expenditure  as  a  basis. 
But  by  that  scheme  the  same  parishes 
which  received  under  the  Bill  would  only 
receive  more,  and  the  paying  parishes 
would  consequently  pay  more.  St 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  for  instance, 
would  then  pay  9^.  in  the  £1  instead  of 
4d.  There  was  another  suggestion  which 
had  fallen  from  some  speaker,  which  was 
that  the  money  should  be  divided  accord- 
ing to  services  rendered.  Under  the 
four  beads  mentioned  in  the  Bill — sanita- 
tion, paving,  lighting,  and  roads — he 
found  that  the  paying  parishes  spent  14s. 
per  head  of  the  population  per  annum, 
and  the  receiving  parishes  only  5b. 
Therefore,  those  parishes  that  now  spent 
14s.  on  sanitation  would  have  to  assist 
those  poorer  districts  which  could  only 
afford  to  spend  5b.  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  Is  the  hon. 
Member  uow  referring  to  works  done  for 
the  public  good,  or  to  all  classes  of  work  ? 

Mr.  BENK  said,  his  refcreuce  was  to 
the  objects  mentioned  in  the  Act.  Those 
hon.  Members  who  sat  upon  the  other 
side  of  the  House  were  very  justly  proud 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  but  it  was 
only  a  mockery  of  the  poorer  districts  of 
the  Metropolis  to  send  such  an  Act  down 
to  them  without  providing  the  funds  for 
carrying  out  its  proviBtone.  As  he  be- 
lieved that  this  Bill  would  confer  a  great 
boon  npoQ  the  poorer  districts  of  the 
Metropolis,  he  should  give   it  his  cordial 

*SiR  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  wished 
to  refer  to  some  of  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
devoted  most  of  his  argument  to  proving 
the  desirability  of  the  equalisation  of 
rates  in  the  Metropolis,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  apparently  altogether 
forgotten  the  unanimous  Resolution  of  the 
House  that  had  been  passed  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  given  the  House  more  informattoa 
than  he  had  done  npou  two  or  three 
other    points.    The    uew    fund,    which 
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was  to  be  called  the  EquaHsation  Fund/ 
was  to  be  raised  by  a  levy  of  6d. 
in  the  £1  upon  the  rateable  valne  of 
the  Metropolis,  and  it  was  to  be  distri- 
buted according  to  the  population  of  the 
yarions  Metropolitan  districts.  There 
could  not  be  a  more  fallacious  test  of  the 
wealth  or  the  poverty  of  a  district  than 
that  of  population .  Many  of  the  richest 
cities  in  America,  in  France,  and  in  Grer- 
many  were  also  the  most  populous,  whilst 
the  smaller  towns  were  often  the  poorest. 
It  was  the  same  thing  in  different  parts 
of  London.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  informed  the  House  why  he  had 
been  led  to  abandon  all  forms  of  distri- 
bution other  than  those  based  upon 
population.  In  no  case  ought  the  money 
to  be  distributed  without  the  central 
authority  retaining  some  control  over  the 
expenditure.  Under  the  Bill  the  moment 
the  money  was  distributed  the  control 
over  the  expenditure  passed  entirely  into 
the  hands  of  the  Local  Authority.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  had  in  any  way  replied  to 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Strand  Division.  True,  they  had  heard 
some  figures,  but  they  did  not  appear  to 
him  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
argument  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member. 
What  had  been  done  already  in  the  way 
of  equalisation  ?  The  County  Council 
was  supported  by  means  of  a  Metropo- 
litan rate  ;  so  were  the  School  Board  and 
the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board,  while 
a  portion  of  the  poor  rate  was  a  common 
rate,  the  total  amount  of  the  equalised 
rates  being  3s.  3d.  in  the  £1.  He  was  in 
favour  of  farther  equalisation,  especially 
for  sanitary  purposes,  but  he  should  like 
to  have  it  clearly  laid  down  that  the 
money  would  be  spent  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses only.  He  objected  to  the  method  of 
distribution  proposed  by  the  Government. 
It  was  proposed  that  the  grant  was  to  be 
used,  first,  for  sanitary  purposes;  secondly, 
for  lighting,  and  that  the  balance,  if  any, 
was  to  be  devoted  to  scavenging.  He 
supposed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  that  there  would  be  ro  balance. 
With  regard  to  the  first  purpose  proposed, 
he  thonght  everybody  was  agreed  about 
it,  but  to  the  second  he  had  a  very 
strong  objection.  In  St.  Pancras  a  great 
deal  of  money  had  been  spent  on 
electric  lighting.  Why  in  the  world 
other  parishes  should  contribute  towards 
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this  expenditure  he  could  not  conceive. 
If  the  inhabitants  of  St.  Pancras  wanted 
the  electric  light  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  have  it,  but  he  did 
not  see  why  any  other  parish  should  con- 
tribute towards  the  cost.  He  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  doing  fairly  by  those  who  would  re<- 
ceivCf  any  more  than  by  those  who  would 
pay  under  this  Bill,  if  he  did  not  establish 
some  control  over  the  methods  of  ex- 
penditure. Personally,  he  would  not 
object  to  a  larger  contribution  than  waB 
proposed  being  made  by  the  richer 
parishes,  provided  that  the  money  was 
properly  controlled.  The  principle  of 
equalisation  had  been  adopted  practically 
unanimously  by  the  House,  but  he  could 
not  agree  that  the  test  of  population  was 
the  right  test  by  which  the  distribution 
of  the  money  was  to  be  goreruedi  nor 
could  he  approve  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill. 

•Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  he 
did  not  rise  to  oppose  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  supposed  he  ought  to 
apologise  for  his  attitude  to  his  bon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Boulnois),  who  had  expressed 
his  surprise  that  anybody  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  should  be 
willing  to  support  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  knew  his  hon.  Friend  so 
well,  that  he  was  sure  he  would  not  mind 
if  he  (Mr.  Cohen)  returned  the  compli- 
ment, and  said  he  was  not  at  all  surprised 
to  find  a  Member  who,  like  his  hon. 
Friend,  represented  a  parish  that  was 
called  upon  to  contribute  to  this  fund, 
opposing  the  Secoi^d  Reading.  In  the 
Debate  of  last  year,  he  (Mr.  Cohen)  said, 
and  he  still*  thought,  that  the  principle  of 
the  equalisation  of  rates  was  a  right  and 
a  just  principle  as  far  as  it  could  be 
equitably  carried  out.  He  had  decided 
to  support  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  because  he  understood,  as  they  had 
constantly  been  told,  that  such  a  course 
did  not  pledge  those  who  followed  it  to 
anything  more  than  the  principle  of  the 
equalisation  of  rates.  It  did  not, 
however,  seem  to  him  any  the  less 
legitimate  or  the  less  obligatory  to 
inquire  how  far  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  on  the  one  hand  tended  to 
accomplish  the  object  they  had  in  view, 
or  how  far  on  the  other  hand  they  tended 
to  stimulate  extravagance,  and  to  dimin- 
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t.lie  iDilmifimt-'uiB  to  ecoiiomj--  The 
iciple  of  eqiiuLmtioD  bod  alroady 
■9D  sanrtionoil  b^  Piirliameut,  uud  was 
b  It  great  extent  the  Uw  of  tbe  land. 
1  propose  10  go  over  tite  grouutl 
I  liad  been  ao  ably  tiaverseil  by  maov 
Makers,  ntul  notabljc  tie  might  say, 
I  matter  oC  boredittiry  talent, 
^7  his  hoD.  Fi'ieixl  the  Member 
for  the  Strand  Division  (Mr.  W.  F.  D. 
Smith).  Ue  niched,  however,  to  point 
oat  thnt  the  common  rate  nmounted  to 
3b.  Sd  ill  tUe  £).,  wbilflC  the 
;  nf  the  nitsH  wae  unequaliEed. 
important  to  examine  the  pur- 
io  which  the  common  rate  wa^ 
applied,  and  also  thoae  in  respect  of  which 
tlie  uaeqimiiaed  portion  was  levied.  The 
equalised  rates  oonsisled  of  the  Coramoti 
Poor  Fuud,  the  County  Council  Rate, 
the  School  Board  Rate,  the  Metropolitan 
AgylumH  Board  liale,  and  the  Police 
JUate.  There  wag  iUsq  a  payment  by 
CouDty  Council  of  id.  per  day 
r  liead  for  indoor  paupers  under  the 
^al  Government  Act  of  1888.  The 
kpenditure  under  each  of  these  heiids 
i(  only  outside  the  proviuce  of  the 
»1  Authorities,  but  tbey  bad  absolutely 
p  oontroi  wliatever  over  the  espeadi- 
Ab  regarded  the  Common  Poor 
FudJ,  there  was  a  very  valuable  check 
supplied  by  the  iotorvention  of  the  Loaal 
tioverumest    Board,  whilst    as    to   the 

Bjrtnent  by  the  Loudon  County  Council, 
ibough  he  agreed  that  it  would  be 
tier  if  that  paymeut  were  to  vary 
tomatically  according  as  the  uumher 
,  indoor  patients  was  increaseil  or 
niuished,  there  was  a  very  cousider- 
le  check  and  control  exercised  over  the 
teal  Authorities.  The  Bill,  very 
wisely,  be  thought,  did  not  allow  the 
equalisation  rate  of  6il.  to  be  applied  to 
all  the  purposes  of  Local  Authorities, 
I  Btill  absolutely  necessary,  iu 
ftie  opinion,  that  there  «honld  be  some 
ffioieut  coutrol  of  those  authorities  if 
jat  injustice  was  not  to  be  done  to  the 
■tepayers  of  those  districts  which  ccn- 
fibuted  towards  the  equalisation  fund. 
%  had  tieen  suggested  that  this  coutrol 
'lould  be  supplied  by  the  Lotidou  County 
[iouiicil.  Ho  had  the  honour  to  be  a 
mber  of  the  Loudon  County  Cimuc 
d  he  certainly  did  not  think  it  wa^ 
»dy  lo  which  it  would  be  wise  or  pr 
inlide  the  appropriation  of  the 
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large  sum  of  tBlO.OOt).  Some  i 
authority,  however,  there  certainly  mm 
be,  and  the  Bill  provided  foruoeiichaulbi 
rity.  [At  this  point  the  bon.  Member  itai 
he  did  not  feel  at  all  well,  and  did  not 
thiitk  be  could  go  ou.  The  hou.  Gentle- 
man then  fell  back  in  bis  seat,  leaving  bia 
speech  uudnislted,  ami  bod  to  be  asgieted 
from  the  House.] 

Mil.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
«aiil,  htt  deeply  regretted  the  iudJspositiop 
whicb  had  prevented  the  hou.  Member 
for  Islington  (Mr.  Cohen)  from 
eluding  his  speech.  H«  {Mr.  Rowlandl) 
had  been  delighted  to  hear  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Whitmore)  insist 
upon  the  necessity  of  the  Government 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  comply. 
tioD  of  the  government  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  he  most  heartily  endorsed  the  whole  of 
the  hou.  Member's  ulmervatious  on  that 
point.  Ue  believed,  however,  that  in 
forcing  forward  London  qiieHtions  in  the 
way  in  which  they  were  forcing  ibem 
forward  the  Loudon  L literal  Members 
would  make  It  necoasary  for  the  tiovem- 
memi  to  comjjiete  the  system  of  Govern- 
ment of  the  Motropoli)>.  He  did  not 
agree  with  Che  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea 
iu  thinking  that  the  London  clauses  of 
the  Local  Goveniinent  Act  of  1888  wera 
not  duly  considered  by  ihe  l^ondon  Mem- 
bers. The  reason  why  those  clauses  got 
through  the  House  so  rapidly  was  that 
the  then  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  met  the 
London  Members  in  a  very  fair  and  con- 
siderate spirit,  and  had  a  conference  with 
them  before  the  clauses  were  threshed 
otit  in  the  House.  Personally,  be  did  not 
think  the  Bill  was  all  that  was  required 
iu  the  way  of  equalisation.  The  measure 
brought  tlie  House  to  the  fringe  of  the 
grant  question  as  to  where  the  money 
was  to  come  from  for  carrying  on  the 
Government  of  London  adequately  with- 
out overburdening  the  ratepayers.  He 
believed  that  before  very  long  the  ques- 
liou  of  an  alteration  of  the  burdens  of 
the  Metropolis  must  engage  theatE«ntioa 
of  the  House.  Re  partfoukrly  desired 
to  deal  with  the  position  of  the  Parish  of 
St,  Luke's,  which  had  been  referred 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government, 
Board,  who  he  was  sorry  was  not  present^ 
to  bear  his  remarks.  Tbe  question  of  « 
more   comprehensive    treatment    of    the 
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burdens  of  the  Metropolis  mnst  engage 
the  attention  of  the  Honse  before  long, 
and  the  question  would  be  accelerated  bj 
the  passing  of  this  Bill,  because  parishes 
which  would  bear  a  heavy  burden  under 
the  present  Bill  would  awake  to  the  great 
question  of  how  thej  could  get  relief  for 
themselves.  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  dealt  cursorily 
with  the  schemes  put  forward  by  the 
Vestry  Clerk  of  St.  Luke's,  one  of  the 
most  capable  gentlemen  occupying 
similar  positions  in  London,  and  as  well 
versed  in  these  questions  as  anybody. 
Those  schemes  deserved  more  than  the  few 
cursory  remarks  made  about  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  views  put 
forward  as  to  a  municipal  poor  fund, 
managed  by  a  central  body,  were  by  no 
means  ridiculous  as  they  had  been  treated. 
It  had  been  recognised  that  the  great 
question  involved  would  be  better  dealt 
with  under  a  common  fund  for  the 
Metropolis.  With  regard  to  the  position 
of  St.  Luke's,  which  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  said  ought  not 
to  complain,  he  was  not  speaking  like 
some  hon.  Members  that  evening,  because 
his  constituents  had  not  either  to  receive 
a  large  sum  out  of  the  fund  or  to  pay  a 
larger  amount.  They  were  on  the  border 
line.  He  must  defend  the  Vestry  of  St. 
Luke's  against  the  reflections  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  re- 
gard to  its  costly  administration,  and 
pointed  out  for  one  thing  that  the  parish 
made  a  street  improvement  out  of  local 
charges  which  ought  to  have  been  borne 
by  the  Metropolis,  and  that  the  electors 
promptly  swept  the  Vestry  out  of  exist- 
ence when  the  scandal  was  discovered. 
In  other  directions  also  the  parish  was 
placed  at  a  disadvantage.  They  had 
had  to  bear  for  many  years  the  burden 
of  a  heavy  loan  in  connection  with 
those  street  improvements.  Then  in 
addition  they  had  a  railway  scheme  for 
which  the  promot'Crs  did  not  get  the 
•capital  required,  and  the  land  lay  vacant 
in  the  parish  at  heavy  interest.  That 
burden  also  was  thrown  upon  the  rate- 
payers of  St.  Luke's.  It  would  be  well 
for  the  House  in  future  to  bind  down 
promoters  to  carry  out  their  under- 
takings within  a  certain  time.  Among 
the  anomalies  to  be  removed  were  the 
exemptions  from  rating ;  premises  should 
be  properly  rated  throughout  the  Metro- 
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polis.  St.  Luke's  was  handicapped  by. 
its  unfortunate  position  in  that  respect. 
Government  did  not  pay,  as  was  well 
known,  the  full  assessment  on  property 
which  would  have  to  be  paid  if  it  were 
in  the  hands  of  private  owners.  He  would 
urge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
cast  further  slurs  upon  the  Vestry. 
What  was  the  standard  of  distribution 
adopted  ?  In  Clerkenwell,  with  a  den- 
sity of  population,  174*5  per  acre,  the 
relief  was  2M. ;  in  Shoreditch  density 
1 94*3 1 ,  and  relief  2^. ;  while  in  St.  Lnke's, 
with  a  density  of  192*9  per  acre,  the 
relief  was  only  |d.  under  the  distribution 
on  a  basis  of  population  alone.  The 
Local  Government  Board  ought  to  take 
this  matter  into  consideration  when  the 
Bill  was  discussed  in  Committee  where 
population  was  so  dense  owing  to  small- 
ness  of  area,  people  living  packed  on  top 
of  each  other  in  huge  blocks.  The  pariah 
of  St.  Luke's  had  endeavoured  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Health 
Act,  and  had  spent  more  in  inspection  and 
sanitation  than  other  parishes.  Having 
a  purely  industrial  population  they 
required  to  be  continually  on  the  alert  to 
see  that  the  people  were  properly  looked 
after.  He  hop^  in  Committee  Amend- 
ments would  be  moved  for  extending  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  and  that  Government 
would  ensure  that  Local  Authorities 
must  expend  money  out  of  the  fund 
absolutely  for  the  purposes  contemplated 
by  the  Bill.  At  present  there  was 
nothing  in  it  to  compel  Local  Authori- 
ties to  spend  money  out  of  the  fund  in 
the  way  intended.  This  Bill  dealt  only 
with  the  fringe  of  a  great  question,  and 
the  Government  would  have  to  come  for- 
ward with  a  larger  measure  dealing  with 
that  question  for  the  good  government  and 
well-being  of  London. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  to 
benefit  certain  parishes  should  be  carried 

out  without  doing  injustice  to  others,  but 
he  thought  the  City  and  other 
localities  were  unfairly  dealt  with  by 
the  Bill  as  now  drawn.  The  14 
parishes  mentioned  were  the  most  highly 
assessed  in  the  Metropolis.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  that  Bermondsey  was 
rated  at  7s.  2d.  in  the  £1,  but  what  if  it 
was  ?  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
also  had  a  very  high  valuation.    The  Bill 
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was  one  simplj  for  transferring  tha 
property  of  owners  in  14  important 
parishes  to  the  owners  in  22  other 
parishes.  With  regard  to  himself,  living 
in  that  highlj-assessed  parish,  if  the  Bill 
became  law  he  should  applj  for  a  re- 
valuation to  cover  this  extra  sum.  That 
parish,  it  should  be  remembered,  received 
no  advantage,  but,  on  the  contrary,  had 
to  paj,  and  should,  therefore,  have  the 
power  of  spending  its  own  money,  not 
leaving  it  to  other  people  to  do  so.  He 
considered  that  the  rates  were  already 
very  high  in  his  parish,  and  that  they 
paid  more  than  they  ought  to  pay. 

Mb.  MOULTON  (Hackney,  S.)  said, 
it  was  right  that  people  should  know 
what  the  rates  were  going  to  be,  and  that 
the  principle  of  rating  should  be  settled. 
The  Bill  was  one  which  did  not  deserve 
to  be  described  as  a  little  Bill.  The 
fundamental  justification  for  the  Bill  was 
the  difficulty  that  had  arisen  in  our  large 
towns  by  the  segregation  of  the  different 
classes  of  the  population,  so  that  instead 
of  the  rich  and  the  poor  being  mixed 
together  they  were  getting  further  and 
farther  apart  from  one  another.  Conse- 
quently, if  there  was  to  be  any  fair 
bearing  of  public  burdens  by  both  classes 
it  was  impossible  to  let  each  parish  stand 
by  itself  and  selfishly  look  after  its  own 
interests  alone.  The  poorer  districts 
most  be  assisted  by  the  funds  from  the 
wealthier  districts.  The  first  case  in 
which  that  was  made  apparent  was  in 
regard  to  the  indoor  poor,  which  was 
really  a  State  burden,  and  not  a  local 
charge,  and  it  was  soon  seen  that  that 
burden  must  be  supported  from  a 
common  fund.  By  the  Bill  the  House 
was  now  going  further,  and  extending  the 
principle  to  sanitation.  How,  then,  were 
they  to  apply  this  proposal  in 
dealing  with  sanitation  ?  One  thing  they 
were  not  prepared  to  give  up.  The 
administration  of  sanitation  must  be  local. 
It  could  not  be  central  with  advantage, 
and  if  it  were  to  remain  local  the  whole 
of  the  responsibility  and  consequences 
of  the  extravagance  must  be  left 
on  tlie  shoulders  of  the  local  ad- 
ministrators. Otherwise  there  would 
inevitably  be  extiavagance.  The  contri- 
bntion  of  the  rich  districts  to  the  ex- 
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penses  of  sanitation  in  the  poor  ones 
must  be  made  in  such  a  way  that  every 
check  against  extravagance  should  re- 
main, and  that  where  there  was  extrava- 
gance every  penny  of  it  should  be  made 
to  fall  on  the  local  ratepayers.  The 
great  point  of  the  Bill,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
that  which  was  an  answer  to  four-fifths 
of  the  arguments  that  had  been  urged 
against  it,  was  that  the  contribution  to  be 
made  depended  on  the  nature  of  the  dis- 
trict to  which  it  was  to  be  paid,  and  that 
the  responsibility  of  that  district  would 
be  in  no  way  diminished.  The  conse- 
quences of  its  behaviour  must  rest  on  its 
own  head.  Upon  what  considerations 
did  the  behaviour  of  a  district  depend  ? 
They  knew  that  the  denser  the  popula- 
tion of  a  district  compared  with  the 
value  of  the  property  in  it  the  more  would 
sanitation  be  necessary,  and  so  much 
heavier  would  be  the  charges  necessary 
for  that  work  as  compared  with  the 
power  of  the  property  to  bear  those 
charges.  Therefore,  the  consequences 
was  that  the  Bill  had  taken  this  central 
line — it  provided  that  a  fund  should  be 
constituted  according  to  the  rateable 
value  of  property,  and  that  that  fund, 
which  was  meant  to  bear  the  cost  of 
sanitation,  should  be  distributed  accord- 
ing to  population,  for,  broadly  speaking, 
population  would  measure  the  weight  of 
the  sanitation  charges  to  be  borne.  By 
that  simple  device  a  contribution  would 
be  obtained  from  the  richer  and  less 
populous  districts,  and  it  would  be  spent 
in  the  poorer  districts  where  population 
was  by  comparison  more  numerous.  The 
rest  of  the  money  necessary  for  the  work 
of  sanitation  the  district  must  itself  pro- 
vide, and  if  there  was  extravagance  the 
people  in  the  district  would  have  to  bear 
the  burden  of  it  themselves.  One 
of  the  arguments  used  against  the 
Bill,  in  the  course  of  the  Debate, 
was  the  wickedness  of  compounding 
— he  would  say  the  wastefulness  of  com- 
pounding.  What  had  compounding  to  do 
with  the  matter  ?  If  a  district  were  to 
compound  in  the  most  lavish  manner  it 
would  not  get  a  penny  more  or  a  penny 
less,  and  if  it  declined  to  compound  it 
would  get  exactly  the  same  sum  as  it 
would  if  it  were  to  compound.  The 
amount  of  the  contribution  depended  upon 
the  nature  of  the  district  receiving  it,' 
and  was  not  affected  by  the  question  of 
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compounding.      Aiiotlit^r  argument  used 
was  the  argument  of  extravagance,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras,  in  a 
lit  of  self-abnegation,  asked  why  other 
districts   should  pay  for  the  fad  of  his 
constituents    in    installing    the    electric 
light.     The  answer  was  that  other  dis- 
tricts would  not  pay  one  farthing  towards 
the  cost.  The  contribution  would  be  neither 
larger  nor  smaller  because    St.    Pancras 
chose  to  indulge  in  electric  light.     What 
the  Bill  did  was  to  put  certain  districts 
in  possession  of  an   endowment  derived 
from  richer  parishes,  which  endowment 
they  merited  because  they  had  the  extra 
burden  of  a  large   niirtiber   of   poor,  to 
whose  sanitary  needs  they  had  to  attend. 
It  was  said  that  this  Bill  did  not  make 
the  rates  equal ;  but  it  was  never  meant 
to  make  them  equal,  and  it  would  be  a 
most   unfair  thing  without  examination 
to  make  the  rates  equal  in  the  sense  that 
the  amount  per  £1  would  be  the  same  in 
every  district.     That  could,  of  course,  be 
done  easily  by   a   very   small   Bill,   by 
making    the    whole    of    the     rates    go 
to   one    common    fund     and    providing 
that     all    payments     should    come    out 
of  that  fund.     But  where,  then,  would 
be   the   check  on    local    extravagance  ? 
It  would  be  a  stimulus  to  each  district  to 
spend  as  much  as  it  could.     This  would 
not  be  to  equalise  in  any  fair  sense,  be- 
cause districts  that  were  prudent  would 
have  to  bear  the  cost  of  the  extravagance 
of   others.      The    Bill' was   intended   to 
equalise  rates  in  a  far  better  way.    It  pro- 
posed to  give  a  contribution  to  the  more 
populous  districts,  which  were  at  present 
handicapped  by  the  nature  of  their  popu- 
lation,   in   order   that   they  might   start 
fair.     No  one  had  said  that  the  amount 
which  was  to  'be  provided  by  the  richer 
parlshesand  distributed  among  the  poorer 
was     extravagant.       What     alternative 
schemes  had  been  proposed  ?     The  hon. 
Member    for    Islington    had    suggested 
that  the  London  County  Council  should 
h^ve  the  distribution  of  a  fund  which  it 
idhoiild  apportion  as  it  liked  among  the 
various    parishes    of    London.     In    his 
opinion,  no  plan  was  likely  to  have  more 
disastrous   results.      The   hon.   Member 
for  IsHngtou  said  that  there  should  be 
a    graduated    rate.      Graduation    appa- 
rently was  catching.     There  was  a  great 
deal  of  opposition  to  the  principle  when 
it    was    introduced    with  regard    to  the 
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Death  Duties  ;  but  now  it  was  to  bo  ap- 
plied to  local  rates.  If  the  lion.  Member 
would  sketch  oat  a  plan  of  graduated 
rates  it  was  possible  that  it  might  meet 
with  some  amount  of  support  from  the 
Government  side  of  the  House,  though 
he  doubted  very  much  whether  it  would 
receive  much  support  from  the  Benches 
where  the  author  of  the  scheme  sat.  He 
quite  agreed  that  there  was  one  defect  in 
the  Bill,  but  it  was  a  defect  due  to  the 
antiquated  divisions  to  which  they  still 
clung.  It  would  be  better  if  they  could 
divide  London  into  homogeneous  districts, 
and  not  to  have  districts  which  were 
partly  rich  and  partly  poor.  But  until 
this  end  could  be  attained  they  got  a 
very  long  stride  towards  what  the  cou- 
sequences  would  be  of  a  perfect  partition 
of  London  in  the  application  of  the  just 
principle  of  this  Bill.  Why  should  they 
not  take  the  stride  ?  There  was  one 
advantage  in  this  scheme.  It  intro<luced 
no  new  machinery  ;  it  could  be  applied  in 
the  existing  state  of  things  without  any 
preparation  at  all ;  and  if  the  House 
could  take  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
justice  without  providing  new  machinery 
and  without  causing  delay  he  would  like 
to  know  what  reason  existeil  why  the 
House  should  not  take  that  step  ? 

Mk.  W.  long  said,  he  had  listened  to 
the  Debate  with  great  care,  and  very  little 
had  been  said  In  defence  of  the  plan  of  . 
the  Government  with  the  exception, 
perhaps,  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  He  believed  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  represented  a 
constituency  which,  under  the  Bill, 
would  receive  about  £20,000. 

Mr.  moulton  :  I  wish  it  did.  It 
only  receives  3d.  in  the  £1,  or  about 
£5,000. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  did  not  suggest 
that  the  hon.  Member's  great  admiration 
for  the  Bill  was  based  on  the  fact  that 
the  borough  he  represented  would  be 
benefited  by  its  provisions.  But  it  was 
clear  from  the  course  of  the  Debate  that 
there  had  been  a  considerable  struggle  In 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  representing 
London  constituencies  between  what  they 
felt  with  regard  to  the  Bill  and  what 
they  looked  upon  as  their  duty  to  those 
whom  they  represented.  All  the 
speakers  had  agreed  that  thifc  was  a  very 
difficult  and  complicated  subject  ;  and  he 
thought  the  House  had  some  reason  to 
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iplaiii  iliut  the  Govertimeut  liaU  iiQt 
ad  IJiiid  to  liririic  llie  ittli  (orwani 
Sei-uiiil  Resiling  until  t.lie  eutl 
&  weary  niid  tediniiH  Seesioii. 
be  Goveriimeiil  mighi  even,  nt  nii 
rlier  perioil,  Lktc  refarred  the  ((uestiou 
tike  uniiaiilerslioti  of  a  Soldel.  Coni- 
iltee,  wlio  sItouM  have  tieeu  eiiipnweroil 
cotiiti<l«i'  the  whole  of  the  lUtficiilties 
surromidiiig  ili«  qubstiou.  If  that  coiinte 
h«d  betrii  followed  it  wh!'  more  thnu 
likely  tliai  ii  Hill  brought  fornurd  buaed 
ou  tlie  rcHiills  of  that  it]<|iiiry  ;roiili]  linvc 
passed  more  easily  throu;;li  the  House 
tltHQ  was  likely  to  be  the  citfe  with  the 
iiieiisure.  The  rig'ht  iiou.  Gen- 
ii eliarfie  of  ihe  Bill  bad  referreil 
the  looal  taxatioD  proposals  of  IH^H, 
the  Htereotypiug  by  ihe  late  Go- 
it  of  the  ^mut  oa  the  number  of 
mpers.  IJut  tbe  right  hou.  Geutlemau 
uieutiuu  that  the  object  ut  that 
16  wax  nut  to  distribute  money  throiigh- 
iU(  the  ditferent  distriets  of  London'  in 
relief  of  the  bnrdeus  between  ditferent 
(li«trict^,  but  iu  relief  of  burdens  us  be- 
tween reiil  and  personal  property.  The 
right  lion.  Gentlemau  would  remember 
that  tbey  hail  eventually  to  lulopt  a  sort 
of  compromiso  between  the  vtewM  hold 
on  the  difTerent  Hiilea  of  the  House.  But 
if  it  came  to  stereotyping,  the  right  hou. 
Gentlemun  was  doing  somethiojc  very 
much  like  it.  He  had  listened  with 
to  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
neot  thut  the  parish  of  St. 
Luke's  did  not  deserve  assislnnoe  lie- 
cause  some  portion  of  its  expenditure 
had  been  improperly  or  unwisely  in- 
curred. In  tbe  whole  course  of  his 
experience  be  had  never  heard  it  itd- 
vsaoed  that  beuause  n  Loi^al  Authority 
had  foolishly  burdened  tlie  rates  the  local 
nUepayera  were  not  entitled  to  as  ranch 
ooDsiderution  as  those  whose  money  had 
!n  wisely  Hj>ent,  He  regretted  that 
Secretary  of  State  for  India 
uot  been  in  his  place  during 
earlier  part  of  tbe  Debate, 
'be  ri^bt  boo.  Geatleinau  opposite 
delivered  a  speech,  ons-tialf  of  wbich 
was  devoted  to  grants  in  aid  pure  ami 
simple,  but  there  was  nothing  to  wbicb 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  was 
more  strongly  opposed  than  the  system 
of  fEKOts  in  aid.  In  tbii'  Bill  they  were 
Lying  that  areas  in  London  which  were 
lumed  to  be  rich  sboiild  have  ii  charge 


levied  upon  them  for  tliti  benelit  of 
poorer  area^.  There  was  only  one  other 
thing  that  it  could  he,  anil  that  wi 
charitable  ilole.  He  never  expeciei 
tiud  a  Bill  iutrodiieed  aud  supported  by 
hon.GeDllcmeu  opposite  which  cuntainea. 
provisions  which,  if  they  were  uot  graiitB- 
iu  aid,  were  eertainly  first  o  ' 
coufoesed  that  be  did  not  altogether  like 
this  Bill  :  he  did  not  think  it  u 
practical  and  fair  a  measure  as  coidd 
have  lieen  driiwn.  The  figures,  he 
thought,  showed  thai,  however  anxious 
the  Goverument  might  be  lo  levy  the 
charge  and  distribute  tbe  money  fairly, 
the  result  liad  lieon  that  many  parishes 
would  not  receive  in  proportion  to  their 
needs,  while  in  some  cases  parishes  would 
Ite  oalled  upon  to  pay  out  of  proportion 
to  their  ability.  He  did  uot  object  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  be  was  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  they  were  entitled 
to  carry  out  that  principle  in  u  way  that 
ioflicied  injustice  on  any  existing  area. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  ubjeutit 
grants  in  aid.  Ue  bad  spent  much 
in  endeavouring  to  induce  tbe  House 
extend  the  system  of  grants  in  aid,  aud 
he  should  be  happy  to  do  his  best  with 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
lo  induce  him  to  give  still  further  grauta 
in  aid  of  loeal  rates.  He  was  hopefiU 
that  after  thij  measure  of  justi 
extended  to  London  be  should  find  a  soft-J 
place  in  tbe  Cbancellor  of  the  Exi 
chequer's  heart,  antl  that  tbe  right  hoik; 
Gentleman,  having  regard  to  the  goo4! 
time  before  him,  would  be  willing  to  aid, 
by  means  of  special  grants,  other  dis- 
tricts besides  those  of  theUetropoli 
that  they  sitould  find  bim  ready  to  listen 
to  them  with  regard  to  equalising  local 
bnrdeus  in  olber  pans  of  the  country  be- 
sides the  Metropolis.  The  hou.  Member 
for  Bethual  Green  told  them  that  there 
was  no  control  over  this  local  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  tbe  Loudon  County 
Council,  and  he  poiuied  to  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1891,  and  told  them  that 
under  tliat  Aet  tbey  bad  conferred  upaa 
tbe  Loudon  County  Council  direct  re* 
spousibility  with  regard  to  expeuditur9< 
ou  the  part  of  the  Local  Authorities. 

Mr.  PICKEKSGILL  :  I  did  uoti 
I  said  that  Act  imposed  upou  th6 
London  Couuty  Council  tlie  duly  of 
supervision   over  the    mauuer  in    wliicll 
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Local  Authorities  administered  the  sani- 
tary laws. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  that  all  the  Act 
did  was  to  give  the  power  of  appeal  to 
the  County  Council  and  leave  the  County 
Council  to  act  in  default  of   the  Local 
Authority  doing  so.    H ut  there  was  a  11  the 
difference  in  the  world  between  that  power 
— which  was  a  very  old  one,  and  not  created 
by  that  Act  at  all — and  giving  the  Central 
Authority  the  actual  control  over  the  ex- 
penditure   on   the    part    of    the    Local 
Authorities.     What  he  meant  by  control 
was  that  there  should  be  some  superior 
authority — he  should  prefer  it  should  be 
a  central  department  of  the  State — that 
should  have  the  power  of  exercising  con- 
trol over  the  expenditure  of  money,  and 
in   sanitary   administration   particnlarly. 
It  was  perfectly  well  known  that  there 
was  no    class  of    local  work    in  which 
greater  and   more  costly  mistakes  were 
liable  to  be  made,  or  in  which  the  advice 
of    a    competent   and    powerful  Central 
Authority  could  be  more  useful  and  bene- 
ficial to  the  Local  Authorities.     At  the 
present  time,   if  a  Local  Authority  re- 
quired a  loan  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  work  of  this  character,  they  had  to 
go  and  obtain  the  assent  of  the  Local 
Government     Board.       They    had    the 
enormous  advantage  that  there  would  be 
a  careful  examination  into  the  character 
of  the  work   to    be  done,   the  probable 
efficiency  of  that  work,  and  consequently 
they  got  assistance  which,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  proved  of  the  utmost 
value    to    the    Local    Authorities,   and 
resulted  in  the  work  undertaken  being 
more  satisfactory,  and   of  a  thoroughly 
permanent    character.      That    was    the 
class  of  control  they  had  been  referring  to, 
and  not  the  control  which  meant  that  after 
a  Local   Authority   had  failed  to  do   its 
duty  then  the    County   Council  was  to 
act.     That  meant   an    enormous    delay 
before   this  appeal  clause  could  be  put 
into   effect   so   as  to   relieve  the   Local 
Authoritv     of     the      difficulties     under 
which      they      were      suffering.        He 
granted    that,  so     far    as    unwise    ex- 
penditure  went,    to   some    small  degree 
this     power     was     a     check.     It  was, 
however,     rather     a     cure     than     pre- 
vention, and  he  would  prefer  to  see  the 
check  in  a  form  in   which  it  mii^ht  be 
used  as  a  prevention  of  unwise  expendi- 
ture ;  not  l>ecause  he  wanted  to  put  the 
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Local  Authorities  in  leading  strings,  or  to 
place  them  in  such  a  position  as  would 
make  them  absolutely  dependent  upon  a 
Central  Authority,  because  one  knew  per- 
fectly well,  with  regard  particularly  to 
sanitary  work,  there  was  an  enormoiui 
temptation  sometimes  to  experiment,  the 
result  of  which  led  to  expenditure  which 
might  have  been  avoided,  or  which  did 
not  prove  effectual.  To  obviate  this,  they 
should  have  the  intervention  of  some 
strong  Central  Authority,  and,  personally, 
he  should  prefer  that  it  should  be  the 
Local  Government  Board,  which  had  its 
staff  of  well- trained  and  efficient  officers. 
He  thought  that  the  Government  had 
done  wrong  in  accepting  the  present 
scheme  before  they  had  tried  other  and 
more  practical  measures  which  had  been 
suggested.  The  Bill  in  its  present  form 
would  mot,  he  believed,  secure  a  wider 
administration  of  the  public  money  nor 
guarantee  that  a  better  control  should  be 
kept  over  needless  expenditure.  For 
these  reasons  he  could  not  support  the 
Bill  in  its  present  form,  although  he 
approved  of  the  principle.  He  regretted 
that  the  Government  should  have  toougbi 
fit  to  bring  forward  so  important  a 
measure  at  such  a  late  period  of  the 
Session,  when  it  was  impossible  that  it 
could  receive  that  attention  in  the  Com- 
mittee stage  which  its  complicated  details 
would  necessitate.  He  had  not  attempted 
to  deal  with  the  more  complicated  financial 
questions  raised  in  the  Bill,  for,  in  the 
first  place,  he  did  not  profess  to  be  a 
financial  authority,  and,  in  the  second 
place,  he  had  a  complete  contempt  for 
figures.  He  had  invariably  been  forced 
to  the  conclusion  that  figures  could  be 
made  to  prove  anything  in  the  world,  and 
so  many  figures  had  hardly  ever  been 
produced  in  any  Debate.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  address  himself  to  some 
other  views  of  the  question,  and  he  had 
done  so,  although  he  was  not  a  London 
Member,  because,  he  ventured  to  say, 
this  question  of  the  equalisation  of  rates 
in  London  when  dealt  with  satisfactorily 
would  be  a  benefit  not  only  to  London, 
but  to  the  whole  country,  and  the  whole 
country  would  be  interested  in  the 
solution  of  the  question. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras^ 
N.)  commented  on  the  fact  that  the  Bill 
had  received  so  little  hearty  and  thorough 
support.     The  only  Member  who  spoke 
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earaestlj  in  favour  of  the  Bill  and  its 
proposals  was  the  hoD.  Member  for  St. 
GeorgeVin-the-East.  Even  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau,  who  was  the  father  of 
the  Bill  and  who  proposed  it  to  the 
Hoase,  admitted  that  it  was  attended  with 
the  greatest  possible  difficulties — [Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre  :  No,  no  I] — and  in  effect 
intimated  that  if  he  could  see  his  way 
to  any  other  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
matter  he  would  be  disposed  to  adopt 
it.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  said  distinctly,  so  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  this  was  not  a  Bill 
for  the  equalisation  of  rates  in  London, 
but  to  do  something  which  they  thought 
ought  to  be  done  to  try  and  adjust  the 
rates  as  between  the  various  localities  in 
London.  They  would  be  told  by  the 
Grovernment,  and  especially  by  their  sup- 
porters in  London,  that  this  Bill  was  for 
the  equalisation  of  rates  in  London  ;  but 
it  was  not  a  Bill  to  equalise  the  rates  in 
London,  because  it  did  not  equalise  them. 
The  inequality  of  rates  was  not  so  great 
in  many  cases  as  it  appeared.  Under  the 
system  of  compounding  there  were  many 
parishes  in  which  the  rates  appeared  to 
be  very  heavy,  but  where  in  reality 
they  were  not  so  heavy.  In  many 
parishes,  and  Bethnal  Green  particularly, 
there  were  a  large  number  of  houses 
compounded  for  and  an  allowance  of  25 
per  cent,  was  made  in  some  cases.  If 
they  took  this  into  account  they  would 
see  that  the  rates  in  the  £1  in  Bethnal 
Green  were  very  much  increased  in  conse- 
qaenee  of  this  compounding.  Out  of 
16^42  inhabited  houses  the  owners  of  no 
fewer  than  I3,8o0  compounded,  and  got 
the  allowance  of  25  per  cent.  This  was 
one  of  the  parishes  which  had  a  heavy 
rate  in  the  £1,  and  which  was  to  get  a 
very  large  relief  under  this  Bill.  In  the 
parish  oi  Bromley,  which  was  referred  to 
by  the  right  •  hon.  Gentleman  as  being 
the  parish  which  was  perhaps  the  heaviest 
rated,  out  of  about  9,000  houses  the  owners 
of  7y937  received  an  abatement  of  30  per 
cent.  Where  there  were  allowances  of 
that  large  amount  the  rate  in  the  £1 
which  was  made  did  not  represent  the  real 
rate.  The  rate  in  the  £1  in  Bromley  for 
1892-3  was  Ts.  5d.  If  they  took  off  that 
something  like  20  per  cent,  in  respect  of 
compounding  they  would  reduce  the  rate 
to  a  little  over  Gs.,  which  was  really  the 
amount  of  the  rate,  and  not  Ts.  5d.     He 
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admitted  that  even  6s.  was  a  heavy  rate, 
but  he  said  that  under  the  system  of  com- 
pounding the  inequality  with  regard  to 
some  parishes  was  not  so  great  as  it 
appeared.  In  the  parish  of  Poplar  there 
were  about  7,500  houses,  the  owners  of 
6,509  receiving  an  abatement  of  15  per 
cent.  In  Bermoudsey,  out  of  about  1 1,000 
houses,  the  owners  of  7,558  received  an 
abatement  of  from  15  to  25  per  cent. 
Compounding  largely  prevailed  in  many 
other  parishes.  No  doubt  there  were 
considerable  inequalities  which  bore  very 
hardly  on  particular  districts  of  London, 
and  it  was  desirable  tliat  there  should 
be  some  legislation  in  the  direction  of 
substantial  equalisation  of  rates.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  oppose  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  proper  and  judicious  advance 
in  the  direction  of  an  equalisation  of 
rates.^  On  the  contrary,  he  believed  in 
such  a  principle,  but  he  was  not  prepared 
to  accept  this  Bill  without  very  large 
amendments,  as  in  any  sense  capable  of 
giving  practical  effect  to  the  principle  of 
equalising  the  rates  in  London.  There 
were  great  difficulties  in  dealing  with 
this  question,  one  of  which  arose  from 
the  system  of  compounding.  The  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  relieve  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  the  East  of  London  at  the  expense 
of  the  large  class  of  tradespeople  and  in- 
habitants in  the  West  End  and  other  dis- 
tricts who  paid  their  rates  directly.  It  was 
not,  therefore,  to  be  supposed  that  this  was 
a  relief  of  one  class  of  ratepayers  at  the 
expense  of  another  class.  To  say  that 
the  artisan  in  the  East  of  London  would 
in  any  direct  way  benefit  by  this  Bill 
was  absard,  for  he  would  pay  all  the 
same  a  rack-rent,  and  the  relief  would  go 
into  the  pockets  of  the  East  End  landlords. 
Another  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of  an 
efficient  Bill  for  the  equalisation  of  rates 
was  the  absence  of  any  satisfactory  prin- 
ciple and  practice  in  the  valuation  of  the 
property  of  London.  A  large  measure 
for  this  purpose  was  required.  Another 
difficulty  was  the  absence  of  any  broad 
principle  by  which  the  rates  levied  for 
the  common  purposes  of  London  could  be 
distinguished  from  the  money  raised  for 
local  purposes.  That  was  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  that  had  to  be 
considered  in  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
The  taxation  raised  for  the  whole  of 
London  should  be  under  the  control  of 
the    representatives    of    the    whole    of 
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LondoD,  and  that  levied  for  the  districts 
should  be  controlled  by  the  District 
Authority.  Each  would  then  be  spending 
its  own  money,  and  the  fact  that  each 
district  both  raised  and  spent  its  own 
money  was  the  only  guarantee  that  there 
would  be  not  merely  efficient,  but  econo- 
mical, management  and  effective  financial 
control.  As  the  Bill,  however, stood, Local 
Authorities  in  one  district  would  spend  the 
money  raised  in  another.  It  was  altogether 
^ATong  in  principle  that  the  authority  for 
one  set  of  people  should  spend  other 
people's  money.  The  authority  that  raised 
the  fund  should  have  the  control  of  it, 
otherwise  there  must  inevitably  be  ex- 
travagance. He  knew  very  well  that 
even  in  the  case  of  the  Common  Poor 
Law  Fund,  limited  as  it  was  to  particular 
objects,  largely  controlled  as  it  was,  sub- 
ject to  efficient  audit,  it  was  difficult  to 
prevent  the  extravagance  which  authori- 
ties were  apt  to  indulge  in  if  they 
thought  they  were  not  spending  their 
own  money. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

.    Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to-^ 

Zanzibar  Indemnity  Bill, 

Local  Government '  Provisional  Order 
(No.  17)  Bill, 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1 4)  Bill. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  l>etter  regu- 
lation of  quarries."  [Quarries  Bill 
[^Lords."] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''  An  Act 
to  amend  the  provisions  of  The  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887,  with 
respect  to  check  weighers."  [Coal 
Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  ^Lords.'] 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  312.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton 


PUBLIC     LIBRARIES    (IRELAND)  ACTS 

AMENDMENT  (rtf-commmet^  BILL. 

(No.  317.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Ajnendment ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

WAYS     AND      MEANS.— CONSOLIDATED 
FUND   (no.    3)    BILL. 

Resolution  [23rd  July]  reported  ; 

"That  towards  making    good    the    Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  3 let  day  of  March  1895,  i 
the  sum  of  £17,715,550  be  graated  out  of  theH^ 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mellor, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 

RAILWAY    RETURNS. 

Return  presented, — as  to  the  Capital, 
Traffic  Receipts,  and  Working  Expendi- 
ture, <&c.,  of  the  Railway  Companies  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  1893  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COLONIAL  PROBATES  ACT,  1892. 

Copy  presented, — of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  18th  July,  1894,  applying  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  to  the  Island  of 
Jamaica  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  ACT,  1890. 

Copy  presented, — of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  18th  July,  1894,  entitled.  The 
Matabeleland  Order  in  Council,  1894 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WINTER    ASSIZES   ACTS,  1876   AND  1877. 

Copies  presented, — of  eight  Orders  in 
Council,  dated  18th  July,  1894,  relating 
to  the  forthcoming  Winter  Assizes  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MARRIAGE  LAWS  (UNITED   KINGDOM). 

Address  for  "Return  giving  (1)  a 
Copy  of  the  Report,  dated  July  1868, 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Laws  of 
Marriage ;  and  (2)  a  Summary  of  the 
Enactments  relating  to  Marriage  which 
have  been  passed  since  the  1st  day  of 
July  1868."— (iVr.  George  Russell.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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EQUALISATION    OF    RATES    (LONDON) 
BILL.— (No.  124.) 

SECOND   BEADING.      [ADJOURNED 
DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resaming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [24th  July],  «  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time/* 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  '^  upon  this 
day  three  months." — (^Mr,  Alhan  Gihhs,) 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (continuing  bis 
speech  which  had  been  interrupted  under 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  House  on  the 
previous  night)  said,  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  point  out  that  this  Bill  was  not 
really  what  it  professed  to  be.     It  was 
not  a  measure   for   the   equalisation   of 
rates  in  London,  but  a  Bill  rather  for  the 
purpose   of   taking  a  contribution  from 
some  parishes  towards  the  rates  of  other 
parishes,  and  instead  of  alleviating  the 
unfair  incidence  of  taxation,  it  would,  if 
anything,   increase    the   difficulties   and 
inequalities.      He    also   endeavoured    to 
point   out   that  this  was  a   Bill   which 
ought  to  come  after,  instead  of  before, 
other  large  reforms  in  connection  with 
local    government,   and    the   difficulties 
which   were   involved  in  attempting  to 
deal  with  these  questions  in  this  piece- 
meal and  unsatisfactory  way.  He  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  not  object 
to  a  Bill  which  would  further  equalise 
the  rates  in  London,  provided  that  such 
a  measure  proceeded   upon   satisfactory 
lines,  for  he  believed  there  was  room  for 
a  considerable  equalisation  of  the  rates 
in  London.     He  altogether  differed  with 
the  Government  as  to  the  mode  of  and 
time  at  which  they  were  endeavouring  to 
<jarry    out    this    professed    object.     He 
knew  it  would  be  said  that  he  and  the 
hon.   Members  who  thought   with   him 
were  opposing  a  Bill  for  the  equalisation 
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of  rates  in  London,  and  that  they  would 
suffer  some  disadvantage  from  the  mis- 
representations of  their  opponents.     But 
whatever  was  done  in  that  regard,  he  re- 
peatefl  that  their  opposition  to  the  Bill 
did  not  mean  that  they  were  opposed  to 
equalisation,    the    necessity   for    which 
they  all  admitted,  but  to  the  provisions 
of  this   particular  measure.     It  was   a 
strange  thing  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
advocated  the  Bill  had  had  become  less 
and  less  enamoured  with  it  as  the  Debate 
proceeded.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  introduced  it  introduced  it  as  a  Bill 
to  equalise  the  rates,  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  had  more  to  do 
with  thi3  matter  than  anybody  else  had 
almost  in  terms  thrown  over  the  Bill  as 
brought  in,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  said  the  Bill  did  not  make  the 
rates  equal,  and  that  it  would  be  an  un- 
fair thing,  without  examination,  to  make 
them  equal  in  the  sense  that  the  amount 
per     £1      should     be     the     same      in 
every     district.       He     did     not     know 
what  equalisation  of  rates  meant  unless 
it  endeavoured  to  do  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  it  was  never  in- 
tended to  do.     If  it  was  not  intended  to 
make  the  rates  equal  he  really  did  not 
know  what  its  object  was.       He  wanted 
to  emphasise  that  declaration  of  the  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who,  as  he  said, 
was  more  the  father  of  this  Bill  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  it. 
What  did  the  hon.  Member  who  repre- 
sented Shored  itch  say  ?       He  said  that 
the  principle    was   that  the  richer   dis- 
tricts should    contribute  to  the   poorer. 
That  would  be  a  reasonable  principle  if 
it  were  justly  applied,  but  might  come 
to  be  not  only  unreasonable,  but  a  hard- 
ship if  capriciously  applied.       Surely  it 
was  a  capricious  thing  to  take  a  certain 
class  of  ratepayers  and  arbitrarily  place 
upon  them  a  heavy  burden  for  the  sake 
of  handing  over  the  money  extracteil  to 
be  spent  by  other  ratepayers  in  another 
part  of  London.     It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  advocates  of  this  Bill  did  not  under- 
stand what  its  principles  were.      It  pro- 
fessed to  be  a  Bill  to  equalise  rates  and 
redress  inequalities.      In  fact,  it  created 
as  many  inequalities  as  it  redressed,  and 
such  as  were  redressed  were  redressed  in 
a  capricious,  unsatisfactory,  and  partial 
way.  The  difficulties  connected  with  this 
Bill  were  such  that  he  could  not  help 
thinking  the  House  would  hesitate  before 
it  was  passed  through   its  final  stages. 
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Before  such  a  Bill  was  placed  before  the 
House  they  ought  to  have  a  large  re- 
adjustment of  the  goveruiug  authorities 
of  London.  At  the  present  time  thej 
had  a  number  of  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  dealing  with  sanitary  and  other 
local  matters,  while  the  County  Council 
was  dealing  with  other  matters  common 
to  the  whole  of  London,  but  there  was 
no  broad  distinction  between  matters 
that  were  local  and  which  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  District  Councils  and 
those  which  were  general,  and  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  London  County 
Council.  The  time  had  come,  he  thought, 
when  there  should  be  a  very  considerable 
readjustment  and  rearrangement  of  the 
Local  Authorities  of  London.  What  did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hackney  say  in  regard  to 
this  argument  ?  He  said  it  would  be 
better  if  they  could  divide  London  into 
homogeneous  districts,  so  as  not  to  have 
districts  which  were  partly  rich  and 
partly  poor.  He  did  not  understand 
what  he  meant  by  that  or  how  the  sug- 
gestion could  be  carried  out.  But  there 
was  a  rotundity  of  oratorical  expression 
about  the  hon.  and  learned  6entleman\i 
statements,  and  a  mystery  about  them, 
showing  that  he  had  no  clear  conception 
in  his  mind  as  to  what  the  situation  was. 
He  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted there  w^as  a  great  defect  in  the 
Bill  owing  to  the  antiquated  divisions  to 
which  they  clung.  He  agreed  to  that, 
and  that  this  Bill  could  not  be  satisfactorily 
worked,  and  that  before  any  Bill  on  these 
lines  should  be  carried  there  ought  to  be 
a  readjustment  of  the  areas  of  London  and  a 
rearrangement  of  the  duties  and  powers  of 
the  various  authorities,  local  and  metro- 
politan, and  of  the  proportion  of  the  rates. 
This  was  a  very  difficult  subject,  which 
could  not  properly  be  dealt  with  without 
the  gravest  consideration  and  full  inquiry. 
The  fact  was,  that  this  was  a  short  Act 
to  deal  with  a  very  important  subject, 
and,  like  all  short  Acts,  it  was  calculated 
to  make  matters  worse  rather  than  better. 
He  did  not  know  why  the  Bill  should  be 
pressed  forward  at  this  particular  moment. 
He  heard  an  hon.  Member  say  that 
London  was  waiting.  London  had,  how- 
ever, waited  for  several  Bills,  and  London 
could  not  have  everything  at  once.  He 
believed  that  gentlemen  from  Ireland 
were  complaining  of  waiting,  and  there 
were  other  sections  of  Members  who  also 
had  to  wait.      At  that  very  moment  an 
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important  Commission,  appointed  by  the 
Government,  was  sitting  to  consider  the 
large  question  of  the  unification  of  Loudon. 
In  a  few  days  that  Commission  would 
make  its  Report,  and  that  Report  would 
probably  recommend  very  large  changes 
in  connection  with  the  municipal  go- 
vernment of  London,  changes  which 
would  lie  at  the  root  of  any  readjustment 
on  which  a  sound  alteration  of  taxation 
could  take  place.  Surely  it  would  be 
reasonable  not  to  press  forward  this  Bill 
until  the  Report  of  the  Commission  had 
been  presented.  This  Bill  was  based 
upon  the  principle  of  grants  in  aid.  It 
was,  therefore,  a  little  inconsistent  with 
declarations  that  had  proceeded  over  and 
over  again  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
Two  of  the  leading  Members  of  the 
Government  had  in  season  and  out 
of  season  denounced  the  impolicj 
of  handing  over  money  as  a  gift  to  he 
spent  by  Local  Authorities.  As  far  as 
the  question  of  policy  was  concerned,  it 
did  not  matter  whether  the  money  came 
from  Imperial  or  from  local  funds.  When 
grants  in  aid  w^ere  made  it  was  impor- 
tant that  they  should  be  appropriated  to 
specific  purposes,  and  that  the  Local 
Authorities  to  which  they  were  made 
should  have  to  spend  an  equal  amount 
derived  from  local  sources  upon  those 
purposes.  When  this  system  was  adopted 
it  imposed  a  certain  amount  of  responsi- 
bility on  the  Local  Authority.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  the  giants  in  aid  to 
be  made  under  this  Bill  should  be  dis- 
tinctly ear-marked,  and  that  there  should 
be  a  provision  that  an  equivalent  amount 
should  in  every  case  be  provided  for  the 
same  purpose  by  the  Local  Authorities. 
In  some  parishes  where  sanitary  matters, 
lighting,  and  street  improvements  were 
already  well  attended  to,  the  authorities 
might  not  care  to  spend  anything  more 
upon  those  purposes,  and  the  handing 
over  ef  this  extra  money  would,  there- 
fore, encourage  experiments  and  extrava- 
gances. At  the  present  time,  taking  the 
average  rate  as  from  5s.  to  os.  6d.,  more 
than  3-5ths  of  that  rate  was,  he  believed, 
already  equalised.  There  was  another 
matter  which  bore  to  a  certain  extent 
upon  the  question  of  equalisation.  Under 
the  Local  Government  Act  of  1888  the 
County  Council  had  power  to  declare 
certain  roads  to  be  main  roads.  If  the 
London  County  Council  had  declared 
some  of  the  large  arterial  roads  in 
London  to  be  main  roads  they  would  have 
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equalised  some  of  the  very  burdens  which 
it  was  proposed  to  equalise  under  this 
Bill.  The  Vestry  of  the  parish  of  St. 
Luke's  had  called  special  atteutiou  to  the 
matter  by  presenting  to  the  House  a 
Petition,  in  which  they  said  that  they 
were  under  great  pecuniary  disadvantages 
by  reason  of  the  fact  tiiat  their  parish 
was  intercepted  by  great  trunk  roads, 
which  they  had  to  keep  up,  although 
such  roads  were  not  so  largely  used  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  parish  as  they  were 
by  the  general  public  of  London.  The 
roads  they  mentioned  were  the  City 
Road,  the  Goswell  Road,  and  Old  Street. 
If  the  London  County  Council  had 
maintained  such  roads  as  those,  and  either 
undertaken  the  management  of  them  or 
contributed  to  the  expense  of  maintain- 
ing them,  they  would  have  practically 
effscted  equalisation.  This,  however, 
was  not  altogether  in  accordance  with 
the  policy  of  the  London  County  Council 
or  of  the  Government.  Their  policy 
seamed  to  be  to  make  as  much  noise 
about  equalisation  as  possible,  and  to  get 
as  much  credit  out  of  that  attempt  to  deal 
with  it  as  possible,  whether  that  attempt 
was  wise  or  not,  instead  of  usefullv  and 
sensibly  applying  the  powers  they  at 
present  possessed,  and  thus  in  a  practical 
way  alleviating  the  burdens  of  London. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  attempt  to  do  by  means  of  a 
short  Act  that  which  ought  only  to  be 
done  by  a  large  and  comprehensive  mea- 
sure ?  Was  it  desirable  to  embark  upon  ex- 
periments in  equalisation  when  there  were 
means  of  equalisation  already  available 
which,  if  used,  would  benefit  poor  parishes 
quite  as  largely  as  probably  this  Bill 
would  do  ?  Nothing,  in  his  opinion,  could 
be  more  fallacious  than  the  principle  of 
distributing  this  money  according  to 
population.  The  fact  that  there  was  a 
large  population  in  a  particular  parish 
did  not  necessarily  involve  greater  needs 
either  as  to  sanitary  matters  or  as  to 
lighting.  Probably  there  was  something 
to  be  said  on  the  subject  with  regard  to 
sanitation  ;  but  as  far  as  lighting  was 
concerned,  where  the  population  was 
aggregated  in  barrack-like  buildings,  as  it 
was  becoming  more  and  more  aggregated 
under  the  new  system,  an  increase  of 
population  did  not  necessarily  mean  an 
increase  of  expenditure  upon  lighting. 
It  had  been  shown  by  statistics  that 
the  result  of  distributing  the  money 
according     to     population     would      be 
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most  capricious  and  unfair.  It  would 
produce  alleviation  of  burdens  where  it 
was  not  much  wanted,  and  would  not  give 
assistance  where  alleviation  was  neces- 
sary. It  meant  the  taxation  of  all  rate- 
paying  occupiers  for  the  benefit  of  a  cer- 
tain class  of  property  owners  in  the 
crowded  districts  of  London.  If  such  a 
proposal  had  been  made  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  he  did  not  know  what 
language  would  have  been  too  strong  for 
some  supporters  of  the  Government  to 
have  used  in  denunciation  of  this  subsi- 
dising property  owners  at  the  expense 
oi  the  rates. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  How  about  the  small  shop- 
keeper ? 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  had  been 
pleased  to  see  that  two  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  had  the  courage  to  say  that 
although  their  districts  would  derive  a 
large  pecuniary  benefit  from  the  passage 
of  the  Bill  they  thought  it  so  unfair 
and  unreasonable  that  they  could  not 
support  it.  The  small  shopkeeper  gene- 
rally paid  his  rates  himself,  and  certainly 
in  such  parishes  as  that  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  the  small  shopkeeper 
would  get  no  benefit  from  this  Bill.  No 
doubt  the  ratepayer  in  the  district  which 
the  hon.  Member  below  him  (Mr.  Benh) 
represented  would  get  some  benefit  from 
the  Bill.  But  was  it  the  policy  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and^  the  London  County 
Council  to  couu^  noses  and  see  how  a 
particular  iucr^se  of  rates  would  benefit 
a  certain  cl$k^s  of  persons  whose  votes 
they  wanted,  regardless  of  how  that  in- 
crease ^ould  affect  other  persons  ? 

Miv.  BENN  :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt, 
but  X  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
be^  that  my  shopkeeper  already  pays  a 
gri^at  deal  more  than  the  shopkeeper  in 
Sd.  George's,  Hanover  Square. 

;Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  did  not 
thjink  that  was  the  case,  but  he  would  not 
g(i  into  that  point  now.  The  mistake  made 
in  J  the  Bill  was  that  of  supposing  that  the 
p<for  of  London  were  all  lumped  together 
iy^  particular  districts.  One  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  argued  that  the  poor 
(^ught  to  be  collected  in  particular  dis- 
ti^icts,  although  he  had  not  been  able  to 
sh(>w  how  such  a  proposal  could  be  carried 
out. !:  If  such  a  proposal  could  be  carried 
out  it  would  be  one  of  the  worst  things 
thpit  could  happen.  As  it  was,  the 
pftJor  of  London  were  distributed  over 
♦fine  whole  of  the  Metropolis,  and  there 
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were  districts  mainly  inhabiteil  by  well- 
to-do  people  which  contained  persons 
([uite  as  poor  as  those  who  lived  in  what 
were  called  the  poor  districts.  Mr. 
Boatb,  in  his  Labour  and  Life  of  the 
People^  said  upon  this  very  point  that  in 
the  West  End  there  were  six  separate 
districts  each  containing  much  poverty 
which  was  not  apparent  from  the  figures 
given  in  the  statistical  tables,  because 
well-to-do  and  wealthy  streets  were  lying 
contiguous  to  the  streets  occupied  by  the 
poor  and  were  included  in  the  same  dis- 
trict. He  had  looked  through  the  Re- 
turn with  regard  to  the  Bill  recently  pre- 
sented to  the  House  with  a  view  of 
ascertaining  whether  there  would  be  any 
difference  in  the  operation  of  the  Common 
Poor  Fund  and  this  proposed  equalisa- 
tion fund  ;  whether  there  were  any  cases  in 
which  the  Common  Poor  Fund  inflicted 
charges  whilst  the  equalisation  fund 
would  give  relief,  or  in  which  the  Common 
Poor  Fund  gave  relief,  while  the  equalisa- 
tion fund  would  create  charges.  He  would 
contrast  the  effect  of  the  two  funds.  It 
was  very  difficult  to  get  at  the  exact  figures; 
but  as  far  as  he  could  understand,  in  Chel- 
sea the  Common  Poor  Fund  gave  a  benefit 
of  about  l^d.  in  the  £1,  while  the  Bill 
would  give  a  relief  of  only  about  Jd.  in 
p'^  £1.  In  Clerkenwell  the  Common 
loox,p|j^^   gave  a  relief   of   about  od., 

ami      ta:.      i,;n    j^    j,^i.gf     Q^    ^^j^       jj^       g^ 

George  s-in-tl)e-x^.t  the  Common  Poor 
l<und  gave  a  relief  o^  ^1^,,^  2s.,  and  this 
Bill  of  only  about  o^d.  j,,  Whitechapel 
the  Connnon  Poor  ^und  y^^^  ^  ^^^-J^^ 
about  6d.,  and  this  Bill  gave .,  relief  varv- 
ing  from  about  id.  to  about  ou  j„  ^^ 
Luke's  the  Common  Poor  FunJ  .^^ye  a 
relief  of  only  ii])out  od.,  and  the  Bill  Oif  ^„iy 
about  :Jd.  In  St.  Pancras  the  Common  ^i>()^j. 
Fund  gave  a  relief  of  about  2d.,  and  tij^jg 
Bill  about  Id.  He  wished  to  knf)^^ 
why  there  should  be  these  discrepancjij^j, 
when  the  underlying  principle  of  bc^^jj 
the  Common  Poor  Fund,  and  this  B^ju 
was  equalisation  of  rates  and  adjustmt[.,^^ 
as  between  the  well-to-do  ratepayers  a^j^j 
the  ratepayers  who  could  not  afford  \^ 
pay  heavy  rates  ?  In  the  (;ase  *V? 
Battersea  the  Common  Poor  Fiuul  madt,' 
a  charge  of  about  l^d.  in  the  £1,  on  tl:^^ 
ground  that  Battersea  could  afford  to  CQjn. 
tribute  to  the  relief  of  other  pari  '^\^^^ 
but  this  Bill  would  give  a  relief  ot*^  ^^ 
In  Islington  the  Common  Poor  Ftx,uj 
made  a  charge  of  nearly  2d.,  wherei.as 
th  is  Bil  1  gave  a  rel  ief  of  about  3d.  In  Lewis^l 
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ham  the  Common  Poor  Fund  imposed  a 
charge  of  about  l^d.,  whilst  this  Bill 
would  give  a  relief  of  about  |d.  In 
Wandsworth  the  Common  Poor  Fund 
made  a  charge  of  rather  more  than  1^., 
whilst  this  Bill  would  give  a  relief  vary- 
ing from  ^d.  to  Id.  In  view  of  these 
discrepancies,  if  the  principle  on  which 
the  Common  Poor  Fund  was  based  was 
right  the  principle  on  which  this  Bill 
was  based  must  be  wrong.  The  whole 
thing  was  monstrously  absurd.  Two 
funds  were  to  be  set  up  in  London,  the 
one  charging  parishes  w^itli  a  contribution 
to  the  Common  Poor  Fund  upon  the 
ground  that  they  were  well  able  to  con- 
tribute to  the  relief  of  poorer  parishes  ; 
the  other  giving  relief  to  the  very  parishes 
so  charged.  Then  came  the  cases  where 
the  common  fund  gave  relief,  and  this  Bill 
would  impose  charge.  Let  them  take  the 
case  of  Marylebone,  which  was  relieved 
under  the  Common  Poor  Fund  to  the  extent 
of  about  |d.  in  the£l,  but  this  Bill  would 
charge  Marylebone  with  about  lU^  in 
the  £1  ;  the  Holborn  L^nion  was  relieved 
to  the  extent  of  od.,  whereas  under  the 
Bill  parishes  within  the  Holborn  district — 
not  the  whole  district — were  to  be  relieved 
to  the  amount  of  from  about  ^d.  to  4d.  in 
£1  ;  St.  Gileses,  under  the  Common 
Poor  Fund,  got  relief  amounting  to  abont 
2d.  in  the  £1,  but  under  the  Bill  that 
parish  was  to  be  charged  to  the  extent  of 
Hd.,  thus  cutting  down  the  relief  obtained 
to  about  one  ^d. ;  St.  Olave's,  Southwark, 
was  now  relieved  to  the  extent  of  about 
2d.  in  the  £1,  but  would  be  charged  under 
the  Bill  from  '09  of  a  Id.  to  about 
od.,  according  to  the  population  of  parishes 
in  that  district.  St.  Saviour's,  Southwark, 
was  an  extraordinary  case.  It  now 
obtained  relief  amounting  to  as  much  as 
6d.  in  the  £1,  but  would  be  charged  under 
the  Bill  with  a  contribution  of  from  |d.  to 
3d.,  according  to  the  population  of  parishes 
within  the  district.  The  parishes  which 
were  so  unfairly  treated  were  those 
specially  deserving  consideration.  The 
professed  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  have 
sanitary  improvements  provided  in  the 
poor  districts  where  such  improvements 
were  specially  required.  The  district  of 
St.  Saviour's  was  recently  in  such  an 
unsatisfactory  condition  that  the  Mansion 
House  Committee  for  the  Housing  of  the 
Poor  called  the  attention  of  the  County 
Council  to  the  subject,  and  the  medical 
officer  of  the  County  Council,  Dr.  Shirley 
Murphy,  was  sent  down,  and    reported 
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that,  "  compared  with  the  rest  of  the 
popalatioD  of  London,  the  population  of 
St.  Saviour's,  Southwark,  is  poor."  Yet 
that  poor  district  was  to  be  charged  under 
the  Bill  in  the  way  he  had  indicated. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  :  The  rates 
of  St.  Saviour's,  Southwark,  last  year 
were  only  48.  lid. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  that  showed 
the  fallacious  character  of  this  particular 
Bill.  The  parish  also  contained  ware- 
houses in  certain  portions,  bringing  down 
the  rate  over  the  whole  district  to  about 
the  figure  named  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Perhaps  I 
may  point  out  that  St.  Saviour's  benefit 
from  the  tolls  of  the  market,  and,  there- 
fore, the  actual  rate  is  only  about  what  I 
stated. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  that  re- 
cently a  large  expenditure  had  been  in- 
curreil  and  there  was  a  heavy  debt,  and 
the  tolls  of  the  market  were  thus  largely 
absorbed.  I'here  was  practically  at  pre- 
sent (so  he  was  informed)  no  benefit  from 
these  tolls.  This  only  showed  how  little 
the  Government,  in    dealing   with    this 

?uestion,  had  looked  into  the  details, 
n  part  of  the  district  of  St.  Saviour's, 
Southwark,  the  rate  was  much  heavier 
than  that  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. In  regard  to  his  own  borough  the 
Bill  was  most  unfair.  Looking  at  the 
matter  simply  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  below  him  (Mr. 
Benn),  why  should  Islington,  which  was 
certainly  no  poorer  than  St.  Pancras,  re- 
ceive something  like  3d.  under  the  Bill, 
while  St.  Pancras  would  only  get  Id.  ? 
Mr.  Booth,  in  his  well-known  work 
Labour  and  Life  of  the  People,  had 
reported  that  St.  Pancras  was  the 
poorer.  It  would  no  doubt  be  said — 
**If  you  will  not  accept  this  alloca- 
tion of  the  money,  what  have  you  to 
propose  instead?"  His  answer  was 
that,  the  County  Council  being  over- 
loaded with  work  which  it  could  not 
properly  attend  to,  he  hoped  they  would 
get  a  readjustment  of  the  local  govern- 
ment of  London.  A  rearrangement  of 
Local  Authorities  must  lead  to  a  re- 
arrangement of  local  taxation,  bnd  that 
would  be  a  more  satisfactory  way  of 
dealing  with  the  question  than  that 
proposed  by  the  Bill.  But  there  was 
another  line  on  which  they  might  proceed. 
Where  was  the  difficulty  of  carrying 
oat    a    farther   reform    in     connection 


with  the  Poor  Law  in  London  ? 
Why  not  equalise  the  poor  rate  for 
London,  and  create  a  central  Poftr  Law 
Council  with  District  Committees  under 
that  Council  ?  The  complete  equalisa- 
tion of  the  poor  rate  would  be  an 
enormous  relief  to  many  parishes. 
It  was  said  that  this  would  destroy 
the  independence  of  Local  Authorities. 
He  did  not  know  that  there  was  any 
great  amount  of  independence  pos- 
sessed by  local  Poor  Law  Guardians. 
He  had  been  a  Guardian  of  two  of  the 
largest  parishes  in  London,  and  he 
always  felt  that  perhaps  five-sixths  of 
the  work  they  had  to  do  was  routine 
work  concerning  which  they  had  very 
little  discretion.  If,  however,  they  de- 
termined to  give  relief  to  sanitary 
expenditure,  he  thought  there  might 
be  a  sanitary  rate  devoted  to  specific 
purposes,  the  contributions  in  aid  to 
amount  to  no  more  than  one-half  the 
local  expenditure  on  the  specified  objects. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  Bill 
was  brought  forward  much  more  with  the 
object  of  making  political  capital  rather 
than  with  an  earnest  desire  to  give 
satisfactory  financial  relief  to  overbur- 
dened ratepayers.  He  could  not  imagine 
(hat  the  Bill  was  brought  forward  with 
any  serious  intention  that  it  should  pass. 
It  had  been  subjected,  to  his  mind,  to 
most  destructive  criticism.  The  criti- 
cism spent  upon  it  last  night  would  have 
killed  any  ordinary  Bill  ;  and  if  there 
were  only  time  to  make  known  the  ob- 
jections to  it,  he  believed  the  pressure 
that  would  come  upon  the  Government 
from  all  quarters  would  be  such  as  to 
drive  them  to  find  some  excuse  for  drop- 
ping it  altogether — for  this  year,  at  all 
events — and  then,  in  the  light  of  ex- 
perience, and  after  further  inquiry,  a  satis- 
factory measure  might  be  submitted  next 
Session. 

•Mr.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  said,  he  felt  no  call  to 
apologise  to  the  House  for  intervening  in 
the  Debate,  for  though  he  had  cease<l  to 
be  a  London  Member  he  had  not  ceased 
to  be  a  London  citizen.  He  would  not 
try  to  rival  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  in  the  portentous  length  of 
his  oration,  which  had  recalled  the 
achievements  of  the  late  Mr.  Biggar  iii 
the  height  of  his  career,  when,  in  order 
to  occupy  time,  he  read  long  extracts 
from  the  Blue  Books.  Without  resorting 
to  that  expedient,  the  hon.  Member  had 


907       EqualUation  of  Rates        {COMMONS} 


(London)  Bill. 


908 


spent  an  hour  and  a-lialf  in  dealing  with 
a  BiJl  of  three  clauses.  Personally,  he 
gained  ■  something  in  being  detached 
from  local  interests  and  local  tempta- 
tions, because  the  question  to  be 
decided  was  whether  this  Bill,  in  its 
application,  would  do  justice  to  London 
as  a  whole.  So  far  the  Debate  had 
turned  too  much  upon  details — upon  the 
amounts  in  the  £1  which  would  be 
received  or  paid  by  this  or  that  parish. 
It  was  overloaded  with  fractions  of  Id. 
The  rejection  of  the  Bill  had  been  moved 
by  an  hon.  Member  for  the  City,  which 
was  more  lightly  taxed  than  any  other 
part  of  the  Metropolis,  and  it  had  been 
seconded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone,  who  grounded  his  whole 
case  on  the  effect  the  Bill  would  have 
upon  that  borough.  But  was  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  going  to  be  pushed  to  a 
Division  ?  It  was  said  that  this  was  an 
attempt  to  do  something  with  a  rush. 
Yes  ;  but  London  had  to  wait  for  every- 
thing half  a  century  longer  than  the  rest 
of  the  country.  It  was  not  until  1888  that 
London  received  free  and  representative 
local  government,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member 
thought  that  the  fiscal  reform  of  London 
could  afford  to  wait.  He  left  the  hon. 
Member  to  settle  that  matter  with  his 
constituents.  It  was  said  that  the  central 
authority  should  take  over  the  main 
roads  of  the  Metropolis  ;  but  the  defini- 
tion of  the  main  road  in  the  Act  of  1888 
would  make  a  main  road  of  almost  every  [ 
road  in  London.  It  was  generally  ad-  i 
mitted  that  in  practice  it  was  impossible 
to  apply  to  London  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1888,  which  were  meant  primarily  j 
for  provincial  counties.  Then  it  was  said 
that  the  application  of  the  Common  Poor  i 
Fund  must  be  extended,  but  he  would  be  \ 
a  bold  man  who  would  advocate  that  the 
principle  should  be  applied  to  the  extent 
of  allowing  unlimited  outdoor  relief  in 
everv  Union  in  London.  Some  Unions 
were  set  against  outdoor  relief,  and  in 
Whitechapel  there  was  none  ;  and  differ- 
ences in  the  conduct  of  Boards  of 
Guardians  affected  the  distribution  of  the 
Common  Poor  Fund.  The  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  perfectly  plain  ;  it  was  to 
establish  a  Common  Sanitary  Fund 
throughout  the  Metropolis.  Could  it  be 
denied  that  the  arguments  which  justified 
the  existence  of  the  Common  Poor  Fund 
applied  with  tenfold  more  force  to  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  Metropolis  ?  If 
they  were  good  in   the  one   case  they 
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were  good  in  the  other,  and  he  begged 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  his  own  speech 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act  of  1869.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  high  grounds 
in  this  House,  declined  to  go  into 
an  addition  to  the  rates  there  or  sub- 
traction from  the  rates  there,  and  said 
that  it  was  really  of  national  importance 
that  the  charges  should  be  spread  over 
the  Metropolis,  subject  to  control,  and 
said  he  thought  the  House  would  not 
consider  Metropolitan  pauperism  was  a 
mere  matter  of  local  interest.  If  Metro- 
politan pauperism  was  not  a  mere  matter 
of  local  interest  Metropolitan  sanitation 
was  not,  and  all  the  arguments  used  then 
would  apply  to  the  question  now.  On 
the  occasion  to  which  he  referred,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  men  were  driven  into 
London  who  were  not  indigenous  to  the 
soil.  Of  course,  if  they  had  to  be  pro- 
vided for,  if  it  was  necessary  for  the 
State  to  step  in  and  prevent  them  ab- 
solutely starving  on  the  streets,  surely  it 
was  equally  important  to  the  Metropolis 
generally  to  see  that  the  sanitary  condi- 
tion of  the  houses  in  which  they  lived 
and  of  the  parishes  in  which  the  bouses 
were  situated  was  satisfactory.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  House  realised  the 
difference  in  sanitary  expenditure  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  London.  He  would  take 
two  typical  cases  ;  one  being  the  parish 
in  which  he  lived.  So  far  from  gaining 
under  this  Bill,  he  believed  that  parish 
was  mulcted  to  the  extent  of  5d.,  and  he 
supposed  he  should  have,  pro  ratOj  to 
pay  his  share.  He  took  the  cases  of 
Bethnal  Green  and  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square.  Bethnal  Green  had  a 
population  of  139,000  and  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  about  80,000.  Now,  in 
scavenging  and  watering  Bethnal  Green 
spent  only  £17,000  and  St.  George's 
£28,000;  in  public  lighting  Bethnal 
Green  spent  £3,500  and  St.  George's 
£9,000,  and  in  dust  removal,  while  St. 
George's  spent  £4,000,  Bethnal  Green 
spent  so  small  a  sum  that  it  was  included 
in  the  general  rate  for  roads.  Was 
there  anything  in  the  nature  of  things 
which  should  make  it  desirable  that  the 
scavenging  of  streets  and  the  supervision 
of  the  local  sewers  should  be  better 
attended  to  in  St.  George's  than  in 
Bethnal  Green  ?  It  was  of  at  least  as 
much  importance,  considering  the  danger 
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of  contagious  disease,  that  money  should 
be  spent  m  the  sanitation  of  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts. He  should  like  to  know  whether  they 
were  to  condemn  this  Bill  simply  because 
of  a  few  anomalies,  which  could  be  easilv 
accounted  for,  and  a  few  holes  they  could 
pick  in  it  ?  He  did  not  believe  any  more 
satisfactory  test  could  be  found  than  the 
one  which  had  been  adopted,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  Bill  would  give  more  general 
satisfaction  than  the  Common  Poor  Fund. 
It  would  lead  to  sanitary  reform  and  to 
better  administration  throughout  the 
{>arishes  and  districts  of  London,  and  he 
was  not  to  be  deterred  from  supporting  it 
by  the  fact  that  a  few  isolated  cases 
might  be  found  in  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Metropolis  where  it  might  work 
with  some  hardship.  To  apply  an  old 
couplet — 

**  Whoever  hopes  a  faultless  tax  to  see, 
Hopes  what  never  was,  nor  is,  nore*er  will  be.*' 

In  regard  to  a  London  rate,  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  could  make  it  abso- 
lutely just,  and  what  they  wanted  to  do 
was  to  make  it  practically  equitable  in 
its  incidence.  He  believed  that  in  a 
common  sanitary  rate  as  proposed  in  the 
Bill  the  best  step  was  taken  with  a  view 
to  the  improvement  of  the  sanitary  state 
of  the  Metropolis. 

Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
eqaalisation  of  rates,  and  when  the  ques- 
tion was  discussed  in  this  House  no  Con- 
servative Member  opposed  it.  This 
Bill,  however,  dealt  with  the  question 
entirely  on  the  basis  of  population.  In  a 
part  of  the  borough  he  represented — 
namely,  that  portion  known  as  Somers- 
town,  h-om  the  fact  that  the  Midland 
Railway  Company  had  greatly  encroached 
upon  it,  the  population  had  materally  de- 
creased and  shopkeepers  experienced 
^reat  difficulty  in  earning  a  living. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  ?  Why  that 
these  very  shopkeepers  from  the  fact  that 
the  population  had  decreased  would  not 
receive  the  equitable  treatment  to  which 
they  would  have  been  entitled  if  they 
had  remained  in  the  district.  In  Isling- 
ton and  other  parts  where  this 
population  might  have  gone  to, 
and  which  would  not  be  poorer,  but  per- 
haps better  off  than  St.  Pancras,  they 
would  receive  3d.  in  the  £1,  whilst  St. 
Pancras  would  only  receive  Id.  in  the 
£1.  If  the  Government  had  wished  to 
draft  a  Bill  for  the  fair  equalisation  of 


rates  in  London  they  would  not  have 
considered  solely  and  absolutely  the 
question  of  population.  They  had  had 
comparisons  in  regard  to  the  expenditure 
on  roads  in  Bethnal  Green  and  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square ;  but  nobody 
had  considered  the  width  of  the  roads  in 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  or 
Bethnal  Green,  or  the  amount  of  the 
traffic  over  the  roads.  Again,  as  to  the 
cost  of  dust  removal,  a  great  deal  de- 
pended upon  the  facilities  for  this  work, 
which  varietl  verv  much  in  different  dis- 
tricts.  He  contended  that  the  equalisa- 
tion of  rates,  to  be  just,  should  be  based 
not  solely  on  population,  but  on  the 
amount  of  work  which  each  district 
ought  properly  to  answer  for  in  regard 
to  lighting,  cleansing,  and  other  sanitary 
matters.  If  a  system  of  that  sort  were 
devised  it  would  meet  with  approval  on 
both  sides.  Regarding  the  rating  of 
various  districts  of  London,  he  did  not 
think  enough  had  l>een  made  of  the  fact 
that  people  who  took  houses  of  a  certain 
description,  say,  in  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  knew  that  they  would  have 
to  pay  from  £50  to  £65  per  year  for  it, 
whereas  in  a  poorer  district  they  would 
only  have  to  pay  £40  for  the  same  class 
of  house.  Assuming  the  rates  in  the 
latter  district  were  6s.  in  the  £1  on  £40, 
that  would  only  cause  the  ratepayer  to 
have  to  pay  £12  a  year,  whereas  if  he 
had  to  pay  for  a  similar  house  in  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  only  5s.  in 
the  £1,  that  individual  would  have  to 
pay  in  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  a 
sum  of  no  less  than  £15.  He  would, 
again,  like  to  point  out  that  the  leak- 
ages in  the  poorer  districts  were 
not  so  great  as  the  leakages  in  the 
wealthier  districts.  In  a  great  number 
of  the  wealthier  districts  of  London 
houses  were  very  difficult  to  let  at  the 
present  time,  whereas  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts there  was  no  such  difficulty  experi- 
enced in  the  letting  of  small  tenements.  A 
system  had  grown  up  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts of  a  sort  of  tenant  right.  That 
was  to  say,  a  tenant  not  wishing  to  re- 
main in  a  house  any  longer,  so  to  speak, 
sold  his  key  to  another  tenant,  and  if 
the  owner  found  the  newcomer  was  a 
respectable  man  he  very  willingly  accepted 
him  as  the  new  tenant.  One  of  the 
greatest  sources  of  leakage  was  the 
system  of  compounding.  As  a  result  of 
such  system  in  some  of  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts of  London  where  the  rates  were 
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BomiDallj  high,  owners  received  an  abate- 
ment of  25y  and  in  some  eases  30,  per 
cent,  in  respect  of  a  verv  large  proportion 
of  the  houses  rated  in  the  district.  In 
Bethnal  Green  there  were  16,542  in- 
habited houses,  and  no  fewer  than 
13,850,  of  which  the  rateable  value  did 
not  exceed  £20,  received  an  abatement 
of  25  per  cent.  In  Bromley,  out  of 
9,000  houses  and  shops  of  all  values,  the 
owners  of  7,937  received  an  abatement 
of  30  per  cent.,  or  a  sum  of  very  nearly 
£12,000.  He  could  not  understand  for 
one  moment  why  the  Government  h&d 
brought  in  this  Bill  at  th6  present  time. 
They  knew  that  when  the  members  of 
the  London  County  Council  put  up  for 
election  they  had  various  proposals  to 
submit  to  the  ratepayers.  They  were 
for  rating  all  owners,  for  the 
taxation  of  ground  values  and  various 
other  matters,  but  there  was  no  proposal 
for  the  equalisation  of  rates  then  brought 
before  the  Metropolis  by  the  candidates 
for  the  County  Council,  and  he  ventured 
to  say  if  this  scheme  now  put  forward 
by  the  Government  was  that  of  the 
County  Council  it  was  not  one  which 
would  tend  to  increase  their  popularity. 
It  was  not  by  shifting  the  burdens  from 
one  class  of  ratepayers  to  another  that 
they  could  relieve  the  ratepayers  of 
Loudon.  There  were  poor  people  in  all 
parts  of  London,  even  in  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  and  the  real  way  to  aid 
the  ratepayers  was  by  devising  some  tax 
by  which  they  should  receive  a  large 
sum  of  money  without  adding  to  the 
burdens  either  of  themselves  or  any  other 
ratepayers.  By  the  action  of  lion.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  also,  he  regretted  to 
say,  of  some  hon.  Members  who  sat  on 
his  own  side  of  the  House,  the  Londoners 
lost  £500,000  a  year  by  their  recklessly 
and  foolishly  doing  away  with  the  Coal 
and  Wine  Dues,  that  sum  of  money  being, 
practically,  absolutely  thrown  away. 
The  scheme  of  the  Government  to  take 
off  one  set  of  mtepayers  the  sum  of 
£250,000  and  put  it  on  the  shoulders  of 
another  set  was  only  like  taking  money 
from  one  pocket  and  placing  it  in  another. 
The  net  result  of  the  Bill  was  to  take 
£223,000  from  the  City  and  eight 
Vestries  and  to  give  it  to  27  Vestries  and 
District  Boards.  Ho  maintained  that  the 
principle  adopted  in  the  Common  Poor 
Fund  with  regard  to  the  relief  of  the  poor 
should  be  applied  in  this  Bill  with  regard 
to  road  making   and  sanitary  arrange- 
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ments,  and  observed  it  was  a  remarkable 
fact  that  several  districts  that  now  had 
to  pay  under  the  Metropolitan  Common 
Poor  Fund  would  receive  under  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill.  For  instance,  Is- 
lington, which  now  paid  £14,000  in  aid 
of  this  Common  Poor  Fund,  was,  under 
the  scheme  of  tlie  Government,  to 
receive  £21,000  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion. It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that 
this  proposal  of  the  Government 
could  not  be  described  as  an  extension 
of  the  Common  Poor  Fund,  because  it  went 
in  many  districts  totally  against  it. 
Some  of  the  poorer  districts  in  London 
had  institutions  which  were  not  in  their 
own,  but  in  other  districts.  Take  the 
parish  of  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square* 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  great  portion  of 
their  paupers  were  in  the  parish  of 
Chelsea. 

•Sir  C.  \V.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :  The  workhouse  is  in  the 
parish  of  St.  George's  ;  it  is  under  their 
own  control. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  expressed 
the  opinion  that  his  statement  would  be 
found  to  be  correct,  and,  if  so,  could 
there  be  a  greater  anomaly  than  that 
the  parish  of  St.  George^s,  Hanover 
Square,  having  to  pay  for  their  paupers 
residing  in  the  parish  of  Chelsea,  that 
these  paupers  should  be  counted  in  the 
population  of  Chelsea,  and  the  parish  of 
St.  George's  should  not  only  have  to 
maintain  the  paupers  in  their  particular 
buildings,  but  should  then  have  to  pay 
the  parish  of  Chelsea  a  sum  of  money  for 
the  paupers  being  in  their  district  ?  There 
seemed  to  him  a  subtle  element  of  irony 
in  the  suggestion,  which  only  those  who 
had  thought  the  question  over  could 
thoroughly  ai)preciate.  He  would  like 
to  point  out  that  there  were  several 
parishes  in  London — such  as  St.  James's 
— which  had  to  spend  large  sums  in  the 
maintenance  of  roads,  because  these 
roads,  owing  to  their  situation,  were  used 
not  only  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  district 
but  by  the  j)eople  of  London  generally  ; 
and  it  was  manifestly  unfair  that  if  their 
rating  was  low  these  very  ratepayers  in 
these  districts  should  have  to  pay  in  aid 
of  outside  parishes  who  had  no  such  ex- 
penditure with  regard  to  roads.  There 
were  certain  parishes  in  London,  such  as 
the  riverside  parishes,  where  the  day 
population  was  much  larger  than  the 
night  population.  He  contended  that 
J  the   day   population    had   much  greater 


913      EquaU$ation  of  Rates       {25  July  1^94} 


(London)  Bill. 


9U 


requirements  than  the  night  population. 
The  day  population  required  the  cleansing 
of  the  streets,  the  maintenance  of  tbe 
roads,  and  absolute  sanitation,  and  as  thej 
did  not  return  to  their  homes  till  8 
or  9  o'clock  at  night  they  required, 
especially  during  the  winter  months, 
efficient  lighting  of  the  streets.  There- 
fore, by  dealing  with  this  question  solely 
on  the  basis  of  population,  it  would  not 
only  hit  the  City  very  badly,  but  also 
a  vast  number  of  poorer  parisbes,  espe- 
cially in  the  East  Egd  of  London,  where 
a  large  number  of  workmen  were  em- 
ployed during  the  day, but  slept  elsewhere 
at  night.  His  greatest  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  that  it  provided  for  no  control 
whatever  over  the  expenditure  of  the 
grants  from  the  equalisation  fund  similar 
to  tbe  cbeck  which  was  placed  on  Boards 
of  Guardians  receiving  contributions  from 
the  Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund  or 
otherwise.  For  years  past  the  Local 
Authorities  in  Loudon  had  been  obliged 
to  send  in  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
Taxation  JReturns  in  which  was  given 
from  time  to  time  the  amouut  of 
their  average  expenditure.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  if  these  Returns 
were  carefully  investigated  by  a 
strong  Parliamentary  Committee  a 
standard  might  be  devised  by  which  each 
area  would  receive  an  adequate  amouut 
from  the  common  fund  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses. In  the  case  of  Local  Authorities 
in  London,  the  County  Council,  no  doubt, 
had  some  authority ;  they  could,  for 
instance,  examine  all  the  loans  proposed 
by  them ;  but  when  the  argument  was 
adduced  that  one  district  had  spent  6s. 
or  7s.  in  the  £1  and  another  only  4s.  or  os., 
he  thought  they  ougbt  to  examine  how 
much  public  work  had  been  done  in 
the  one  district  and  in  the  other,  for 
very  likely  in  the  latter  district  the  rate- 
payers had  not  expended  large  amounts 
in  the  luxury  of  a  new  town  ball,  electric 
lighting,  and  other  things  tbat  tbe  other 
districts  had  indulged  in.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  under  the  propose<l  scheme  the 
district  that  had  been  economical,  and 
had  done  its  best  to  keep  its  rates  down, 
would  be  made  to  pay  for  the  extrava- 
gance of  another  part  of  the  Metropolis. 
They  did  not  know  exactly  in  this 
matter  whether  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  take  into  consideration  at  some 
future  stage  of  the  Bill  the  actual  work 
that  had  been  done  in  the  district  or 
whether  they  did  not.     The  Government 


I  based  their  proposals  mainly  on  the 
;  question  of  population,  and  what  would 
j  be  the  result  of  that  ?  He  feared  that  it 
i  would  have  the  effect  of  causing  people 
;  to  crowd  into  districts  like  Islington, 
which  was  already  overcrowded,  where 
the  rates  were  lower  than  elsewhere  in 
the  Metropolis,  with  the  result  that  over- 
crowding would  be  intensified,  and  this, 
of  course,  would  Ikj  contrary  to  the  true 
principles  of  sanitation.  They  had 
recently  had  some  knowledge  of  a  fearful 
plague  in  Hong  Kong — a  place  he  had 
visited  more  than  once.  That  scourge 
was  due  simply  to  tbe  population  being 
too  crowded  together.  The  streets  were 
too  narrow  and  the  people  were  herded 
together  in  such  a  way  that  no  proper 
sanitary  work  could  be  done.  If  they 
based  tbe  Bill  upon  population  they  ran 
the  risk  of  making  some  of  the  districts 
of  London  more  overcrowded  than  they 
were  at  present.  He  had  ventured  to 
prepare  some  Amendments  which  he 
would  move  if  the  Bill  passed  the  Second 
Reading.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
lines  upon  which  they  should  proceed  in 
this  matter  should  be  tbat  an  equal  charge 
should  be  put  upon  all  ratepayers  in  Lon- 
don for  similar  services  rendered  by  the 
Local  Authority,  taking  into  account  the 
work  they  had  done  and  the  work  they 
ought  to  do  in  connection  with  the 
removal  of  dust,  scavenging,  painting, 
lighting,  and  the  supervision  of  the 
work  of  sanitation.  This  Bill,  though 
it  professed  to  be  a  Bill  to  take 
money  away  from  the  wealthy  part, 
of  Loudon  and  give  it  to  the  poorer, 
did  not  altogether  do  that.  He  would  ask 
tha  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
maintained  that  Islington  was  a  poorer 
district  than  Bermomlsey  or  Fulham  or 
Rotberhithe  ?  What  would  happen  after 
the  Bill  became  law  r  Why,  Islinp-ton 
would  only  have  to  pay  46.  1 1  Jd., 
whereas  Bermondsey  would  have  to  pay 
7s.,  or  2s.  more.  Fulham — in  which  there 
were  a  large  number  of  poor — would 
have  to  pay  Gs.  6d.,  and  Rotherhithe 
6s.  8d.  He  maintained  that  Bermoudsey^ 
Fulham,  and  Rotherhithe  needed  a  greater 
measure  of  relief  than  the,  comparatively 
speaking,  wealthy  district  of  Islington. 
He  had  asked  the  question,  and  he  had 
been  unable  to  solve  it  in  his  mind,  why 
the  Government  had  brought  in  a  Bill. 
Could  it  be  that  they  simply  desired  to 
put  it  before  Members,  to  have  it  discussed 
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in  a  perfunctory  way,  and  then  to  drop  it 
after  the  Second  Reading,  as  they  had 
dropped  other  measures  ?  Their  object 
in  that  case  could  only  be  to  secure  votes 
in  some  of  the  districts  of  London.  The 
system  the  Government  proposed  would 
be  so  little  under  the  control  of  a  Central 
Authority  that  he  believed,  if  it  were 
adopted,  it  would  cause  extravagance  all 
over  London.  He  could  scarcely  believe 
that  the  Government  had  brought  in  the 
Bill  as  a  bribe  to  certain  districts  in  the 
Metropolis  with  a  view  to  obtaining 
Party  support ;  but  he  could  not  help  per- 
ceiving that  they  were  very  willing  to 
transfer  money  from  one  class  of  people 
to  another,  as  was  shown  not  only  by  this 
Bill,  but  by  the  Evicted  Tenants'  Bill. 
Although  his  constituents  would  be 
benefited  nominally  by  the  Bill — and  the 
benefit  would  only  be  nominal,  for  though 
St.  Pancras  would  gain  Id.  in  the  £1 
after  the  first  year,  it  would  lose  2d.  or 
3d.  on  the  general  aggregation  of  rates — 
yet  he  could  not  see  his  way  to  accept 
that  benefit  unless  it  was  given  in  a  fair 
and  equitable  way.  If  such  an  equalisation 
scheme  as  he  had  ventured  to  suggest — 
a  scheme  by  which  the  actual  work  done 
in  the  district  and  the  actual  requirements 
were  taken  into  consideration  —  were 
adopted,  he  thought  that  much  better 
results  would  be  attained.  He  looked  at 
the  matter  not  from  a  local,  but  from  a 
Metropolitan  point  of  view,  and  he  con- 
tended that  the  present  scheme,  based  as 
it  was  solely  on  population,  was  in- 
equitable and  unjust,  and  would  prove 
completely  unworkable. 

•Mr.  W.  SAUNDERS  (Newingtou, 
Walworth)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  introduced  the  Bill  had  in- 
formed them  that  he  did  so  in  consequene 
of  the  Resolution  passed  by  the  House 
in  February  last  year  proposing  or  urging 
on  the  House  the  necessity  of  making 
provision  for  the  equalisation  of  rates  in 
London.  This  Bill  did  not  give  effect 
to  that  Resolution.  Only  in  a  small 
degree  would  it  operate,  and  in  no  degree 
did  it  recognise  those  important  causes 
which  brought  about  an  inequality  of 
rating  from  which  so  much  injustice  and 
suffering  arose  to  the  industrial  classes 
of  London.  The  action  of  the  Bill  was 
limited  to  areas  and  amounts,  and 
it  did  not  apply  to  those  more 
important  inequalities  which  arose 
from  various  causes,  one  of  which  was 
inequality  in  the  method  of  assessment. 

Jfr.  E.  G.  fVehster 


The  method  of  assessment  varied  in  dif- 
ferent localities,  and  inquiries  that  had 
been  made  by  the  County  Council  showed 
that  throughout  the  Metropolitan  area 
there  was  a  great  tendency  to  undervalue 
large  properties.  These  large  properties 
were  under  valued  to  the  extent  of  at  least 
£2,000,000,  and  the  ratepayers  of  London 
lost  £500,000  per  annum  from  that  cir- 
cumstance alone.  Surely  a  Bill  which  did 
not  take  such  an  important  circumstance 
into  account  could  scarcely  be  regarded 
as  carrying  out  the  Resolution  of  the 
House.  The  inequalities  applied  to  all 
areas,  and  the  mere  shifting  of  the  rate  from 
one  area  to  another  would  not  in  any  way 
lead  to  an  adjustment  of  the  most  serious 
inequalities.  If  the  House  had  resolved 
that  it  was  necessary  to  make  provision 
for  the  purification  of  the  Thames  it 
would  not  have  been  sufficent  merely  to 
introduce  a  Bill  which  would  provide  for 
the  taking  up  of  a  spoonful  of  mud  from 
the  lower  part  of  the  Thames,  and  carry- 
ing it  to  the  upper  part.  Such,  how- 
ever, was  practically  what  this  Bill  did. 
In  the  district  in  which  he  lived  the  in- 
equalities of  assessment  were  amazing. 
Where  a  mansion  wiis  surrounded  by  10 
acres  of  land,  those  10  acres  would  be 
rated  at  £4  an  acre,  but  the  land  adjoin- 
ing the  house  of  a  tradesman,  surrounded 
by  one  acre  only,  would  be  rated  at  £80. 
When  these  large  properties  came  into 
the  market  and  artizans'  dwellings  were 
built  upon  them  the  rating  immediately 
went  up  from  £4  to  £80  an  acre.  These 
were  the  inequalities  to  which  he  wished 
the  Government  had  addressed  themselves. 
The  present  method  of  taxation  not  only 
imposed  upon  the  ratepayers  the  whole 
burden  of  the  cost  of  improvements,  but 
compelled  them  to  pay  in  rent  of  land  the 
value  which  these  improvements  created. 
Some  time  ago  the  County  Council  es- 
tablished a  free  ferry  at  Woolwich  ;  that 
ferry  was  maintained  at  the  expense  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  the  result  of  its 
establishment  was  a  large  increase  in  the 
value  of  the  neighbouring  land.  The 
County  Council  afterwards  required  i  I 
acres  of  land  near  the  ferry  for  the  pur- 
pose of  an  open  space,  and  they  had 
to  pay  £5,500  more  for  that  land,  because 
they  had  established  the  free  ferry.  The 
ratepayers  of  London,  therefore,  had  first 
of  all  to  pay  the  full  cost  of  improve- 
ments to  the  rate  collector,  and  then  they 
had  to  pay  to  the  rent  collector  the  value 
which    they  added   to  land.     The  rates 
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in  London  amounted  to  something  like 
£8,000,000  per  annum.  Without  the 
expenditure  of  those  rates  for  the  pur- 
pose of  improvements  and  maintenance 
there  would  be  no  value  in  the  land  of 
London ;  and  jet,  in  addition  to  paying 
£8,000,000  in  rates  which  created  the 
value  of  the  land,  the  ratepayers  had  to 
pay  £18,000,000  annually  in  land  rent. 
Surely  it  was  inadequate  to  present  to 
the  House  a  Bill  which  merely  trans- 
ferred from  one  district  to  another  a  few 
pounds  annually  of  the  large  amount 
paid,  and  left  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion precisely  as  it  was  now.  The 
County  Council  had  urged  upon  the 
Government  the  absolute  necessity  of 
taxing  the  value  of  land,  which  was 
of  far  greater  importance  than  the 
mere  distribution  of  rates  according  to 
population.  The  Government  had 
pledged  themselves — and  he  thought 
that  without  that  pledge  they  certainly 
would  never  have  attained  power — to 
the  taxation  of  those  values  which  were 
created  and  improved  by  the  expenditure 
of  the  rates.  Until  this  was  done  there 
could  be  no  pretence  that  there  was  any- 
thing like  equalisation  of  rates  through- 
out London.  If  a  park  were  opened  and 
people  wished  to  live  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  park,  although  they  had 
already  fully  paid  the  cost  of  providiug  it, 
they  found  they  had  to  pay  an  additional 
£5  or  £10  a  year  for  a  small  house  or 
perhaps  £20  or  £30  a  year  for  a  larger 
bouse  because  of  the  outlay  they,  as 
ratepayers,  had  made  upon  the  park.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  said  in  reference  to 
the  Thames  Embankment  that  the 
tradesmen  and  working  men  of  London 
had  paid  for  that  improvement,  but  that 
the  landlords  of  London  had  benefited 
by  it,  aud  that  the  landlords  of  London 
ought  to  have  paid  for  it.  He  extremely  re- 
gretted that  he  had  not  had  the  full  oppor- 
tunity afforded  to  him  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment his  cordial  support  iu  reference  to 
taxation.  He  thought  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill  was  intended  to  give  the 
idea  that  something  had  been  done  to- 
wards the  fulfilment  of  the  Government 
promises  of  the  adjustment  of  taxation. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Bill  did  not 
make  the  slightest  approach  towards  the 
fulfilment  of  those  promises,  as  it  did  not 
ftlter  the  incideace  of  taxation  iu  the 
aligbtett  degree.  The  Bill  altered  the 
distribution  of  taxation  in  an  infinitesimal 


degree,  but  this  did  not  in  any  way 
fulfil  the  promises  of  the  Government. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  a  further  opportunity 
of  fulfilling  their  pledges.  They  had 
already  had  unlimited  opportunities  of 
doing  so.  ,  No  one  could  deny  that  the 
equalisation  of  rates  throughout  London 
and  the  adjustment  of  taxation  were  the 
topics  that  occupied  the  minds  of  the 
electors  during  the  last  election,  and  he 
felt  certain  that  the  present  Government 
would  never  have  been  placed  in  power 
if  it  had  not  been  for  these  pledges.  This 
Bill  did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  ap- 
proach that.  The  claim  they  had  always 
had  on  the  Government  for  an  adjust- 
ment of  taxation  and  an  equalisation  of 
rates  would  be  the  same  after  the  Bill 
was  passed  as  it  was  now.  Unless  the 
House  kept  that  in  mind  this  Bill  would 
prove  an  injury  to  London  rather  than  a 
benefit.  He  trusted  that  the  electors 
and  the  Government  would  see  that  the 
fulfilment  of  Ministerial  pledges  in  refer- 
ence to  taxation  was  a  matter  of  absolute 
necessity,  as  far  as  the  ratepayers  of 
London  were  concerned.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  give  him  and 
others  who  desired  to  do  so  an  oppor- 
tunity of  supporting  them  in  an  attempt 
to  carry  out  their  promises. 

•Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster) said,  he  hoped  he  would  not  be 
accused  of  arguing  this  matter  upon  any 
local  or  individual  basis  if  he  made  one  or 
two  references  to  the  constituency  which 
he  representod,  and  which  he  might  be  par- 
doned for  considering  the  most  intelligent 
and  enlightened  in  the  Metropolis.  At 
any  rate,  it  was  one  towards  which,  he 
believed,  Members  of  the  House  might 
entertain  some  tender  feelings,  as  they 
spent  so  many  happy  hours  within  its 
precincts.  He  only  desired  to  refer  to 
the  district  of  Westminster  as  entirely 
destroying  any  idea  that  the  basis  of  the 
Bill,  or  the  result  of  it,  was  to  make  a 
rich  district  contribute  in  aid  of  poor 
districts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  brought  in  the  Bill  included  West- 
minster amongst  the  rich  districts,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Burdett-Coutts)  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  knowledge 
of  the  constituency  must  have  been  con- 
fined to  walking  down  Victoria  Street. 
If  he  had  extended  his  peregrinations 
between  that  thoroughfare  and  the  river 
he  would  have  found  a  great  number 
of    very  poor    people  with  whom  the 
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8trn);gle  for  exisl«uce  wns  as  keeu  ns  in 
ftDypurt  oF  tbe  Hetropoiii«,  auil  wLo  wuuld 
lie  able  to  get  over  Ibe  cardiual 
tOHture  of  the  Bill,  whicb  he  himself 
(Ur.  Btirdelt-Coutts)  could  not  get  over 
lely,  that  each  ooe  of  these  poor 


eeWe    no   relief. 


m 


If   DiiaDcial 

/  pBrisLee  it 

NhouiU    be    given    to    those    where  the 

expeuJitiirc  was  large,  the  rate  high,  and 

the  debt  considerable,  and  not  (o  those  in 

hieh    one    could    count    moat    heade. 


auU  stniggliDg  people  would  have  to  pay  There  wuh  another  poiut  of  great  import- 
2^d.  in  the  £1  extra  ratiug,  nhicli  ance  with  regard  to  the  Ceneus  if  (he 
would  go  to  relieve  better-to-do  people  ^  Iihhis  of  popniatiuu.  which  wan  the  woiat 
Islington,  and    in  other  parte  i>f  ibe    uon(\eivnble,  was  to  be  taken.     lu  i^otn- 


Uetropolie.       He    opposed     tbii«     till), 

hecauee   be    coiiBidered    it    a  verj    Imd, 

nafair,  and  unjust  Bill,  niid  he  believed 

■uflicient    criticism     hud     beeu     pnsaeil 

iu    the     HoQse,    aiuce    the     Bill      vim 

introduced   jesl«rday,    to    establish  this 

proposition  very  amply  and   fully.     He 

did  not  propose  to  go  over  tlie  various 

pointeof  weakness  or  injustice  which  had  I  St.  Margaret 

beeu  made  very  apparent  in  the  courst 

of  debate.     It  w5si«extremely  difficult  ai 

lliis  period  of   the  Delmie  t«  say  aiij' 

thing  that   had   not  already  been   said 

but  there  were  oue  or  two  points  wbicb,  lu 

t>elieved,  Inul  not.  been  brought  l>eforQtbi 

attention  of   the   House. 


fairness  there  sboiild  l>e  t 
census  for  London  for  the  })iirpoeu9  at 
dealing  with  this  question,  and  it  should 
not  Ite  a  night  census,  at  least  iii 
central  parishes.  The  last  Census 
taken  upon  alioliday.aud  was  altogetli 
misleading  so  far  &i  the  West  £iid  « 
coQcenied.  For  lustance,  thepariehe#fl 
Ld  St.  John  ■ 
uf  55.000  [o  prov^ 
sanitation  and  roads  for.  The 
population  for  which  tliey  hail  lo  provt 
was  more  timri  1U0,U4K).  These  figin 
had  been  ciirefnllycomput«d,uud  it  seem 
to  him  (Mr.  fiurdett~Coutts)  very  unf«iy 
that  the  prnvisiou  for  relief  iu  this  Bill 


founded  on  rhe  hypo  thesis  that    should  rest  upon  sach  aii  unsound  Imsie. 
there  were  ine<|iialitios  in  the  local  rates.    Of  course,  the  City  supplied  a  still  n 
It  secineil  to  him  thai  before  that  propo-  .  glaring  iustauceof  this unfaircomput 
eitioD  could  be  properly  established  they  ,  There  was  utioiher  point  in  conuMtlj 
required    a   re-valuation  of  properly   iu  i  with   this  i|ueetiou  of  population. 
Louduu.     Taking  the  existing  state  of    Census  took  place  every  10  years. 
tbiugR      in      regard      to     valuation,     it  '  ratiug  was,  of  course,  altered  every  y 
ifortuuate     to     hive     this     Bill  '  Now,  it  was  quite  possible  that  a  ] 


brought      iu      a      year      before,      and 
not    after,    the    quinqneuuial    valuation. 
But   apart  from  that,  il  seemed  tf>  him  a 
more   complete,  a  more  uuiform,  system 
of     assessment     was     urgently     needed 
throughout    Loadou,  and  until   they  ob- 
tained some  such  system  it  was  inipos-    u 
Bible  to  fiud  ont  wliai  the  real  burden  of ,  I 
taxation  upuu  any  piu-tieiilnr  dietriet  was,    ii 
He  (Mr.  Bunletl-Coutts)  would  favour 
an  Auiendntflut  (which  he  was  quite  sure 
the  right  hun.  lientlemau  who  brought  in 
the    Bill    would    not   accept)    that    the 
operation  of  the  Bill  should  be  postponed 
until  some  such  uniform  system  of  assetis- 
Rient   iu    London    had   l<eeU  entablished. 
Moreover,  in  any  measure  of  equalisatiuu 
tlieauuuut  of  liie  local  rate  and  especially  I  only 
of   the  locflJ  delit  tthoUld  be  taken  into    tratii 


which  was  now  overcruwdeil  might  gi 
alter  and  decrease  iu  population,  and  J 
the  fact  would  not  be  established,  as  b 
ing  upon  the  relief  given  by  this  ] 
until  eight  or  nine  years  bad  pds^ed  O' 
Hediduot  want  to  trouble  the  House  v 
mere  theories.  He  would  »iate  a  fact. 
Westminster,  the  site  of  Millliauk  was 
'otcJ   to   the  erection  of  model 


would 

of    W. 


barrnuks,  &c.  Thii 
se  to  the  |Kipulatiou 
om  4,000  to  ,'i.(HK) 
would  not  be  taken 
into  account  until  the  ymr  1901  -,  but 
every  year  the  ratealile  valuT>  in  West- 
minister increased  by  £20,0tl0  a  year. 
Therefore,  while  Westminster  (which  h* 
ed  for  the  purpose  of  illus-^ 
ileprivcd  of  the  aids  to  wliieii 
consideratjou.  T^te  weak  point  in  the  1  it  would  be  entitled  by  reiutou  of 
present  Bill  wa»  that  neither  of  these  ,  iucrease  of  pupulatiou,  it  would 
were  cousidoied.  A  parish  might  have  j  mulcted  on  lis  increased  mting  more 
a  rate  of  ^Os,  in  the  £1,  and  a  debt  of  |  more  every  year  in  suras  which  wouli 
i)I,(>00,OOOeterling;  butuulessits  popula-  given  to  parishes  whose  pupulatii 
tioD  wa«  greater  and  morellense  thau  the  viuight  l>e  decreasing,  and  when;  tho  need 
population  of  nelghbrniring  tparishes,  it  I  blight  be  much  less  than  iu  the  parish  or 
BurdeU-CoaiU 
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itrict  from  which  the  raoDsy  came.  He 

thougbt  thut,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill, 

a  CeDsiis  should   be  taken  every  year. 

He  believed  the  whole  principle  of  tlie 

Bill    wse   a     bad    one.       It   eeenieJ  to 

local    goveninient    wan   only    con- 

lucteil    with     cGiiiiomy,     becuuse    Lliose 

'ho  dpeut  the  mnney  were  responsible 

)    tiioiie    who    foiiuil    it.       Tbi«     BUI 

Tjolateil  this  cardiual  prlucipai  of  local 

goverumeut.     He  (Mr.    Burdett-Coutts) 

could  suggest  to  the  right  hoo.  Geutle- 

who  introduced  this  Bill  one  or  two 

[oyz  in    which  the  Government  might 

>T6  rendered  good  service  to  the  rate- 

layers  without  introducing  u  scheme  to 

U  of  unfairness  and  injuetioe.     They 

migbtbavegiven  toLondouthe£lti6,00U 

on    oci-'ouut    of   Probate,  Customs,   ntid 

Exi'ise  Duties,  and  £6,000  ou  account  of 

criminal  juried ictiou,  which  Mr,  Gomme, 

tb,e   statietician  of   the  Londou  County 

Cooncil,  bad  estimated  London   was  eu- 

^tled  to  receive.     This  would  havo  gone 

townrd  raising  the  sum  of  £200,000 

ivided  by  this  august  Bill.     He  (Mr.. 

lordett-Coutts)  would  venture  to  suggeat 

■Other  method.      It  might  possibly  be 

method     would     bear    more 

.vourably  toward  the  diatriut  he  repre- 

itil«d  than  towar.l  nny  other.      But   it 

ight  be  news  to  some   hon.    Members 

lat  Goverumeut  property  was  rated  In 

entirely    different  manner  from  pro- 

:rty    in    the    occupation    of    ordinary 

lautB.     For   instauce,   the  value  upon 

'hioh  the  Government  coutribnted  to  the 

it«s  of  Westminster  was  £.i:i,O0U,  but 

16  value  of    their    property    was    over 

,000.      He    would    give    a    special 

lustration   of    this    under- valuation    of 

property.     On  one  shle  of 

Street    (the    Government   side), 

rovernmeut    property    was    valued     al 

[300    ao     acre,    and    private    property 

tbe    other    side    at    the     rate     of 

,17,000  au  acre.       That  was    an    es- 

irdiuary    difference.      The    Treasury 

Whitehall  were  paying  ou  a 

ilue  of  £1,600,    whereas   the   County 

ConueU  valuer  bad  estimated  the  value 

of  the  t)it«  alone,  ns  distinct   from  ibc 

liuildingfl,  lit  more  than  double  that  sum 

,Surely  the  Government  might  turn  theii 

attention  to  tbe  need  of  some  readjust- 

lent  of  tbe  principle  on  which  they  paii 

ttea  on  their  own  property.     The  whole 

'inciple     of     the     Bill,    he     repea 

ipeored  to    him    to  be    destructive    of 

le  real  principle  of  local   government. 


833 

I.ocai  government,  so  far  as  he  uuder- 
stood  it,  implied  the  raising  of  mou^ 
from  a  certain  set  of  individuals  to  beex" 
pended  for  tbe  beuetit  of  (hose  indi'< 
\-iilua!*,  and  by  representatives  who  wei " 
responsible  to  thoac  iudividuiiU.  If, 
the  one  hand,  they  look  money  wh 
was  contributed  by  certain  people  out 
the  control  of  those  people,  and  if,  on  thf 
other  hand,  they  placed  iu  the  hands  of 
a  Local  Authority  money  which  had  iieeo 
contributed  from  a  aoutco  to  which  they 
were  not  responsible,  they  seemed  to 
violating  the  cardinal  principloof  local  g< 
VMument  He  (Mr.  Burdett-Ooutt«)  ei 
vied  hon.  Meral>ers  who,  represeutiug  coi 
stitueucies  and  distriote  which 
ceive  a  benelit  under  this  Bill,  had  been 
able  to  get  up  and  oppose  the  Bill. 
These  opportunities  ot  heroic  self-saeriHce 
before  »n  appreciative  aiidicuce  were  so 
rare  aud  so  Attractive  that 
gladly  have  supported  the  Bill — although 
he  represented  a  district  which  i 
heavily  mnlcted  by  it — if  it  had  beei 
fair  and  just  Bill.  But  be  was  stroDglj 
opposed  to  it,  because  he  considered 
unfair  and  tiu just,  and  a  Bill,  he  could 
not  help  thiuking,  that  bad  been  brought 
forward  for  other  purposes  than  those  of 
tbe  relief  of  the  rittepnyers  of  London. 
•Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Cam- 
ber well,  Dulwich)  said,  he  ligreed 
entirely  witli  the  last  speaker  that  this 
was  u  useless  Bill  iu  dealiug  with  ihQ 
taxation  of  Loudon.  Though  bis  cot^'i 
stitiieuoy  would 
largest  sums  of  money  uuder  the  pi 
posal,  the  scheme  was,  in  his  opinioiij 
altogether  wrong,  and  the  gauge  tc 
used  for  estimaling  the  proportion  of 
grant  to  be  made  to  the  different  ilistr 
was  one  that  ought  never  to  have  b 
adopted.  Wiiat  bad  the  uumlwr  of 
population  of  a  district  to  do  with 
qnestiou  of  tne  maintenance  of  lae 
streets,  aud  such  matters  as  lighting  and 
paving.  They  were  told  that  there  was 
uo  other  gauge  by  which  to  arrive  at 
the  proper  amounts  to  be  received  by 
eaeh  district.  It  was  certainly  time  that 
they  should  have  a  better  equalisation  of 
rates,  aud  he  bad  no  objectiou  to  tbe  pro- 
posal that  a  common  fund  should  lift, 
formed  out  of  which  to  defray 
sanitary,  lighting,  and  paving  expensi 
of  the  Metropolis,  The  proposed  rat 
6<l.  iu  the  £1  was  not  unreasonable, 
would  the  fund  thus  formed  be  any 
large  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  wa 
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be  applied.  There  were  other  means  bj 
which  the  desired  object  of  the  Bill  could 
have  been  carried  out.  A  very  simple 
way  of  arriving  at  the  amount  to  be 
received  by  the  different  parishes  would 
be  to  take  the  returns  of  each  parish  of 
the  amount  expended  respectively  on 
sanitary  work  during  the  last  12 
months.  The  figures  so  obtained  could 
be  treated  as  the  basis  upon  which  grants 
should  be  made.  A  sum  could  then 
fairly  be  allotted  from  the  main  fund  to 
the  districts  thus  shown  as  needing 
the  grant,  and  any  adjustment  that 
might  afterwards  be  necessary  could 
be  made  at  the  quinquennial  yalua- 
tion.  The  Bill  was  evidently  brought 
forward  to  help  some  parishes  which 
were  suffering  a  good  deal  from 
the  rapid  increase  in  their  rates,  and  no 
doubt  a  more  equal  distribution  of  the 
burdens  of  London  was  necessary.  No 
reason,  however,  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government  to  show  the 
necessity  of  at  once  proceeding  to 
equalise  the  rates,  and  it  would  best  per- 
form its  duty  by  re-organising  the  taxation 
of  London.  This  was  clearly  a  "haste" 
Bill.  If  the  plan  he  had  suggested  was 
adoptetl,  an  Instniction  could  be  given  to 
the  Committee  to  distribute  the  fund  in 
proportion  to  the  cost  for  sanitary  work 
that  had  been  incurre<l  by  each  parish 
that  could  claim  it  for  the  year  ending 
April  6,  1894.  No  extra  cost  would  be 
incurred  under  that  plan,  and  a  far  more 
just  distribution  would  reiilly  be  ma<le 
than  could  be  the  case  if  tJie  distribution 
were  made  on  the  proposed  population 
basis.  A  readjustment  could  be  made 
every  five  years.  There  would  be  more 
sense  in  that  arrangement  than  in  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill,  which  did  not  pro- 
vide for  a  census  being  taken  for  the 
purposes  of  estimating  the  grant,  and 
therefore  it  would  have  to  be  calculated 
on  the  out-of-date  returns  of  the  Census 
of  1891.  Nothing  improved  the  value 
of  property  in  a  neighbourhood  more 
than  a  perfect  system  of  lighting  and 
paving,  and  whatever  sum  was  spent  in 
that  way  by  the  Local  Authorities  was  got 
back  again  by  the  increase  in  the  rates 
which  the  enhanced  value  of  the  pro- 
perty gave.  In  1881  the  number  of 
persons  who  slept  in  th^  City  of  London 
was  returned  at  50,000;  in  1891  that 
number  had  fallen  to  37,000.  Surely  no 
one  could  argue  for  a  moment  that  the 
cost  of  maintaining  the  streets  of  London 

Sir  J.  Bhindell  Maple 


was  less  now  than  it  was  10  years  ago, 
and  yet  the  City  was  to  receive  a  quarter 
less.  Therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
to  base  the  proportion  of  the  fund  on  the 
returns  of  the  persons  who  slept  in  a 
particular  district  was  absurd.  That 
fallacy  was  equally  obvious  when  the 
test  was  applied  to  outlying  parishes, 
where  the  major  part  of  the  working 
population  left  in  the  day  to  attend  to 
their  business,  for  it  certainly  could  not 
be  said  that  their  return  home  in  the 
evening  materially  increased  the  cost  of 
maintaining  the  streets.  If  the  test  he 
had  suggested  was  substituted  for  that  of 
population,  then  he  thought  that  not 
only  would  the  Bill  be  a  useful  one  to 
Londoners,  but  that  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  should  be  extended  so  as  to  deal 
du*ectly  with  the  whole  expenditure  of 
the  rates.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  hoped  that  when  the  Government 
brought  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
question,  it  would  have  been  a  practical 
measure  that  they  could  have  supported 
on  its  merits,  instead  of  the  present 
absurd  proposal,  which  seemed  to  have 
been  framed  solely  to  please  certain 
members  of  the  London  County  Council, 
whose  constituencies  would  considerably 
benefit  by  this  particular  method  of  cal- 
culation. The  idea  of  equalisation  of 
rates  had  been  accepted  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  and  he  had  not  heard  of 
a  single  Member  of  the  Party  to  which 
he  belonged  who  did  not  acknowledge 
that  something  should  be  done  in  that 
direction  ;  but  all  were  agreed  that  the 
subject  was  one  that  should  be  carefully 
considered,  and  those  who  had  spoken 
against  the  Bill  had  done  so  because 
they  felt  that  the  measure  would  in  no 
way  meet  the  difficulty.  It  would,  in 
fact,  make  things  worse  than  they  were 
at  present.  He  was  surprised  that  a  Go- 
vernment that  boasted  so  much  about 
being  trusted  by  the  people  did  not  dare, 
in  return,  to  trust  the  expenditure  of  the 
fund  to  the  London  Couuty  Council,  or 
some  other  important  body,  and  leave  it 
with  them  to  see  that  it  was  honestly 
and  properly  expended.  Unless  an 
assurance  were  given  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  alter  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  he  should  certainly 
vote  against  the  Second  Reading,  because, 
as  he  had  said,  he  believed  that  the  Bill 
would  do  more  harm  than  good,  and 
would  delay  rather  than  advance  the 
reform  in  the  present  system  of  London 
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rates  which  they  desired  so  siucerelj 
should  be  carried  out.  He  trusted  that 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged  would 
make  it  thoroughly  understood  that  thej 
accepted  the  idea  of  the  equalisation  of 
rates,  though  tbej  did  not  believe  in  the 
question  being  properly  dealt  with  by 
such  a  Bill,  which  was  founded  on  a  bad 
gauge  and  an  improper  division  of  the 
money  to  be  devoted  io  these  purpose^. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  A  good  many  references 
have  been  made  to  myself  in  the  course 
of  this  Debate — references  of  a  double 
character.  Allusions  have  been  made 
to  my  being  the  Representative  of  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  a  parish  that 
will  have  to  contribute  £30,000  to  the 
proposed  fund,  of  which  £20,000  is  going 
to  be  handed  over  to  Islington  ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  references  have  been 
made  to  me  as  one  who  has  dealt  in 
former  times  with  the  equalisation  of 
rates,  and  as  one  who  has  claimed  to 
have  been — and  who  ventures  to  claim 
that  he  is  still — a  reformer  with  regard  to 
municipal  finance.  If  hon.  Members 
think  that  my  double  capacity  as  Ex- 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  and 
Bepresentative  of  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  places  me  in  a  position  of  difficulty, 
I  can  assure  them  that  that  is  not  the  case. 
To  deal  first  with  the  personal  reference, 
I  may  say  that  I  had  the  honour  to  pass 
the  Act  of  1869,  which  I  am  glad  to 
think  has  relieved  the  parish  of  Bethnal 
Green  by  2s.  7d.  At  that  time  I  was  a 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  which 
contributed  a  very  considerable  portion 
of  the  amount  which  was  then  distributed 
among  the  poorer  parishes  in  the  Metro- 
polis. As  at  the  time  when  I  was  a 
Member  for  the  City  I  was  able  to  view 
the  situation  with  an  open  mind,  so  I 
trust,  as  Member  for  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  I  shall  be  able  to  take  a 
broad  and  open  view  of  thi8  or  any  at- 
tempt to  reform  municipal  finance.  We 
have  had  in  the  last  two  days  a  novel 
and,  I  think,  a  refreshing  experience.  We 
have  had  a  real  Debate  on  the  question. 
It  has  not  been  a  Debate,  like; too  many 
we  have  had  of  late,  where  the  discus- 
sion has  b^en  mainly  confined  to  one  side. 
But  Members  from  all  parts  of  the 
Metropolis  have  felt  that  here  was  a 
question  in  which  their  constituencies 
were  interested,  and  in  which  their  duty  to 
their  constituents  required  them  to  inter- 
pose.   I  congratulate  the  House  on  that 


fact,  and  on  the  further  fact  that,  though 
in  this  Debate   it   may   have   been   said 
that  wealth  and  poverty  are  opposed  in 
the  consideration  of  the  question,  we  have 
had  no  reproaches  fiung  to  and  fro  with 
regard  to  the  selfishness  of  the  one  or  the 
greediness    of   the   other.      Though  we 
have  argued  the  matter  with  reference  to 
the  particular  gain  or  loss  of  particular 
constituencies,  nevertheless  the  question 
of  administration  has   been  kept  to  the 
front   in  the   bulk   of   the  speeches.     I 
hope,  however,  hon.  Members   will   turn 
their  attention    to    this  point — that  the 
gain  to  these  constituencies  will  be  a  loss 
to  the  Metropolis,  and  ultimately  to  those 
constituencies  themselves,  unless  the  Bill 
so    hedges    round    the    expenditure    of 
the  further  funds  placed  at  their  disposal 
as    to    secure    increased    efficiency   and 
the     proper    disposal    of    the    money. 
There  is  no  point  in  the  Bill  to  which 
wise   criticism   can   be   more   profitably 
directed.     No  security  whatever  is  taken 
in  the  Bill  to  secure  increased  efficiency 
or  even  to  secure  that  the  money  which 
is   intended   for   purposes   of   sanitation 
should   increase   the   efficiency    of    that 
sanitation.     That  is  a  great  defect  in  the 
Bill.     Now,    Sir,    the   Debates  of  1869 
have   been   referred    to.      In    1869   the 
extension  of  the  principle  of  a  common 
burden  imposed  for  the  metropolitan  poor 
was  carried  out.     It  was   said   that   in 
those  Debates  exactly  the  same  things 
were  said   as  were  being  said   to-day  ; 
but  as  the  responsible  Minister  of  that 
day  I  used  different  language  from  that 
which  is  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Cirencester  Division  of  Gloucestershire, 
who   made  an  able  speech,  quoted  the 
actual  words  which  I  then  used,  and  the 
word  "  control  "  is  in  the  passage.     The 
word  "  control  "  was  prominent  in  those 
Debates,  because  in  imposing  additional 
burdens    on    the    richer    parts    of    the 
Metropolis     it     was    the     aim    of    the 
Administration    of   the  day — ^an  aim  in 
which  they  have  been  successful — that 
the  further  burden  placed  on  the  wealthier 
parishes  should  have  the  effect  of  raising 
the   Poor  Law  administration.     I  shall 
have  to  examine  the  Bill  from  that  point 
of  view,  and  to  ask  what  securities  we 
have  in  this  respect  in  the  measures  be- 
fore us.  I  think  it  is  satisfactory  that  there 
has  been  a  general  agreement  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  further  equalisa- 
tion, properly  carried  out,  is  desirable. 
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There  has  beea  no  oppositiou  to  this 
principle  from  any  hou.  Member  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  I  am  far  from 
being  an  exception.  I  admit  the  fdct 
that  there  ought  to  be  no  further  equali- 
sation ;  I  admit  the  fact  that  the  passing 

of  the  Public  Health  Act,  imposing 
higher  requirements  as  to  sanitary  affairs, 
has  placed  a  burden  upon  the  poorer 
parishes  of  the  East  End  with  regard  to 
which  they  may  fairly  look  for  some 
assistance.  I  acknowledge  that,  and  I 
acknowledge,  with  other  Members,  that 
the  question  of  the  sanitation  of  London 
is  not  a  local  one  for  any  particular 
district.  Disease  in  any  part  of  the 
Metropolis — in  the  East  End  or  in  the 
poor  parts  of  the  south  side  of  the 
river — is  a  matter  of  Metropolitan  concern; 
therefore,  ab  regards  the  general  objects 
of  further  equalisation  with  regard  to 
sanitation,  I  say,  as  representing  one  of 
the  wealthiest  parishes  of  the  Metropolis, 
that  I  am  with  the  House  in  general  ; 
and  I  am  glad  that  hon.  Members  whose 
constituencies  will  be  hit  by  this  scheme 
have  not  shrunk  from  declaring  that 
they,  too,  will  be  prepared  to  advance  in 
the  direction  indicated— of  assisting  the 
poorer  portions  of  the  Metropolis  in 
carrying  out  sanitation,  if  all  such 
securities  are  taken  as  can  be  taken  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  the  Poor  Law.  The 
House  will  see  that  I  have  insisted  on 
control.  It  is  essential  that  we  should 
look  at  the  Bill  from  that  point  of  view, 
and  it  will  be  seen  that  from  that  point 
of  view  it  is  thoroughly  defective.  I 
pass  now  from  the  general  question  to 
the  consideration  of  some  points  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill.  He  devoted  a  considerable  portion 
of  his  speech  to  bringing  before  the  notice 
of  the  House  those  inequalities  in  rating 
with  which  we  are  all  familiar.  It  is  ad- 
mitted that  those  inequalities  exist.  In 
some  parishes  the  rates  reach  beyond  Ts., 
and  in  others  they  sink  to  4s.  In  explain- 
ing the  reasons  of  those  inequalities,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referreil  to  a  point 
which  has  excited  some  interest  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate,  and  that  is  the  un- 
equal valuation  which  he  believes  to 
exist  in  different  parts  of  the  Metropolis. 
Hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
seem  to  have  admitted  that  the  present 
system  of  valuation  is  not  fair.  I  regret 
it  is  not  perfect,  but  I  can  assure  hon. 
Members  that  the  present  system  of  valua- 

Mr,  Goschen 


tion  is  now  perfection  when  it  is  com- 
pared with  the  state  of  things  20  or  25 
years  ago,  when  the  Government  of 
which  I  was  a  Member  passed  a  measure 
affecting  the  valuation  of  the  Metropolis. 
That  was  an  honest  and,  on  the  whole,  a 

fairly  successful  attempt  to  secure  a 
generally  fair  valuation  of  the  Metropo- 
lis. There  was  one  point  in  the  measure 
which  was  criticised  at  that  time ;  the 
surveyor  of  taxes  was  brought  in,  and  he 
was  to  have  a  voice,  so  that  he  might  be  sure 
that  there  would  be  no  undne  exemption 
with  regard  to  valuation  in  any  parish. 
I  should  have  thought,  considering  that 
survevors  of  taxes  are  men  of  consider- 
able  ability  and  severity,  they  would 
have  seen  that  in  every  parish  the  valua- 
tion had  been  raised  to  the  proper 
height,  and  I  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  holds 
that  so  much  requires  to  be  done. 
But  if  much  has  to  be  done,  then  the 
proposals  for  further  equalisation  of  rates 
should  be  accompanied  by  provisions 
introduced  not  by  the  County  Council  or 
by  a  private  Member,  but  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Grovernment,  dealing  with 
valnation  and  securing  that  uniformity 
which  is  essential  if  we  are  to  make  pro- 
gress in  the  direction  of  equalising  the 
rates  in  the  Metropolis.  If  you  wish  to 
do  this,  while  at  the  same  time  holding 
out  the  differences  of  rates  as  they  affect 
the  poor,  you  are  bound  to  remove  all 
imperfections  which  decrease  confidence 
in  the  figure  of  that  rate  per  £1.  If 
valuations  are  imperfect,  of  course  com- 
parisons as  to  the  rates  in  the  £1  are 
useless.  The  second  point  is  this.  How 
far  is  the  apparent  inequality  in  rating 
due  to  the  system  of  compounding  ? 
There,  again,  I  say,  if  there  is  to  be 
further  progress  in  the  direction  of 
equalising  the  rates,  it  will  become  a 
question  for  Metropolitan  Members  to 
consider  whether  that  system  of  com- 
pounding should  not  l>e  so  revised  as  to 
secure  much  greater  uniformity  than  at 
present  exists  in  the  different  parishes. 
I  think  it  is  essential  in  London  to  con- 
tinue the  system  of  compounding  ;  but 
it  cannot  be  right  that  in  two  parishes 
contiguous  to  each  other  allowances  of  a 
totally  different  character  should  be 
granted  to  the  owners  of  property.  Is  it 
not  time,  looking  at  the  periqd  which  has 
passed  since  the  Compounding  Acts  were 
passed,  to  consider  in  the  interests  of  the 
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parishee  and  of  the  ratepayers  themselves 
whether  the  gain  given  to  the  owners  is 
not  larger  than  the  risks  which  thej  have 
taken  on  their  shoulders  in  the  parishes  ? 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  matter  has 
ever  been  investigated  With  regard  to 
the  30  per  cent,  which  has  been  meu- 
tioned,   bnt  it  wonld  be  interesting  to 
ascertain  whether  it  is,  in  practice,  worth 
the  while  of  the  parish  to  give  the  pre- 
sent percentage  to    the    landlord   who 
compounds  for  his  rates.     That  is  a  point 
which  deserves    the    attention  of    this 
House.     I  am  bound  to  saj  that  I  am 
afltonished  at  the  information  that  has 
reached  rae  upon  this  subject.     Mj  in- 
formation is  to  the  effect  that  in  a  dis- 
trict like   Bethnal  Green  out  of  some 
15,000  houses  13,850  are  compounded 
for,  and  that  in  consequence  the  land- 
lords of  those  compounding  houses  pay 
25  per  cent,  less  rates  than  the  nominal 
amount  of  the  rates.     Thus  the  total 
amount  of  the  rates  actually  received  is 
less   by   nearly  one-quarter  than    their 
nominal  amount.     Therefore,  I  want  to 
ask  whether,  in  the  districts  where  com- 
pounding prevails,  will  not   the  owner 
and  not  the  occupier  profit  by  any  relief 
that  is  given  to  the  rates  ?     In  Bromley, 
for  instance,  where  8,000  out  of  9,000 
houses  receive  an  abatement,  the  actual 
rates  paid  represent  5s.  lOd.  in  the  £1, 
instead  of  the  nominal  7s.  in  the  £1    at 
which  the  parish  is  assessed.     Again,  in 
Poplar,  thp  rates  paid  are  less  by  15  per 
cent,  than  the  amount  of  the  assessment. 
I  say  that  to  contrast  the  nominal  amounts 
of  the  rates  of  such  parishes  with  those 
of  the  parishes  in  which  compounding 
does  not  exist  is  to  compare  like  with 
unlike,  and  is  misleading  this   House. 
In    approaching    the    question    of    the 
equalisation    of    the    rates    we     ought 
to  be  careful    to    see  that  both   valua- 
tion and  compounding   are  taken   into 
account.       I      do      not      think      that 
there  can  be  any  difference  of  opinion 
among    hon.    Members    who    represent 
Metropolitan  constituencies  with  regard 
to  the  two  subjects    of    valuation  and 
compoandiuff.    I  now  come  to  another 
qaesti^n,  which  has  been  suggested  to 
my  mind  by  the   consideration  of   the 
principle  of  compounding — it  is  an  old 
qnestion,  which  has  often  been  discussed 
in  this  Hoose-— I  mean  the  question  of 
who  pays  the  rates.    That  is  a  question 
whtcftyia'  considering  the  subject  of  the 
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equalisation  of  rates,  cannot  be  put  out 
of  sight.     It  has  been  admitted  by  every 
speaker,  with  one  exception,  that  this  is 
a  Bill  intended  to  relieve  the  ratepayers 
and  not  owners.     Bnt  it  has  been  stated 
generally  on  both  sides  of  the  Honse  that 
it  is  occupiers  and  not  owners  who  are 
interested  in  the  amount  of  the  rates.     It 
is  now  some  20  years   since  I  contended 
in  this  House  that,  in   parishes  where 
there  is  a  demand  for  house  property,  the 
owner,  even  where  compounding  exists, 
is  able  to  get  from  the  occupier  the  main 
portion  of  any  increase  which  may  be 
made  in  the  jates.    ["  Hear,  hear  I  "  ]    I 
hope  when  I  come  to  another  view  of 
this   subject    by-and-bye    none    of    the 
hon.      Members      who      say      '*  Hear, 
hear**     to     that    proposition    will    en- 
deavour to  slip  away  from  it,  because, 
if   it   be  trne   that   the    occupier    pays 
a  considerable   portion   of  the   rates,   it 
is  the  occupier  and  not  the  owner  who 
will  have   to  pay   any  increase  in   the 
rates.     In   that   case   it   is  the  occupier, 
and  not  the  owner,  who  will  have  to  con- 
tribute towards  any  increai^e  in  the  local 
burdens  of   the  Metropolis.     This  is    a 
very  serious  matter.     It  is  a  very  poor 
consolation  to  an  occupier  who  is  asked 
to  pay  increased  rates  that,  inasmuch  as 
his  owner  is  exacting  a  high  rent  from 
him,  he  is  living  in  a  wealthy  parish.     I 
hope  I  have  made  my  point  clear.     It  is 
because  his  rent  is  so  high   that  he  is 
asked  to  pay  higher  rates  in  order  to  re- 
lieve  those  whose  rents  are  lower  and 
whose   rates   are,   therefore,   lower.     In 
seeking   to   equalise  rates,  therefore,  if 
great  caution  is  not  exercised  great  in- 
justice may  be  done,  because  those  who 
are  compelled  to  pay  high  rents  may  also 
be  compelled  to  pay  increased  rates,  which 
will  go  to  relieve  those  who  for  the  same 
amount    of    accommodation    pay   lower 
rents  and,  therefore,  lower  rates.     This 
shows  the  difficulty  inherent  in  the  whole 
case.     If  the  principle  of  this  Bill  were 
pressed  too  far  all  the  occupants  of  the 
smaller  class   of  houses  in  the  so-called 
richer  districts  of  the  Metropolis  would 
be     penalised.       In    the    case    of     St. 
George's,  Hanover   Square— the   House 
will,  perhaps,  pardon  me  for  introducing 
in  this  discussion  the  case  of  my  own 
constituency — there  are   occupiers   who 
are  in   a  worse  position  than  a  similar 
class  in  any  other  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis.   Out  of  a  total  of   12,300  housee 
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u  iliat  district  A,800  liu.ve  <\  reuwt  belt 
£iO    a    year.     lu    K9N3itiK<^>i>i    iiut 
23,000  teuaiils  13,0UU  are   l>elow  £20 
value,     A  gtruggliug  tradennihu  wbo  liau 
difiicultj'  in  earuiag  ltit<  livelihooil  puyi 
£60  a  veiLr  reut  for  a  tioiise  anU  tiliop  ii 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  which  ho 
woiilil  ouly  have  to  pay  £4^  a  yeai 
I    auotlier  ])art   of  Loudon.     Although 
\»  rat«a  are  uomiually  leas  than  iu  o 
Melj-opolitau    dislric(«,    he   will,    lakiug 
thiit  rute  ut   5b.  iu  the  £1,  liave  to  _ 
£12   u  year  iu  ral^K,  whereaa  iu  auother 
district  llie  loau  whose  rates  are,  say,  6e, 
ill  tile  £  I ,  aud  who  pays  oaly  £^S  a  year 
reut  for    the  s&ma  KCtsommodHtion,   will 

I  only  p)iy£12»yoiir  fnrrate^.  Every  liou. 
Memher  who  represoDts  a  Melropotituu 

I  coiiatitUBncyoitglit  lo  bear  that  fact  iumiiiil. 
Every  artixau  or  small  tradestuan  who 
lives  in  St.  George's,  Uauover  Sqiiaic, 
or  iu  Kerisiugtou,  will  have  to  pay  h«avier 
rates  uuder  this  Bill  tbau  similar  cUsses 
viji  have  lo  pay  iu  happy  IsUogtoD. 
while  they  have  the  disadvantage  of 
paying  a  higher  rent  lo  ibeir  owuera. 
S«e  how  that  must  come  home  to  the 
struggliDg  trndesmou  when  he  lias  Lis 
rates  raisetl  4d.  or  5d.  ia  the£l,  especially 
when  the  tnuiesraaii  in  Islington  gets  a 
reductiau  of  3it.  in  his  rates,  and  at  the 
same  tim«  pays  »  much  lower  rent.  I 
have   veulureil   lo  call  attention  to  this 

i  point  not  merely  as  tlie  Representative  of 
St.  George's,  Hunover  Square,  but  in  the 
general  interest  of  the  Metropolis.  It  is 
oar  duty,  while  endeavouring  to  do 
jUNtiee,  to  he  extremely  careful  that  we 
do  not  perpetrate  a  new  injustice  in  eeelt- 
iug  to  bring  iilmut  equalisation.  I  now 
turn  to  a  difierent  point.  We  iiave  iu 
Ike  post  geuerally  proceeded  ou  the  prin- 
ciple of  eijualistvtion  where  tliote  was  the 
double  condition  of  a  oommon  purpose 
and  a  common  necessity,  uudon  the  other 
side  the  |»08sil>ility  of  control  and  seuuriiy 
against  estruvagauce.  We  huve  gone  iu 
the  direction  of  a  common  poor  funil, 
or  of  a  common  fuud  by  which  the 
poorer  districts  could, be  relieveil  \  we  have 
centralised  iu  dealing  with  such  matters 
«B  lunacy,  education,  police,  and  lire 
brigades  ;  but  iu  all  those  cusos  you  have 
either  got  thiA  control  uf  u  central  anilio- 
rity  like  the  Local  Government  Board, 
or  you  have  a  central  authority  like  the 
County  Couucil  ;  or  yon  have  tiiken 
precautions  that  tbore  should  be  no  ex- 
cess by  limiting  the  astietanoe  of  the 
Mr.  Goicken 


Poor  X^w.  There  is  no  precedent — ^aod 
liere  I  take  exception  to  the  Bill — ivbere 
there  has  been  a  grant  in  aid  unaccom- 
panied by  nny  precautious  iu  the  Billfor 
(he  scale  of  expenditure,  for  eflicieuoy,  or, 
in  fact,  for  any  expenditure  at  all. 
Therefore,  I  say  that  I  he^titnle  very 
much  to  accept  u  precedent  of  this  kiud. 
1  now  pans  from  I'oor  Law  pur[>oae«  lo 
muuicipal  purjioees,  and  here  I  lind  thai 
there  are  three  points  to  cousider  iu  con- 
nection with  the  Bill — the  mode  of  dis- 
tribution, the  purposes  to  which 
money  is  to  lie  applied,  and  the  anthl 
ties  who  Hdminisler  il.  All  these 
as  hou.  Ueraliors  will  see,  exliumely 
portant  points.  A  nmtler  which 
Iieen  very  fully  discussed,  and  w 
requires  disnusslon,  is  whether  the 
of  the  population  is  a  fair  test.  Tike  i 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Pretiident  of 
Locul  Government  Board  has  Itoeu  di 
to  the  population  tei«t  by  his  inahilit] 
find  any  other.  I  frankly  admit 
is  «ti  extremely  difHcidt  thing  lo 
method  of  distribution  at  oace  just, 
aud  wise.  The  late  Government, 
they  tia<t  occasion  to  look  intu  the 
examined  the  lest  of  population,, 
were  conviuned,  witli  the  best  meaiu 
their  di»poNtl  lo  assist  them,  that 
test  of  population  would  land 
kind  of  anomaly.  We  did  itot,  tlierel 
Hcoept  ibe  populatiou  test,     This  Ut 

hue,  moreover,  proved  couelusi^ely      

whatever  kind  of  lexl  might  W  appliedil 
the  populatiou  lest,  taken  by  iiseIC, 
break  down.  Ho  much  lias  Iwen  said 
the  subject  that  I  will  not  dwell  h>njf 
tbe  question  of  popuhition.  The 
Mem  bar  tor  St.  George's-iu-lhi 
spoke  rS  the  numbers  of  people  who 
beeu"  thrust  forth  "from  certain  [larishl  . 
and  he  said  that  my  own  parish  bntl 
thnut  forth  its  population  to  ihe  extent 
of  10.000,  while  the  City  had  "ihruer 
forth"  13,UIKI:  aiul  tJie  hon.  Member 
urged  that  those  districts  which  had  so 
thrust  forth  large  numbers  of  tlieir  popu- 
lation ought  lo  be  penaliseil.  I  »bi 
like  the  House  to  heat  llie  s 
owu  cousiituency-  The  Cunsua 
]H91,  1  would  remind  tbe  U< 
was  taken  on  tbe  Hrst  Sunday 
Easier.  You  could  not  havo  bad  a  worse 
dav  as  a  losL  Many  residuols  were 
from  Londou,  not  jiaving  returne4 
from  ibeLi'holidayii.  Moreovu£,tbe  l&i 
houses    in   my  district   are  oocu^^ 
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persons  whose  residence  in  London  is 
chiefly  confined  to  the  London  season. 
To  base  a  test  upo\i  that  Census  would 
be  extremely  unjust  to  the  poorer  parish- 
ioners. In  1871  the  population  of  St. 
Greorge's,  Hanover  Square,  was  89,000, 
and  between  that  time  and  1881  it  was 
practically  stationary.  But  in  1891  the 
figure  was  only  78,000 — an  apparent  de- 
crease of  11,000.  The  medical  officer 
for  the  parish'  states,  however,  that  he 
knows  no  reason  for  believing  that  such 
a  decrease  in  population  has  really  taken 
place.  A  large  number  of  persons  are 
out  of  town  on  a  Sunday,  and,  the  day 
chosen  being  the  Sunday  after  Easter, 
many  of  the  inhabitants  had  not  returned 
from  their  holidays. .  This  shows  the 
danger  of  accepting  the  Census  taken  on 
that  particular  day  as  the  standard  for 
distribution.  There  had,  no  doubt,  been 
large  clearances,  but  there  arc  now  large 
constructions  going  on,  under  t  be  auspices 
of  the  Duke  of  Westminster,  where 
thousands  of  the  working  classes  will 
come  in  a  year  or  so — some  have  already 
returned — and  these  poor  people  will 
find  that  they  will  have  to  pay  a  higher 
rate  than  before  owing  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  and  simply  because  the  Census 
was  taken  before  the  dwellings  were 
erected.  The  Member  for  St.  George's- 
in-the*East  also  spoke  of  the  City  having 
**  thrust  out "  a  great  many  i>ersons. 
What  is  the  cause  there  ?  The  language 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  and  others 
jarred  upon  me  considerably.  They 
spoke  of  magnificent  buildings  displacing 
the  artizans  and  the  working  classes. 
Why  are  those  buildings  magnificent  ? 
It  is  in  order  that  the  employes 
who  work  in  them  should  be  enabled 
to  enjoy,  in  a  greatly  increased 
degree,  the  comforts  of  civilisation.  It 
is  to  the  public  spirit  of  their  employers 
that  the  construction  of  these  better 
bnildings  is  due.  Great  clearances  have 
been  made  in -the  City  for  a  great  railway 
station.  Do  hon.  Members  opposite 
represent  that  if  a  Railway  Company  is 
obliged  to  make  a  clearance  in  order  to 
obtain  facilities  to  bring  into  London 
large  numbers  of  artizans  and  others, 
and  to  enable  the  workers  in  the  Metro- 
polis to  pass  to  and  fro  freely  to  their 
work  and  to  their  homes,  that  then  the 
richer  toilers  are  "  thrusting  forth  "  their 
poorer  fellow-labourers  ?  All  this  is  to 
the  advantage  of   commerce ;   and   the 


advantage  of  commerce  is  the  advantage 
of  the  poorer  population.  It  is  to  the 
advantage  of  everyone  in  the  City  that 
that  there  should  be  proximity  and  acces- 
sibilitv  to  all  the  .various  centres  of 
activity.  I  have  thought  it  right  to 
animadvert  on  this  line  of  argument, 
because  I  do  wish  that  the  County 
Councillors  would  not  act  and  speak  in 
the  interest  of  any  particular  class,  but 
would  remember  that  they  represent  the 
Metropolis  as  a  whole.  I  wish  that  they 
would  rise  to  a  more  general  conception 
of  what  is  in  the  interest  of  that  great 
Metropolis  which  they  represent.  It  is 
said  that  the  Tiight  population  is  suffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  of  calculation,  and 
very  curious  arguments  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  House  to-day  on  the  sub- 
ject. Do  you  accept  the  principle  of  the 
population  test  for  all  purposes  ?  No. 
In  some  cases  you  do  not,  because  in 
some  cases  that  test  would  not  give  you 
money  enough — if  you  were  to']take  the 
day  population  of  the  City,  for  instance. 
I  really  think  that  the  instruction  given 
by  the  Government  to  the  draftsmen 
of  this  measure  was  to  prepare  a  Bill 
so  that  the  City  should  have  to  pay 
£100,000,  and  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  a  proportionately  large  amount. 
You  talk  of  sanitation.  Do  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  admit  that  the  persons  who 
frequent  the  City  by  day  require  sanita* 
tion  ?  I  presume  that  you  would  admit 
that  bad  drains  and  smells  would  kill  the 
day  population  just  as  much  as  it  would 
kill  the  night  population.  Then  you 
ought  to  regard  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  view  of  what  is  the  necessary 
sanitation  for  a  great  city,  looking  to  the 
vast  population  of  that  city.  The  paving 
of  the  City  and  the  lighting  of  the  City 
are  of  great  interest  to  the  day  popula- 
tion. It  is  not  for  the  sake  of  the  care- 
takers and  night  population  alone  that 
these  things  are  necessary.  I  am  taking 
the  broader  ground:  Is  the  principle  of 
population  generally  to  bo  adopted  ?  On 
what  ground  is  it  to  be  adopted  ?  And, 
if  it  is  to  be  taken  as  the  test,  will  you 
not  have  this  difficulty  :  that  you  will 
find  that  the  most  overcrowded  districts 
will  be  the  lowest  rated  ?  and  it  is  just  to 
those  districts  that  people  will  flock. 
There  are  two  kinds  of  poverty  in  the 
Metropolis.  There  are  two  kinds  of  poor 
districts  to  bo  considered  ;  the  first  are 
the  districts  which  receive  all  the  waifs 
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and  strays  of  the  Metropolis,  the  districts  { 
to  which  the  decayed  members  of  the 
population  flock  from  all  parts,  and  which 
are  undoubtedly  overcrowded  ;  and  the 
other  parts  of  London,  which  also  deserve 
your  consideration,  are  those  where  the 
population  is  falling  off  owing  to  want  of 
prosperity,  and  where  the  tradesmen  see 
that  there  are  no  customers  who  flock  to 
their  shops,  and  that  the  streets  are  com- 
paratively deserted,  because  their  indus- 
tries have  passed  away  from  them.  Yet 
the  streets  have  to  be  lighted  and  paved 
as  before.  It  is  just  these  districts  that 
will  be  badly  treated  under  this  Bill. 
I  hope  the  House  will  admit  with  me 
that  in  arguing  the  matter  on  the  grounds 
that  I  have  chosen  I  have  not  brought 
myself  within  the  complaint  made  against 
some  hon.  Members,  that  they  have 
argued  the  question  in  too  much  detail. 
So  far  as  I  go  I  have  not  attempted  to 
go  into  the  matter  as  a  question  between 
one  constituency  and  another ;  but  I  have 
attempted  to  show  that  the  principle  of 
population  is  a  dangerous  one  to  intro- 
duce for  the  first  time,  because,  if  you 
accept  a  principle  of  this  kind  in  an 
emergency  and  with  a  desire  to  meet  a 
temporary  demand  for  relief  for  poorer 
districts,  it  is  then  made  a  precedent  for 
the  future,  and  you  are  told  that  the 
House  has  already  accepted  the  principle. 
Against  that  principle  we  shall  protest 
to  the  last,  and  we  shall  continue  to  do 
so  in  Committee,  if  this  Bill  reaches 
Committee.  It  is  a  matter  of  the  deepest 
importance.  It  need  not  involve  Party 
strife  or  contention  between  different 
parts  of  the  Metropolis,  but  still  the 
principle  is  a  dangerous  one  to  introduce. 
Considering  the  number  of  examples  that 
have  been  given  by  other  speakers,  I 
will  spare  the  House  more  than  one 
illustration.  Fulham  now  has  a  rate  of 
6s.  9d. ;  it  gains  3|d.,  and  that  will  re- 
duce the  rate  to  6s.  5|d.  Camberwell 
is  less  highly  rated  ;  Its  rate  is  6s. 

Mk.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  :  No  ;  7s.  at 
the  present  time,  and  it  is  still  rising. 

Mk.  GOSCUEN:  Possibly;  I  can- 
not fuj  for  certain  ;  nnd  Fulham  may  be 
risinsr  too ;  but  for  purposes  of  comparison 
we  must  take  the  same  year  for  all.  The 
House  must  deal  with  the  figures  placed 
before  1 1 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  used  in 
all  cases  the  figures  for  last  year,  and  the 
rate  for  Camberwell  was  then.  6s.  6<1. 

Mr,  Goschen 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  If  it  were  68. 6d.,  it 
was  still  3d.  below  Fulham  ;  and  it  gains 
4|d.  as  against  3jd.  gained  by  Fulham. 
Camberwell  ranks  second  with  Islington 
in  the  successful*  raid  upon  the  other 
parishes  of  the  Metropolis.  Somehow, 
it  is  not  conveyed  to  roe  that  Camberwell 
is  so  poor  as  Bethnal  Green  ;  but  Camber- 
well, by  some  fortunate  circumstance,  iB 
a  parish  which,  like  Islington,  will 
draw  largely  from  others.  I  have 
other  instances,  but  the  case  of  the 
anomalies  has  been  so  fully  stated  that  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  with  any  more 
remarks  upon  them.  I  pass  from  the 
test  of  population^  and  the  curious 
results  of  the  application  of  the  Bill,  to 
the  objects  for  which  the  money  in 
required — sanitation,  lighting, and  paving. 
We  are  quite  prepared  to  admit  that 
those  are  very  desirable  objects  to  promote. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  quoted  the  language  I  used  in 
1869,  to  the  effect  that  not  only  should 
there  be  relief  of  burdens,  but  that  there 
should  also  be  better  administration. 
Well,  I  want  to  know  what  security  is 
taken  by  the  Bill  that  there  shall  be 
better  sanitation,  lighting,  and  paving. 
There  is  no  protection  in  the  Bill  for  the 
proper  expenditure  of  the  money.  It  is 
simply  handed  over  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities to  reduce  their  rates  ;  that 
is  admitted  to  be  the  primary  object. 
If  there  is  to  be  better  sanitation, 
you  ought  to  take  some  security 
for  the  spending  of  the  money, 
as  you  have  done  in  almost  every  an- 
alogous case.  This  is  the  first  time  it 
has  been  proposed  to  hand  money  over 
without  any  inquiry  as  to  how  it  is  to  be 
spent.  No  power  is  given  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  ;  and  the  Local 
Authorities  may  simply  receive  the 
money  and  allow  everything  in  sanita- 
tion, lighting,  and  paving  to  remain  just 
as  it  is.  We  are  not  content  with  liiat. 
I  have  another  complaint  against  the 
Government,  and  it  is  that  they  have  not 
told  us  how  much  is  spent  upon  these 
objects  by  the  Local  Authorities.  I  be- 
lieve the  members  of  the  County  Council 
have  some  figures  on  this  point ;  but 
other  members  have  not.  There  is  one 
Return  in  which  the  County  Council 
show  how  much  in  the  £1  on  the 
rateable  value  is  spent  by  the  Local 
Authorities  ;  but  that  is  not  to  the  point. 
It  strikes  the  imagination,  but  it  does  not 
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inform  us  of  the  amouuts;  and  I  hope 
the  Government  will  give  us  a  Returu 
of  the  amounts  speut  bj  the  different 
part  of  the  Metropolis.  If  this  mouej 
is  to  be  given,  it  will  be  absolutely 
necessary,  by  Amendments  in  Committee, 
to  devise  means  to  secure  that  the  objects 
avowedly  aimed  at  shall  l)e  attained. 
We  cannot  leave  the  Bill  as  it  is,  and 
hand  over  money  without  any  security 
whatever.  I  admit  to  the  full  the  ex- 
treme difficulty  of  devising  a  satisfactory 
scheme,  but  that  difficulty  is  enhanced 
by  the  fact  that  we  have  not  the  neces- 
sary information  before  us  on  which  to 
found  our  Amendments.  If  we  knew 
what  was  the  expenditure  upon  the 
objects  stated  we  might  see  what  arrange- 
ment can  be  made  to  carry  out  the 
general  object  of  the  Bill.  So  far  as  1 
am  concerned,  I  should  prefer  that  the 
Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund  should 
be  taken  as  a  precedent.  We  have  to 
get  over  the  difficulty  of  retaining  local 
management  in  conjunction  with  the  con- 
trol of  some  central  body.  I  would  lay 
it  down  as  an  absolute  proposition,  with 
which  I  think  the  President  of  the 
LfOeal  Government  Board  will  agree,  that 
we  must  concentrate  our  contributions 
upon  the  objects  stated.  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington  that 
the  money  should  be  distributed  accord- 
ing to  the  best  discretion  of  the  County 
Council.  If  it  were,  I  would  not  wish 
to  be  a  member  of  the  County  Council ; 
it  is  too  delicate  a  matter  to  confide  to 
any  elected  body. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  safeguarded  the 
suggestion  by  saying  that  the  principles 
on  which  the  money  was  to  be  distributed 
should  be  laid  down  in  the  Bill. 
.  Mr.  GOSCHEJ^J  :  As  to  laying  down 
distinct  principles  in  the  Bill,  that  is  a 
point  to  be  argued  ;  I  should  not  reject 
the  proposal,  but  I  would  examine  it 
narrowly.  What  is  essential  is  that  we 
should  know  on  what  the  money  is  to  be 
expended.  We  should  examine  how  far 
the  expenditure  in  some  parishes  is  on 
the  same  basis  as  the  expenditure  in 
others.  Where,  as  in  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square^  the  expenditure  is  so  much 
higher  than  in  other  neighbourhoods,  I 
should  inquire  whether  that  is  due  to 
something  like  extravagance  or  muni- 
ficence, or  to  the  necessity  of  the  case  ; 
and  in  the  case  of  Bethnal  Green,  where 
it  is  alleged  they  spend  too  little,  I  would 


examine  how  far  they  cannot  afford  t^ 
spend  more,  or  whether  it  is  on  account 
of  the  need  not  existing.  Just  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Poor  Law  we  had  all  the 
facts  before  us,  so  here  we  ought  to  know 
what  is  the  expenditure  in  each  locality, 
and  then  we  should  see  how  far  it  could 
be  equitably  apportioned.  I  would  bring 
my  remarks  to  a  conclusion  by  a  sug- 
gestion which  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  might  see  my  observa- 
tions lead  up  to.  It  is  that  wc  have  not 
sufficient  information  to  enable  us  to 
legislate  clearly  upon  the  subject.  It  is 
extremely  late  to  ask  us  to  undertake  to 
legislate  at  all.  We  are  not  against  the 
principle  of  equalisation,  but  it  would  be 
necessary  for  us  to  endeavour  to  recon- 
struct almost  every  clause  of  the  Bill. 
This  is  a  task  which  I  think  is  a  very 
difficult  one,  and  what  I  think  would  be 
a  fair  compromise  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that,  if  this 
Bill  is  read  a  second  time,  we  should  have 
a  Select  Committee  at  the  very  beginning 
of  next  Session  to  examine  into  all  the 
points  involved. 

*Siu  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  thatithe  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  extreme  in- 
terest and  also  one  of  great  value,  as  all 
his  speeches  on  rating  questions  were. 
What  the  discussion,  however,  had  failed 
to  produce  had  been  an  alternative  plan. 
The  criticisms  which  had  been  showered 
on  the  Government  proposal  had,  he  ad- 
mitted, been  somewhat  damaging  on  points 
of  detail,  but  they  had  yet  to  hear  that  any 
plan  could  be  produced  to  which  equal 
objections  could  not  be  raised.  He  ventured 
to  say,  from  his  knowledge  of  the  Com- 
mon Poor  Fund,  that  if  it  bad  been 
debated  with  the  same  minuteness  when 
it  was  first  brought  in,  even  greater  holes 
might  have  been  picked  in  the  principle 
on  which  that  fund  was  established.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  insisted  on  more 
information  in  regard  to  .  expenditure, 
parish  by  parish,  on  lighting  and 
cleaning,  and  so  on.  The  Returu,  how- 
ever, annually  laid  before  this  House  of 
Vestry  expenditure  showed  everything 
that  could  be  shown  in  that  connection, 
and  everything  that  could  be  got.  Some 
rather  wild  schemes  had  been  thrown  out 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate.  One  hon. 
Member  suggested  a  graduated  rate  ac- 
cording to  the  extent  of  valuation  of  pro- 
perty— a  system  which  prevailed  in  the 
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great  towns  of  France,  but  had  never  been 
attempted  in  this  country.  But  in 
London  there  was  a  hardship  which 
would  be  produced  by  anything  like 
graduation  of  rates  on  poor  districts,  and 
that  was  that  the  publicans  already  paid, 
as  he  thought,  an  undue  proportion  of  the 
rates  in  London,  and  graduation  of  rates 
in  the  poorer  districts  would  throw  almost 
the  whole  increase  of  rates  on  the  back 
of  that  one  class  of  the  community.  One 
would  find  streets  of  houses  with  a 
general  rating  value  of  £36  and  £38, 
and  suddenlv  come  to  a  figure  of 
£400  or  £500  — the  latter  being 
a  public-house,  rated  on  its  value  not 
as  a  house,  but  as  a  business.  It 
was  suggesteil  that  the  whole  sanitar)- 
rate  of  the  Metropolis  should  be  one  and 
uniform,  and  that  the  County  Council 
should  be  absolutely  despotic  as  the  Sani- 
tary Authoi-ity  of  London.  That  was  a 
startling  suggestion  to  come  from  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House,  and  I 
cannot  imagine  that  any  such  proposal 
has  the  least  chance  of  being  adopted. 
And  it  is  curious  that  such  a  suggestion 
should  Ik^  thrown  out  at  a  time  when  a 
Royal  Commission  is  proposing  to  chop 
London  up  into  eight  new  districts.  1 
believe  both  proposals  will  be  rejected 
when  they  come  to  be  fairly  considered, 
and,  therefore,  what  we  have  to  do  is  to 
make  the  best  of  the  existing  districts*. 
The  great  majority  of  the  speakers  have 
Hugjfestod  that  the  money  should  be  paid 
to  the  different  districts  for  services  ren- 
dered, but  the  most  extraordinary  anom- 
alies would  result  from  the  application  of 
that  principle. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  So  far  as  lam  con- 
cerned, I  said  that  every  one  of  these 
cases  would  have  to  be  examined  to  see 
what  the  anomalies  were  in  order  to 
re<luce  them  to  a  common  denominator. 
I  said  that  it  was  onlv  a  common  denomi- 
nator  that  should  be  treated  as  a  centnil 
expense.  1  onlv  threw  out  a  suggestion. 
•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  did  not  commit  himself,  but 
so  many  Hj)eakers  have  laid  it  down  that 
we  should  l)e  safe  in  paying  for  services 
rendered,  that  I  venture  to  point  out  the 
extraordinary  result  of  that  proposal.  The 
City  of  London,  for  example,  would 
receive  under  that  system,  while 
St.  George's-in-the-East  would  pay. 
Hampstead,  which  is  a  rich  district, 
would  receive  ;    St.  James's,  Westmin- 

Sir  C.  W.  Dilke 


ster,  would  pay  heavily ;  and  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  would  pay 
more  heavily  than  under  the  present 
Bill.  Therefore,  you  would  not  be  able 
to  say  that  under  that  system  you  would 
be  giving  to  those  who  have  most 
— though  that  would  be  the  case  in  some 
districts.  Great  anomalies  would  be 
created  all  over  London.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  to- 
wards the  close  of  his  speech,  examined 
certain  individual  cases,  and  took  the 
case  of  Fulham  and  compared  it  with 
Camberwell.  The  principle  of  this  Bill 
is  that  of  a  ratio  per  head  of  the  amount 
of  the  assessment  to  the  population.  That 
is  the  test,  and  taken  by  that  we  find 
that  Fulham  having  a  higher  valuation 
per  head  of  the  population  than  Camber- 
well  certainly  is  not  in  so  favourable  a 
position  as  Camberwell  under  the  Bill, 
though  they  are  both  receiving.  That  is 
the  natural  explanation.  The  case  of 
Islington  has  been  dealt  with  in  every 
speech  made  against  the  Bill.  I  think 
we  must  admit  that  under  the  Bill  the 
case  of  Islington  is  to  some  extent  an 
anomaly,  and  it  is  possible  that  in  Com- 
mittee some  suggestion  may  be  thrown 
out  for  dealing  with  it  as  an  extreme 
case.  The  broad  ground  upon  which  I 
think  the  proposal  of  the  Bill  can  be  sup- 
ported is  that  all  the  poorest  parishes  will 
receive  and  all  the  richest  parishes  will 
pay.  Of  the  rich  parishes  that  will  pay 
not  one  will  by  its  payment  be  raised 
above  the  average  rate  of  London,  while 
of  the  poor  parishes  that  will  receive 
hardly  one  will  be  reduced  l)elow  that 
average  rate  on  the  figures  of  this  year. 
That  is  a  great  removal  of  anomalies  as 
far  as  it  goes,  and  it  seems  to  me  as 
nearly  perfect  as  any  system  likely 
to  be  devised.  As  to  one  or  two 
poor  parishes,  we  shall  find  that 
their  rates  will  bo  lower  than  the 
general  average.  I  may  express  a 
hope  as  to  those  parishes  that  as  their 
sanitary  expenditure  at  the  present  time 
is  not  high  they  may  be  induced  to  spend 
a  little  more  in  the  future.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  doubts  whether,  in  the 
absence  of  control,  the  poor  parishes 
that  will  be  aided  will  spend  more  on 
sanitary  purposes  in  the  future.  But  a 
certain  measure,  not  of  control,  but  of 
publicity,  has  been  introduced  by  the 
system  under  which  the  County  Connelly 
on  condition  of  receiving  a  full  report, 
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lialf  tUe  sHiiLT^  of  ttie  tuetlioul  olli- 
u  the  iliS'ereut  JistrLcti.  This  pul)< 
itjr  gives  a  cortaui  i»)uci(>l — a  iiewe- 
ir  Purliameutary  control,  if  von 
The  riglit  liou,  Memlier  for  Si. 
'a,  UauQver  S(tiinir&,  iuuliiiet!  tu- 
ikie  eKtengioii  of  ifac  priuciple  of 
«ou)iiiou  poor  fuud.  I  biive  ha^l  Home- 
to  Jo  witli  tlif  mlmiuistrstion  of 
ttwt  fund,  aud  would  like  to  i 
House  aoine  renaous  for  jiausiu^  l>efore 
exteuditig  timt  jirinciple.  Tiie  Cumoion 
Poor  I^'uDil  iQvulvee  ii  very  large  amouut 
of  ceutral  control.  It  is  obvious  that 
you  must  iiiivo  it,  otberwii^e  it  would 
be  to  the  iuterest  of  every  parish  to 
huudH  itiLo  the  pockets  of  its 
r  Hud  spend  as  much  mouny  as 
lible.  If  you  hitve  a  aommoD  fitud 
muKt  have  a  large  centiiti  coutrol. 
That  control  in  carried  to  a  point  that  Ja 
ivltnogL  ridiculoiiH.  The  smallest  poHsible 
iacreasG  of  salary  must  receive  the  cou- 
seut  of  the  Local  Goverameut  Board. 
Iiideed  the  control  is  eo  ulosc  that  it  is 
ttomewhat  obooKlouiJ  to  the  aelf-respcet 
of  those  who  serve  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
diaus,  and  now  that  these  iKMlies  are  t« 
he  electeil  on  a  wide  suffrage,  that  uou- 
trot  will  be  bitterly  reseuted  and  will 
lead  to  sharp  eoutlietB  with  the  Local 
Greveruineiit  Board.  But  although  [hat 
<M)utnil  is  eo  severe  it  is  often  an  iiluKory 
control.  Many  ollicers  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
diaus  spent  a  great  deal  of  their  time  iu 
eousideriiig  the  he«t  means  of  evading  it. 
Constantly  Boards  of  Guardiaue,  sitting 
with  closed  doors,  discuss  amoug  tbem- 
selvee  in  the  most  open  manner  means  of 
evading  the  control  which,  iu  the  interest 
of  the  Common  Poor  Fuud,  the  Local 
Government  Board  is  obliged  to  exercise. 
When  there  ie  a  question  of  raising  a  salary 
this  is  invariably  the  kind  of  couversatiou 
that  lakes  place:  Someouesays — this  being 
a  salary  coming  out  of  the  Common  Poor 
Food — "  We  could  get  a  man  for  X250  a 
jf»x"  Someone  says,  "  Such  and  such 
u.  paribh  pays  £400."  At  once  some- 
one Baye,  "Let  us  pay  £100  ;  we 
may  get  a  better  man  than  we  cou.ld  get 
for  £2o0,  and  as  we  only  pay  one-for- 
tieth ourselves  of  the  difference  between 
the  two  amounts  we  will  take  the  higher 
figure."  That  is  to  say,  tliat  every  ]iarish 
pays  the  highest  sum  it  can  by  any 
persuade  the  Local  Government 
a  allow  it  to  pay.  I  admit  that 
!ommouPoor  Fundhaa  contributed  to 
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efHciency,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  il  ban 
contribnteil  enonnously  to  extravagance, 
and  to  the  hreakiug  Uowu  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  seif-goverumeut,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  pauBe  before  extending  the 
system.  The  scheme  of  the  Bill  is,  if)_ 
view  of  the  great  difficulties  of  the  case,  / 
the  most  exuelleut  that  oau  be  devised, 
and  I  shall  give  it  my  hearty  support. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Hakcolht.  Derby) : 
I  rise  to  make  an  apjieal  to  the  House 
uowlo  (!ome  toadeuision  upon  the  Second 
Retuling  of  this  Bill,  Everybody  feek 
that  there  has  been  a  very  full,  aud  cer- 
tainly quite  an  iwJeqnate,  diaoussiou  of 
this  subject.  The  announcement  of  the 
right  hoii.  Gentleman  opposite,  wha 
speaks  on  this  subject  with  well-desorved 
iiuthority,  tlial  he  does  not  desire  that  a  ■ 
Division  should  1>e  taken  on  this  Bill,  in- 
dicates that  the  time  has  come  whou  the  ■ 
Seoond  Reading  should  bealbtvcd'topxwi 
iu  onler  that  it  may  go  into  Committee, 
when  the  Amendments  that  he  has  indi-  i 
eated  may  he  eon.tidered.  I  make  this.> 
suggestiou  at  this  momeut  bei-ause  there 
is  on  the  Paper  a  notice  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  B  Select  Committee.  Of  uouree, 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  that, 
hut  I  am  sure  I  shall  speak  with  the 
Bssoot  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
opposite  when  I  say  that,  if  that  Motion 
is  to  he  made  it  ought  to  he  diii|KMed  of  > 
this  afternoon.  When  the  Second  Bead- 
ing is  disposed  of  the  field  will  he  clear 
for  proceeding  with  that  mattei'.  Kvery- 
liody  seems  to  agree  that  the  Bill  ahould 
be  dealt  with  in  Committee  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  BoDsj'iELii  and  Mr.  A.  Gibb:< 
rose  to  continue  the  Debate,  when 

Mr.  Shaw  -  Lgkevre  rose  In  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move  "That  the' 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  Thai  the  word  '  now  *  statwi 
part  of  the  Question,"  put  accordjuugi^-, 
and  agreed  to.  tr 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;' 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaod,,, 
That  the  Bill  he  committed  to  u  Coin-< 
littee  of  the  Whole  House." 
•SiB  J.   GOLDSMID    OSr.   Panciw.- 
S.)  said,  he  vishod  to  move — 
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''That  the  Bill  be  oommitted  to  a  Select 
Committee  composed  of  all  the  Members  who 
represent  London  constituencies,  together  with 
Fifteen  other  Members  to  be  mominated:  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  and  that  the  Committee 
be  subject  to  the  proyisions  of  Standing  Order 
No.  47  so  far  as  thej  are  applicable  :  that  the 
Chairmen's  Panel  nominateil  under  Standing 
Order  No.  49  do  appoint  one  of  their  Members 
to  be  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  and  that 
the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  50  do 
apply  to  the  Bill  when  rci)orteKl  by  the  Com- 
mittee." 

This  proposal  was  founded  on  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
GoverDinent  in  the  case  of  the  Scotch 
Local  Government  Bill.  What  was  good 
in  such  a  case  for  Scotland,  the  popula- 
tion of  which  was  less  than  that  of  the 
Metropolis,  could  not  be  bad  for  London, 
which  was  really  the  most  important  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  centre  of 
its  Government.  The  proposal  in  the 
case  of  the  Scotch  measure  was  made  hy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Scotland  in  a  speech  which 
he  (Sir  J.  Goldsmid)  had  in  his  hand, 
and  which  it  might  be  possible  in  many 
respects  to  parody  in  order  to  support 
the  present  proposal.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  in  Scotch 
questions  in  the  House  when  decisions 
were  taken  Members  came  in  and  voted 
without  having  heard  the  Debate  and 
knowing  nothing  of  the  subject.  Well, 
the  same  thing  happened  on  London 
questions.  The  House  had  seen  what 
a  small  attendance  there  had  been  to-day 
whilst  the  Bill  was  under  discussion,  and 
how,  when  a  Division  was  expected, 
Members  thronged  in  from  other  parts  of 
the  building.  Then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  proceeded  to  point  out 
that  the  time  employed  by  the  Committee 
upstairs  would  be  time  gained  by  the 
House  of  Commons  for  other  matters, 
and  he  had  said  that  there  would  be  a 
number  of  outside  English  and  Irish 
Members  on  the  Committee  who  would 
be  competent  to  advise,  though  not  to 
control  the  Scotch  Members.  Of  course, 
that  was  so  in  regard  to  this  London 
Bill — though  probably  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  would  not  be  so  warm 
a  supporter  of  the  principle  he 
had  advocated  in  the  present  Bill 
as  he  had  been  on  the  Scotch  Bill.  They 
could  not  help  noticing  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  the  composition  of  the 
Scotch  Members  and  the  London  Mem- 
bers.    He  was  told  that  there  wasiOl^on- 

Sir  J.  Goldsmid 


siderable  majority  supporting  Her  Ma* 
jesty*8  Government  amongst  the  Scotch 
Members,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   had  calculated    on   the   hearty 
support  of  that  majority  in  carrying  his 
Bill.       If     rumour    spoke    truly     that 
hearty  support  had  hardly  been  given. 
He  could  not  say  whether  that  was  the 
case  or  not.     But,  at  any  rate,  as  he  had 
heard  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee himself,  an  enormous  amount  of 
work  had   been  done  and  a  very  large 
amount  of  discussion  had  taken  place,  so 
that     to    that     extent    the     statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
saving  of  time  had  been  verified.     Whe- 
ther it  had  tended  to  expedite  the  busi- 
ness in  hand  remained  to  be  seen  when 
the  Scotch  Bill  came  up  on  Report.     So 
far  as  it  went  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the   Secretary  for    Scotland  seemed  to 
him  to  apply  more  strongly  to  the  case 
of  London.     As  an   hon.  Member  had 
said   last  night,  with   great  truth,  the 
House  of  Commons  as  a  whole  was   not 
fond  of   London  questions.     It    always 
tried  to  get  out  of  them,  but  there  was 
no  doubt  of  this  :  that  London  questions 
to  Londoners  were  at  least  as  important 
as  Scotch  questions  to  Scotchmen.     He 
proposed  on  this  occasion  that  the  whole 
of  the  London  Members  should  constitute 
a  Select  Committee,  together  with  15  other 
Members.     It   would   be    admitted,    he 
thought,  that  among  the  London  Members 
there  was  great  variety  of  information,  of 
opinion,   of    experience,  and    of   know- 
ledge, and  those  Members  alone  would 
not   form   an   inadequate    or    incapable 
Committee,  but  under  his  proposal  some 
of  the  ablest  men  in  the  House  might  be 
appointed  to  the  Committee  in  addition. 
Thus  a  Committee  might  be  formed  who 
would  carefully  and  adequately  consider 
the  whole  matter  and  the  various  sug- 
gestions   that   had   been   made    in    the 
course  of  the  Debate.     Moreover,  if  such 
a  Committee  was  appointed,  an  oppor- 
tunity would  be  given  for  the  considera- 
tion  of  those   other    plans    which    the 
President    of     the    Loc%l    Government 
Board  said  he  had  dismissed  as  not  being 
as  good  as  the  plan  which  the  Goyem- 
ment  had  adopted.     For  his  own  part, 
he  was  not  satisfied  that  the  best  plan 
had  been  adopted,  and  he  should  not  be 
convinced  on  that  point  until  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  comparing  it  with  the 
other  proposals.    At  present  the  material 
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for  forming  an   opinion   was    wanting. 

Mach   of  the  discussion   had   depended 

upon     information     with     reference    to 

sanitary   expenditure.     The   right    hon. 

Baronet  who  had  just  spoken  had  said 

that  he  and  one  or  two  others  had  had 

access   to  some  figures.     Certainly,   he 

(Sir  J.  Goldsmid)  and  other  Members  he 

could  name  had  not  seen  them,  and  it 

was  not  fair  that  conclusions  should  be 

arrived  at  depending  on  figures  which  were 

not  accessible  to  the  great  majority  of  the 

Members  of  the  House.     Figures  were 

better  examined  in  Committee  upstairs 

than  they  were  in  Committee  of  the  whole 

House.     Having   seen   a  good   deal   of 

Grand  Committees,  he  was  bound  to  say 

that  the  manner  in   which   they   dealt 

with   the^e   things    had   impressed   him 

very   much.     They   had   applied   them- 
selves to  the  work  in  hand  from  time  to 

time  with  ability  and  zeal  and  without 
the  least  waste  of  time.     Looking  to  the 

state  of   Public   Business,    he    thought 
there  would  be  little  chanoe  of  dealing 
satisfactorily  with  the  Bill  in  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.     The  Notice  Paper 
showed   that  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill 
would  occupy  considerable  time  in  Com- 
mittee.    He  was  informed  that  already 
several  pages  of  Amendments  had  been 
handed  in,  and  he  ventured   to  predict 
that'  they   would   be   a   long  way   into 
August  before  that  stage  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  was  completed.    After  that 
there    were    several   other   Bills   to   be 
brought  forward  and  Supply  to  be  dis- 
posed of,  so  that  if  this  programme  of 
business  was  to  be  gone  through,  apart 
altogether    from    the    present   Bill,   an 
early  adjournment  would  be  impossible. 
It  had  occurred  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
plan  he  proposed  would  facilitate  business. 
He  had  heard  it  said,  and  he  was  sure  it 
was  true,  that  in  all  previous  experience 
there  had  been  a  slaughter  of   innocents 
at  one  period  of  the  Session,  and   that 
later  on  there  was  a  second  slaughter. 
They  had  only  so  far  had  the  first.     As 
he  had  said,  he  thought  the  best  course, 
on  the  whole,  would  be  to  refer  this  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.     He  wanted  to 
meet  the  desires  of  the  Government  as 
far  as  possible,  and  to  reconcile  them  to 
the   possibilities    of    the  case,   and    he 
begged  to  move  the  Motion  that  stood  in 
his  name. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  Committee  of  the  whole  House," 
and  add  the  words 

VOL.  XXVII.  [fourth  series.] 


"  Select  Committee  composed  of  all  the  Mem« 
bera  who  represent  London  constitaencies, 
together  with  Fifteen  other  Members  to  be 
nominate<l  by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  and 
that  the  Committee  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  Standing  Or«ler  No.  47  as  far  as  they  are 
applicable  : 

That  the  Chairmen's  Panel  nominated  under 
Standing  Order  No.  49  do  appoint  one  of  their 
Members  to  be  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  No. 
50  do  apply  to  the  Bill  when  reported  by  the 
Committee."— (-9ir  J.  Goldsmid.^ 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  that 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  his 
hon.  Friend's  proposal.  The  BiQ  consisted 
practically  of  one  clause.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  had  announced  that  very 
important  questions  were  to  be  raised  on 
that   clause,  and   in  the   opinion   of  the 
Government  those  questions  had  better 
be  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.     It  would  be  recollected  that  the 
proposal  to  send  the  Scotch  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  to  the  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittee  gave   rise   to   a   discussion   that 
lasted  several  days.     That,  no  doubt,  was 
a  novel  proposal,  but  the  proposal  now 
before  them  to  relegate  London  matters  to 
a  Grand  Committee  composed  of  London 
Members   was   still   more   novel,  and  if 
it  were  supported  by  the  Government  it 
would  probably  give  rise  to  a  protracted 
discussion  and  thus  occupy  much  valuable 
time.     It  appeared    to  be  thought  that 
if  the  course  recommended  by  bis  hon. 
Friend  were  taken,  he  would  feel  himself 
justified  in  referring  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee all  the  other  schemes  which  the 
Government  had  considered  and  rejected; 
but  that  was  an  erroneous  view.    He  had 
no   intention  of   submitting  either   to  a 
Committee  or  to  that  House  a  number  of 
worthless  schemes  which  the  Government 
did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  entertain. 
Not  one  of  those  schemes  appeared  to  be 
of  the  smallest  possible  advantage,  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  he   must  say 
that  the    Government  could  not  assent 
to  the  proposal. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  make  a 
speech  calculated  to  prolong  these  pro- 
ceedings he  did  not  think  he  could  have 
made  a  better  one  than  the  one  he  had 
made.      At   the   last  moment  the  right 
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lir»u.  GenflentAii  spoke  oont-emphinnslT  of 
lither  plans  a*  "  worllilesB,"  bill  lie  would 
ilo  well  not  to  ovtrrlook  tho  fnct  rlial  \\\» 
own  pUn  had  beou  showu  to  l)e  very  im- 
perfect. TUerl^ht  hoii.  Geuclemiiti.  as 
ttii  oxcuBe  for  refiihiug  to  refer  this  Bill 
In  a.  Gr&nil  Cominittee,  pointed  to  the 
iri re lun stance  tliat  at  pri»>ct]t  it  uoimisled 
of  oqIj  one  or  Iwo  clniiBes.  But  Amenil- 
meulB  were  to  be  movcil,  uud  tlie  Bill 
ini)i;ht  rettity  tieeeHaitste  as  mucli  liiscDfi- 
aion  as  a  Bill  of  eiue  or  (eaelauaes.  He 
WHS  surprisod  lliat  tbo  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bftd  not  juinpeii  at  the  proposal 
now  before  tliein.  A  minute  or  two  n^o 
tbe  Secretary  for  SuotUnd  was  sittlii<! 
■text  Che  right  bou.  Geutleman,  ami  be 
thonght  that  the  ri<;lit  hon.  Bnronet  lia<l 
probably  uome  in  to  roporl  llie  great 
diiceeBB  which  bad  attended  ihe  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Seoteb  Grnnd  Com- 
mittee. Tbose  proeeedinj^  bnd  eniible<l 
the  Government  to  persevere  villi  n 
Bill  upon  which  they  were  liefenleH 
by  their  own  supporters.  After  that 
defeat  they  neither  witbdrew  tbe  Bill  nor 
resigDed.  Were  bon.  Members  awitre 
tliat  [be  voice  of  Scotland  wa»  sometimes 
silenced  in  tbut  Committee  by  the  ritrht 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
with  tbe  asfiislauee  of  .Siix'ons  ?  [Sir  D. 
MAri^AHLAKE  :  On  what  occasion  ?]  On 
au  ocenaiou  bo  |rrave  that  tbe  Secretary 
for  SScotland  aecmcil  to  have  been  very 
donliifnl  for  some  time  whether  he  would 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill,  Did  hon. 
Membera  oppoeite  think  that  the  Scotch 
Grand  Committee  constituted 
fnl  experiment  ?  If  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  liad  not  discreetly  left 
House  tbey  might  have  appealed  to  bim 
to  -lay  bow  mncli  success  had  attended 
tbe  experiment.  Where  was  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  ?  If  tbe  proposal  bad 
heeu  so  sucoeBsfnl  in  tbe  ease  of  Scot- 
land they  wanted  to  test  its  application 
to  London.  His  bon.  Friend  invited  tbe 
House  to  refer  this  KqUHlisatioo  of  Bates 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  of  Melro- 
politau  Members  fnrmeil  on  tbe  nualogy' 
of  tbe  Seoteh  Grand  CommitlAe.  If  the 
plan  was  good  for  Scotland,  why  waa  it 
not  good  for  liuudon  ?  It  would  un- 
doubtedly relieve  the  House  from  some 
of  the  preesure  of  business  at  a  lime  when 
tbe  Session  was  very  far  advanced.  How- 
ever, it  appeared  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Governmwil,  what  was  suitable  for 
Scotland,  where  there  was  a  Radical 
majority,  was  not  suitable  for  London, 
Mr.  GotckeH 
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whore  tboro  wasaConsprvntive  majority. 
That  wa*  the  re«l  expbiriation  of  tlie 
'ippoxitiun  of  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman 
tu  thin  proposal.  But  what  ilid  the 
Radicul  MemWrs  for  Loudon  tbink  of 
thai  opiHMition  :•  Would  it  not  I* 
pleasant  for  all  tbe  Londuti  Kopreaenlit- 
to  be  gal bered  together  ?  [An  hon. 
UEit :  Absnrd  I  ]  Wby  fihonid  it  be 
more  absunl  for  the  Loudon  Meodiers  xa 
be  gathercil  together  than  for  tbe  Scotch 
Members  ':  Here  was  a  distinct  Metro- 
politan i[Ue8tioii.  ami  wby  should  tbe 
Government  desire  in  conneeiion  with 
it  that  tlio  voice  of  Lonilon  should  be 
Bilenueil  by  Scotch  and  Iridi  voles  't 
The  attitude  of  Ibe  Governmentnnd  rheir 
supporters  was  inoonaiBteui.  That  of  th« 
Opposition,  on  the  other  hand,  was  [>er- 
fectly  cousiBlont ;  tbey  could  not  support 
the  proposal  before  tbe  Honae  beeaUM* 
tbey  disapproved  of  all  plans  for  dividing 
tbe  Uouae  up  according  to  nationatitie* 
and  localities.  But  after  their  action  on 
thin  oocasiou  ibe  Governmonl  eouh)  not 
logically  ask  tbe  House  nest  ye*r  to 
apiMnit  a  Grand  Committee  of  Scotcb, 
Welsh,  or  Irish  Members.  The  Gotmh- 
iiienf,  it  was  plain,  were  only  in  favour 
of  teferring  Hills  to  Conimiiiees  like  tho 
Scotch  Grand  Committee  when  sneh  h 
course  nriswereii  their  own  purpose  «0(1 
when  the  Committee  was  xo  constituted 
that  the  Liberals  were  in  a  majority. 
London  bad  juat  as  great  a  populatiou  aa 
Scotland,  [Auhon.  MuMtiEn;  Grentor.] 
Yeit,  greater  ;  but  it  was  so  reproaeotMl 
that  it  did  not  suit  tbe  Government,  a«< 
tbey  were  doubtful  whether  with  iho 
aasiatauce  of  1.5  added  Members  tliOT 
would  be  uble  to  outvote  the  London 
Members.  However,  the  Government 
refused  thin  Committee,  and  the  Opposi- 
tion noted  it.  Tbe  Metropolitan  Mem- 
bers were  content  with  the  Honse  of 
Commons  hi*  tbe  liest  tribunal  for  the 
diseiisiiiion  of  iiU  Bills,  and  by  tbe  verdict 
>1  tbey  would  l>e  prepared 
ud. 

LUBBOCK  aaid,  that  tl>e 
»aon  given  by  tbe  right  bon. 
in  charge  of  tbe  Bill  against 
tbe  proposal  was  that  the  discussion  nn 
tbe  Scotcb  Grand  Committee  took  Hve 
days  ;  iHit  if  tbe  Government  would 
eulertain  this  Motion  it  might  be  nccepled 
at  oneo.  If  they  opposed  it,  aurelr  it 
was  unreasonable  after  a  Debate  of  80 
miuutee  to  refuse  to  London  i 
l>eeu  given  to  Scotlaud.     He  ooiil<y 
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help  thinking  that  the  reason  was  that  in 
tK6  Debate  a  large  majdritj  of  the  London 
Members  had  spoken  against  the  Bill. 
H6P  Bttpported  the  proposal  of  the.  hon. 
Baronet  fdr  two  reasons-^first,  because  if 
it  were  cari^led  these  important  questions 
wotild  be  determined  by  the  votes  of 
those  who  had  heard  the  Debate ;  and, 
secondly,  because  if  it  were  carried  this 
Loudon  Bill  would  be  determined  by  the 
votefe  of  London  Members. 

Mr.  John  Burn8  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  pnt ; "  but  Mr.  Speaker  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  R.  G.WEBSTER  (St.Pancras,  E .) 
said,  he  did  not  see  why  London  should 
uot  have  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
this  important  question.  It  was  not  a 
general,  but  a  purely  local  question — 
such  a  question  as  the  Publie  Health 
(London)  Bill,  which  was  discussed  in 
the  last  Parliament.  That  Bill  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Law,  and  15 
London  Members  were  added.  Nearly 
the  whole  of  the  discussion  on  that  Bill 
took  place  between  those  15  hon.  Mem- 
bers. The  London  Members  had  been  in 
the  House  during  the  discussion  on  this 
Bill  during  the  last  few  years,  but  how 
many  hon.  Members  who  did  not  repre- 
sent London  had  been  in  the  House  ?  He 
sthiogly  protested  as  a  London  Member 
against  the  action  of  the  Government. 
The  Bill  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee strongly  posted  up  in  the  question, 
and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  had 
shown  wisdom  in  bringing  forward  his 
Motion. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  mast  confess  he  could  not  under- 
stand the  position  of  the  Government. 
Early  this  Session  they  fought  for  and  ob- 
tained the  Scotch  Grand  Committee.  He 
had  been  on  that  Committee  for  some 
time,  and  the  chief  votes  he  had  given 
had  been  votes  to  rescue  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  from  the  hands  of  his 
friends.  He  had  generally  found  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  opposing  the  bulk 
of  his  friends,  and  the  main  function  of 
the  15  added  Members  had  been  to  save 
him  from  his  friends.  He  could  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  object  to 
sending  IhiB  Bill  to  a  London  Committee, 
and  he  thought  they  would  wind  up  the 


Session  very  well  by  sending  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  to  an  Irish  Committee. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  that  as  the 
Motion  was  opposed  by  the  two  Front 
Benches,  he  wonld  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  for  Monday  next. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING  (re'CommHtett) 
BILL.— (No.  132.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

The  president  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  rMr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
'  said,  this  Bill  was  a  very  large  consoli- 
dation Bill  which  had  been  read  a  second 
time,  and  considered  during  this  Session 
and  last  Session  by  a  very  strong  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  presided  over 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  It  was  a  Bill 
of  great  importance  to  the  merchant 
shipping  community,  and  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  it  should  pass  this  Session. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Is  it  purely 
a  consolidation  Bill  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  think 
anybody  expected  the  Bill  to  come  on. 
He,  however,  did  not  oppose  it  in  any 
way.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
got  the  Chairman  in  the  Chair,  and  he 
thought  he  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  that. 
There  would  be  no  gain  in  proceeding 
further  during  the  next  two  minutes. 

Mr.  bryce  said,  he  was  quite  will- 
ing to  accept  that  course. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

PRIZE  COURTS  BILL    [/^rif*].— (No.  311.) 
SECOND    READIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  l>e  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  Opposition 
had  done  their  best  to  facilitate  the  dis- 
posal of  the  remaining  questions  on  the 
Paper.      He  did  not  wish  to  introduce 
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objections,  but  he  thought  that  they 
ought  not  now  to  proceed  with  other 
Bills  which  were  at  all  open  to  dis- 
cussion. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) 
said,  there  was  no  intention  of  pressing 
the  Bill  unduly.  It  had  been  on  the 
Paper  for  some  days.  It  had  come  down 
from  the  Lords,  and  was  practically 
agreed  to  by  both  sides,  but  he  would 
not  press  it  now. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL  [Zorrf*].— (No.  296.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

MR.COZENS-HARDY  (Norfolk,  N.) 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
It  was  introduced  by  Lord  Halsbury, 
was  approved  by  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  was  intended  to  correct  what 
had  proved  to  be  a  blunder  in  the  present 
Act.  There  was  nothing  controversial 
or  contentious  in  the  Bill,  and  the  hpn. 
Member  who  objected  on  the  last  occa- 
sion it  was  before  the  House  was  now 
satisfied  that  there  was  no  ground  for 
objection. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (J/r.  Cozens- Hardy ,) 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan):  I  am 
quite  satisfied  now. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seconil  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDEIJS  (No.  14)  BILL.- (No.  236.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  17)  BILL.— (No.  248.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

TRAMWAYS    ORDERS   CONFIRMATION 
(No.  1)  BILL  [Z<»rf/j»].— (No.  30G.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;    Report   to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Bill  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Mr,  Goschen 


TRAMWAYS   ORDERS  CONFIRBIATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [X(wrf#].— (No.  307.) 
Reported,  with  Amendments  [Provi- 
sional Orders  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To- 
morrow. 

VALUATION  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

(No.  130.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

BOROUGH     FUNDS     ACT    (1872)     AMEND- 

XENT     BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Bill  to  amend 
The  Borough  Funds  Act,  1872,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and  Sir  Thomas 
Roe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  338.] 

PATENT  AGENTS  BILL.-.(No.  18.) 

.  Special  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Patent  Agents  Bill  brought 
up,  and  read. 

PATENT  AGENTS   BILL. 
Reported  without  Amendment. 

PATENT  AGENTS   REGISTRATION  BILL. 

(No.  143.) 
Reported   with  Minutes  of  Evidence 
and  an  Appendix. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
334]  ;  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Monday  next. 

Special  Report  and  other  Reports  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  235.] 


STATUTE    LAW   REVISION  BILLS,  &c. 

Report  from  the  Joint  Committee,  in 
respect  of  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children  Bill  [Lore?*],  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  236.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  Six/0*clock. 
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HOUSE    OF      LORDS, 
Thursday y  26th  July  1894. 


BEPRBSENTATIVB     PEERS    FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  received  (by  post)  from  the  Lord 
Clerk  Register  of  Scotland, 

Minutes  of  the  election  of  the  Viscount 
Falkland  and  the  Lord  Torphichen  as 
two  of  the  sixteen  Peers  of  Scotland, 
18th  instant,  in  room  of  James  David 
Viscount  Strathallan,  and  John  Trotter 
Earl  of  Lindsay,  deceased  ;  and 

Separate  Return  by  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  of  certain  Titles  of  Peerage 
called  at  the  said  election,  in  right  of 
which  respectively  no  vote  had  been 
received  and  counted  at  any  election  for 
fifty  years  then  last  past  (pursuant  to 
Act  14th  and  15th  Vict.,'  chap.  87.)  ; 

Ordered  that  the  said  Minutes  of 
Election,  &c.  be  printed.     (No.  176.) 

FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  168.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Rosebery,) 

The  Earl  op  FEVERSHAM  said, 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  other  night,  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  seemed  to  demur  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill  by  their  Lordships. 
Did  the  noble  Earl  really  suppose  that  a 
measure  fraught  with  so  much  injustice 

to  the  landed  interest  in  this  country 
could  be  so  passed  ?  Their  Lordships' 
House  had  reason  to  complain  of  the 
change  made  of  late  in  the  former  prac- 
tice. Formerly  the  Budget  was  included 
in  several  Bills  ;  it  was  now  introduced 
as  a  single  measure.  The  result  had  been 
that  that  House  was  precluded  from  ob- 
jecting to  one  portion  unless  they  rejected 
the  whole.     In  his  own  recollection,  up  to 

VOL.  XXVII.     [fourth  series.] 


the  year  1860  the  Budget  was  introduced 
in  several  Bills.  In  1863  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
introduced  a  Budget  providing  that  the 
Income  Tax  should  be  gradually  reduced, 
and  should  be  altogether  extinguished  in 
1860.  But  when  that  time  arrived,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  again  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, so  far  from  extinguishing  the  Income 
Tax  actually  doubled  it.  That  Bill  was 
brought  up  to  their  Lordships^  House  at 
the  same  time  as  the  Bill  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Paper  Duty,  and  they  accepted  the 
augmentation  of  the  Income  Tax  but 
rejected  the  repeal  of  the  Paper  Duty — 
with  very  salutary  results — for  Mr.  Glad- 
stone was  enabled  in  the  following  year 
to  remit  a  portion  of  the  Income  Tax, 
and  the  Paper  Duty  Repeal  Bill  was  sent 
up  to  their  Lordships^  House  and  passed. 
This  Budget  was  founded  upon  a  fallacy 
propounded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer when  he  introduced  the  Bill  into 
the  other  House,  that  the  State  had  the 
right  to  share  in  the  property  of  a 
deceased  person.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman never  adduced  any  authority  in 
support  of  that  statement,  either  financial 
or  politico-economical.  He  had  always 
held  the  belief  that  the  State  had  a  right 
t^  expect  that  every  property  should 
contribute  to  the  support  of  the  State, 
but  he  had  never  heard  before  that  the 
State  was  entitled  to  share  in  a  man^s 
property.  That  was  simply  a  gospel  of 
plunder  ;  the  foundation  of  this  confisca- 
tory Bill.  The  measure  would  do  great 
injury  to  the  lauded  interest  of  the 
country.  Though  the  landowners  would 
be  the  first  to  feel  the  injury  it  would 
tell  through  them  upon  all  classes 
dependent  upon  the  land.  The 
landowner  would  no  longer  be  able 
to  give  his  tenantry  the  assistance 
he  had  been  accustomed  to  render  them  ; 
he  would  not  be  able  to  spend  money  on 
improvements  necessary  for  their  welfare 
and  in  the  agricultural  interest ;  be 
would  not  be  able  to  employ  the  labour- 
ing classes.  The  labourers  would  be 
thrown  out  of  employ.  Having  touched 
the  three  classes  mainly  dependent  on 
the  land — the  owners,  the  occupiers,  and 
the  labourers — the  trade  of  the  country 
was  next  affected  ;  and  local  tradesmen 
and  the  rural  districts  of  the  country 
would  be  materially  injured  by  the  Bill 
now   before   the   House.      It   had  keen 
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said    that    the    measure   would   benefit 
people  who  inherited  small  legacies  ;  but 
even  they  would  have   to  paj  the  Death 
Duty,  not  in  accordance  with  the  amount 
of  legacies  they  received,  but  in  regard  to 
the  amount  of  property  left  by  those  who 
bequeathed  it.  That  was  a  distinct  injustice 
to  small  legatees.     Again,  this  measure 
proposed  to  equalise  taxation  on  realty 
and  personalty.     It  might  do  so  in  regard 
to   Imperial  taxation,  but  it  left  unre- 
dressed  the    great   inequality    in    local 
rating.     While  the  biurden  on  personalty 
was  slight,  after   this   Bill   was   passed 
the  main  burden  would  have  to  be  borne 
by  realty  ;  and,  therefore,  so  far  from  the 
inequality  being  removed  it  was  increased 
by  a  still  greater  burden  being  imposed 
on  real  property.     Then  it  had  been  said 
that  the  Bill  would  be  of  advantage  to 
the  general  interests  of  the  country  in 
other  ways.     He   begged  altogether  to 
dissent  from   that   view.      It   was  also 
urged  that  people  would  get  into  diffi- 
culties, and   would   sell   their  property. 
Well,  what  sort  of  Bill  must  it  be  which 
increased  the  sale  of  estates  which  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  particular  families 
for  generations  ?     The  late  Lord  Cairns 
once   spoke   in    that   House   with  great 
effect      of     "  the    love    which     people 
had    for    the    land."       That   sentiment 
never      seemed      to      enter    into      the 
minds  of    Her    Majesty's     Government. 
There  was  a  great  amount  of  sentiment 
among   those  who  had   inherited  landed 
property  from  generation  to  generation. 
They   not  only  loved  the  land,  but  the 
people  on  the  laud,  and  they  loved  to  do 
what  they  could  to  promote  the  welfare 
and    interests    of    people    there    among 
whom  they  lived.     This  Bill  ignored  all 
the    associations    which    had    gathered 
round  the  landed  interest  of  this  country. 
One  proposal  made  in  the  other  House 
of    Parliament    was   that    possessors    of 
land   might  take  out  insurance  policies 
for  the  purpose  of  lessening  the  oppres- 
sion   of   this    Bill.     That   proposal    had 
been  rejected.     It    was  difficult   to    see 
why,   for  by  that  means  the  collection  of 
the  Revenue  would  have  been  facilitated, 
and   the  proposal  was  made  as  much  in 
the    interests  of    the    Exchequer  as    of 
those    who    had    to   pay.     Yet  for    no 
reason    that  he  had  heard  or  could  dis- 
cover the  Government  would  not  agree 
even  to  that  moderate  suggestion.    From 

The  Earl  of  Feversham 


all  he  could  gather  in  this  extraordinary 
procedure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
they  bad  declined  every  proposal  which 
would  have  tended  to  relieve  the  weight 
of  this,  heavy  burden  in  future  upon  the 
possessors  of  landed  property.  It  really 
seemed,  though  he  did  not  like  to  impute 
motives,  as  if  the  design  was  to  injure  the 
landed  interest.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  which  were  pro- 
bably familiar  to  their  Lordships  at  all 
events  in  outline.  With  its  general 
features  they  were  no  doubt  acquainted, 
and  he  would  only  say  in  conclusion  that 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  raise  his  voice 
in  protest  against  a  measure  which  he 
believed  to  be  fraught  with  injury  and 
danger  to  the  best  interests  of  this 
country  ;  and  he  hoped  that  under  an- 
other Government  by  some  future  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  its  severity 
would  be  mitigated  and  its  injustice 
removed. 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE: 
My  Lords,  I  need  hardly  say  that  I  do 
not  rise  to  offer  any  (opposition  to  the 

Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  nor  with  the 
intention  of  suggesting  any  Amendments 
which  might  be  made  in  the  measure.  I 
admit  that  some  Amendments  have  been 
accepted  by  the  Government  in  the  other 
House  which  have  removed  to  a  partial 
extent  some  of  the  apprehensions  which 
we  entertained  of  the  measure  when  it 
was  first  introduced,  and  which  so  far 
are  improvements  in  the  Bill.  But  I 
believe  that  it  would  be  impossible,  even 
if  it  were  within  your  Lordships'  power 
constitutiouallv  to  amend  this  Bill,  to  in- 
troduce  such  Amendments  as  would,  con- 
sistently with  the  main  principles  on 
which  the  Bill  is  founded,  deprive  it  of 
those  dangers  and  unfortunate  conse- 
quences which  some  of  us  apprehend  will 
result  from  it.  Nor,  my  Lords,  do  I  in- 
tend to  enter  on  this  occasion  into  any 
discussion  of  the  constitutional  question 
which  was  raised  by  the  Prime  Minister 
when  he  told  us  the  other  night  that  the 
House  of  Lords, had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  this  Bill.  That  is  a  point 
which  I  daresay  may  be  touched  upon  by 
others,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  will 
be  generally  admitted  by  the  great 
majority  of  your  Lordships  that,  what- 
ever may  be  the  constitutional  rights  of 
this    House,   those  constitutional  rights 


Finance 


{26  JL-Lr  1894} 


5i7/. 


938  ] 


of  til. 
the  i 
gradu 

■^  c 


e  noi,  in  recent  years  at.  all  eveut^, 
n  acted  upou,  hgiI  that,  short  of  taliiiig 
enormCiiiB  reHpousibility  of  reJ6cttDg 
Efi  fluiia<^[al  proposals  made  by  tho  re- 
^DBiblc  Goverament  for  tho  wantsof  t]ie 
3  service  i)i  the  current  year,  it  ia 
tiiost  iropoBsible  for  your  LordsIiipH  to 
_  iOeud  a  measure  of  tbis  description. 
Nor  do  I  desire  to  say  much  on  -any  of 
the  priuciples  which  are  eonlaiued  in  this 
'3ill.  It  seeme  to  motliat  the  principle  of 
u'aduatiouhas  been  adopted  with  verylittle 
Ud  certainly  with  inadequate  cousidera- 
.  It  appears  to  me  that  that  priocipte 
Ftraught  with  very  considerable  danger, 
ftid  I  believe  that  in  the  opinion  of  many 
of  tbe  most  eminent  political  ccouomUts 
iutroductiou  of  tbe  principle  of 
graduation  into  the  taxation  eitbor  of 
"Koome  or  of  i-apital  must  iiave  a  leu- 
saoy  to  diminish  the  inducement  for 
^  I  accumulation  or  ^avio^  of  wealth, 
hist  tend  to  reduce  the  capital  of  the 
coitutry,  and,  therefore,  mnst  eserclse  a 
prejudicial  influence  upon  all  classes,  and 
most  of  all  upon  the  working  classes.  I 
have  no  doubt  tbat  a  great  many  much 
more  seriona  and  much  more  grave  in- 
«tancesmight  be  adduced,  but  one  example 
occurs  to  me  which  illustrates  hoir  it  is 

Eible  that  the  principle  of  graduated 
.tiou  as  introduced  into  this  Bill  may 
,  to  USB  a  familiar  expression,  to  kill 
goose  which  lays  the  golden  eggs, 
e  the  case  of  collectious  of  works  of 
)r  large  libraries  belonging  to  a  great 
te.  This  measure.  In  aucb  cases, 
Id  double  the  heavy  taxation  already 

imposed  upon  them.     It  may,  in  many 
instances,  become  a  question  whether  it 
will    be   possible   to  retain  these  collec- 
tions.    It  may  be  necessary  to  sell  them. 
They  will  be  sold  either  in  this  country 
or  to  go  abroad.     If  they  are  sold  in  th' 
country  and  pass  into  estates  of  smalli 
amount,  tbe  State  will  lose  any  benefit 
which    it   expects   to   derive    from    the 
[iriQcIple    of    graduation.      If,    on    tbe 
other  hand,  they  are  sold,  and,  as  is  not 
improbable,  they  pass  by  sale  out  of  tbe 
country  altogether,  then  these  properties, 
which  at  the  present  time  at  periodical 
^^■tervals  are  yielding  a  certain  income  to 
^^Be  8tate,  will  cease  to  yield  that  income 
^^^Kogetber,  and  the  State  will  be  a  loser, 
^^H&J   DOt   a   gainer,   hy    the   transaction. 
^^^g&in,   auother   new  principle   of    very 
great   importance   has    been    introduced 


into  this  measure.  It  is  proposed  for  the 
lirst  time  to  levy  these  graduated  duties 
in  favoiir  of  the  Crown,  not  on  the  pro- 
perty wbieli  is  inherited  hy  the  suocessor, 
but  ou  tbe  amount  which  was  possessed 
by  the  deceased  person.  That  is  a  pro- 
posal which  appearii  to  he  founded  on  the 
principle  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down,  tbat  the  property 
of  the  deceased  person  reverts  abso- 
Intely  to  the  State,  and  that  no  one  bas  a 
right  to  dispose  of  his  properly  after 
death  until  it  has  paid  sncb  toll  as  the 
State  may  demand.  My  Lords,  this  appeara 
to  be  a  principlewbichmayhe  carried  very, 
far.  It  is  otdy  at  tbe  good  pleasure  and 
by  the  moderation  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  this  toll  is  at  present 
limited  to  4,  or  5,  or  6,  or  7,  and  in  no 
case  more  tbat  8  per  cent.  lint  when 
oneo  the  priuoiplo  is  admitted  th 
State  bas  the  first  claim  upon  property 
which  passes  hy  death,  and  that 
inherits  except  on  condition  of  the  pay- 
ment of  sucb  toll  as  the  State  may  arbi- 
trarily deinaud,  it  is  difficult  to  see  why 
those  limits  are  not  capable  of  indeHnlCe 
extension  until  they  reach  absolute  coi 
tiseatlon  ;  and  I  should  be  very  glad  t 
hear  from  some  Member  of  Her  Majesty 
Government  what  natural  point  does,  in 
their  opiniou.  exist  which  will  impose  any,! 
reasonable  limit,  to  the  taxation  whioh,. 
npon  this  principle,  may  be  levied  iipoa 
the  property  of  a  deceased  person.  But, 
I  have  said,  I  do  not  desire  to  enter  at  any 
length  into  tbe  discussion  of  this  priuciple. 
I  do  not  profess  to  possess  either  the 
financial  or  economical  knowledge  which 
would  enable  me  to  do  so  with  advantage. 
My  only  object  in  rising  on  this  occasion 
is  to  endeavour,  if  I  can,  to  obtain  front 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
who  are  responsible  for  this  B"' 
further  explanation  andinformati 
the  probable  practical  results  which  they 
anticipate  will  arise  from  it,  and  I  thiuk 
even  after  the  long  and  protracted  dis- 
cussion in  theother  House  of  Parliament, 
there  is  some  room  for  further  informa- 
tion upon  these  points.  Now,  my  Lords, 
it  seems  to  me  tbat  one  of  tbe  flrst  and 
most  important  points  on  which  wo  and 
tbe  country  ought  to  be  able  to  form  some 
clear  idea  is  as  to  tbe  class  of  persons  who 
are  to  be  mainly  affected  by  this  measure. 
It  seems  to  me  rather  remarkable,  aud  ( 
do  not  think  tbe  point  has  been  much' 
2  T  2 
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brought  out  or  discussed  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  a  great  many,  perhaps 
the  majority,  of  the  persons  who  will  be 
most  seriously  affected  by  this  measure 
will    not    be    those    who    are    directly 
affected,  but  those  who  are   indirectly 
affected.     The  case  has  generally  been 
argued,  up  to  the  present  time,  as  if  the 
measure  affected  only  very  rich  men  or 
men,  less  rich,  but  still  possessed  of  a 
considerable   amount   of   property.      It 
has    been    defended   upon    the    ground 
that     it      will      bring      actual     relief 
to     a     large     and      deserving      class 
of  persons  of  very  small  incomes,  persons 
belonging  to  the  class  just  superior  in 
point  of   income  to  the  working  class, 
which  has  been  described  by  some  one  as 
the  class  "  which  has  begun  to  wear  a 
black  coat."    Now,  however  desirable  it 
may  be  that  relief  should  be  given  to 
this  large  and  most  deserving  class,  there 
is  a  still  larger  class  of  persons  in  a  posi- 
tion of  greater  poverty  than  that  class, 
to  whom  the  consequences  of  this  measure 
may  be,  not  relief  of  their  actual  position, 
nor  even  some  diminution  of  their  present 
incomes,  but  to  whom   it   may  be  the 
actual  deprivation  of  their  entire  means 
of  subsistence.     That  will  be  the  case  if 
this   measure    should    have    the  conse- 
quences some  of  us  anticipate  from  it. 
Our  contention  is  that  this  Bill  will  im- 
pose upon  rich  men,  and  upon  some  men 
who  are  not  rich,  new  burdens,  which  we 
do  not  say  will  ruin  them,  but  which  will 
necessarily  impose  on  them  the  necessity 
of  making  some  very  considerable  changes 
in  the  objects  upon   which  their  income 
has  hitherto  been  spent,  which  will  cause 
some   great   change    in    their   mode   of 
living,  which  will  force  them  to  resort  to 
economies   and  retrenchments   in   many 
directions.     And  if  your  Lordships  con- 
sider what  are  the  objects   upon  which 
the  incomes  of  most  rich  men  are  spent 
it  will  be  clear  that  a  large  part  of  those 
incomes  are  spent  directly  in  the  payment 
of  wages  and  of  labour,  and  a  still  larger 
part  is  indirectly  spent  for  the  same  pur- 
poses.    A  large  portion  of  the  expendi- 
ture   of    rich    men    consists    in    wages 
directly   paid    for    labour,   and   another 
portion  in  the  purchase  of  commodities 
produced  by  labour  for  which  wages  are 
paid,  and  if  we  are  right  in  our  anticipa- 
tions the  immediate  and  direct  effect  of 
this  measure  will  be  to  produce  a  ueces- 
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sity  for  great  retrenchment  and  economies 
in  many  directions  on  the  part  of  rich 
men.    It  seems  to  me  to  follow,  as  a 
matter    of  course,  that  the  immediate 
effect  of  the  Bill  will  be  a  great  direct, 
and    perhaps    a   still  greater    indirect, 
cessation  of  the  employment  of  labour, 
and    certainly    a    great    dislocation    of 
labour.    Thus,  the  persons  who  will  be 
most  affected  by  the  Bill  will  not  be  the 
rich,  who  will  have  actually  to  pay  the 
tax,  and  to  whom  these  changes  may 
mean  nothing  but  some  alteration,  more 
or  less  complete,  in  their  present  mode 
of  life,  and  some  deprivation  of  luxuries 
or  means  of  enjoyment,  but  those  who, 
owing    to    the    operation  of  the'  mea- 
sure,   are    deprived     of     their    means 
of    subsistence.      While    the    wealthy 
classes,  and  especially  the  landowners, 
have  been  attacked  and  sneered  at  for 
their  unwillingness  to  bear  a  fair  share 
of  the  public   burdens — for  purposes  of 
national  defence  and  the  maintenance  of 
our  Navy-^nothing  has  been  heard  of 
the  case  of  these  men  who  are  really  far 
more  directly  affected  by  the  proposed 
increases  of  taxation  than  those  on  whom 
they  will  directly  fall.      Two  answers 
have  been   given  to  these  contentions. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  said  that  we  greatly 
exaggerate  the  effect  which  will  be  pro- 
duced, and  in  the  next  place  we  are  told 
that  even  if  our  apprehensions  are  well 
founded  it  only  shows  that  some  classes 
of  property  have  hitherto  escaped  their 
fair  share  of  taxation,  and  that  be  the 
consequences  what  they  may  that  injus- 
tice must  be  redressed.      As  to  the  first 
point,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference 
even  among  the  authors  of  this  measure. 
Mr.  Fowler  dismisses  lightly  the  case  of 
the  very  rich  men.     He  says  when  he  is 
told  that  this  is  a  measure  that  would 
scatter  works  of  art  abroad,  and  reduce 
the   stately  splendour  of  great   houses, 
that  he  does  not  believe  a  word  of  it,  but 
he  admits  that  it  will  press  very  heavily 
upon  landowners  with  moderate  rentals. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  far 
as  I   have  been   able   to  ascertain,  has 
never   admitted    thac    this  taxation  will 
press  heavily  on  anyone  at  all.       These 
allegations,    my   Lords,  cannot    in    my 
opinion  be  dismissed  by  a  summary  de- 
claration that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
does  not  believe  a  word  of  them.      What 
Mr.  Fowler  and  Sir  W.  Harcourt  do  not 
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appear  to  me  to  see  is  that  this  largely 
increased  taxation  is  going  to  be  levied 
on   a  great  amount  of  property   which 
brings   in   no   income  at  all,  and   on  a 
further  amount  of  property  which  brings 
in  a  very  small  income.     When  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  speaks  of  a  millionaire  or  of  a 
man    with  £100,000    or    £200,000    he 
appears  always  to  assume  that  his  capital 
is  invested  in  the  Funds,  or  some  other 
security  which  produces  an  income  of  3 
or  4  per  cent,  on  the  total  value  of  the 
capital.       The   Chancellor   of   the   Ex- 
chequer actually  spoke  the  other  day  of 
a  man   inheriting   £100,000  as   coming 
into    an    income   of  £4,000    or   £5,000 
a   year.     There    may    be     such    cases, 
and  of  such  men  it  may   bo   said    that 
the    tax     is    no    very    serious    matter, 
and    that,    as    Sir    William    Harcourt 
said,  the    amount    that    would    be    re- 
quired to  insure  the   estate  of  the  suc- 
cessor against  the  incidence  of  the  tax 
would  not  be  more  than  he  may  lose  on 
a  racecourse   in    an    afternoon,  or  than 
the   cost    of  a   moderate   two-year-old. 
Such  cases,  however,  are  extremely  rare. 
In  most  cases  the  estate   will  probably 
include   a  house  which  brings  in  no  in- 
come, but,  on  the  contrary,  is  an  expense, 
and  it  will  include  furniture,  plate,  works 
of  art,  and  other  things,  which  produce 
no  income.     A  very  large  proportion  of 
assets  which  consists    of  personal   pro- 
perty does  not  bring  in  anything.     It  is 
absolutely  impossible  to  say  what  in  such 
cases  may  be  the  income  expected  to  be 
derived   from   such   an  estate,  but  it  is 
quite  certain  that  in  all  ordinary  cases  it 
will  be  very  much  less  than  3  or  4  per 
cent.     I  am  not  attempting  to  argue  that 
it  is  unfair  that  such  estates  should  be 
subject  to  taxation  ;  all  I  contend  is  that 
it  is  absurd  to  say  that  in  the  case  of 
an  ordinary  inheritance,  even  if  it  con- 
sists  chiefly   of  personal   property,  the 
exaction  by  the  State  of  two,  or  three, 
or  four  years'  income  will  not  produce 
any  change   in  the   mode  of   life  of   the 
possessor.      It  must  be  remembered  that 
Sir  William  Harcourt's   millionnaire   is 
not  a  person  who  lives  in  a  lodging  and 
accnmulates  his  income.     He  is  a  person 
who,  according  to  Sir  William  Harcourt's 
simile,  lives  in  palaces  and  who  frequents 
racecourses.      This  tax  will  necessitate 
a  great  change  in  the  mode  of  life  of  such 
a  mao,  and  the  amount  of  labour  he  can 


employ  and  the  amount  he  can  spend  in 
his  immediate  neighbourhood.       If  that 
is   the   effect   in  the  case  of  an  estate 
mainly  consisting  of  personal  property, 
of  course  the  effect  of  the  measure  will 
be  immensely  greater  in  the  case  of  an 
estate  which  consists  chiefly  of  real  pro- 
perty.    In  that  case  the  successor  will 
not  only  have  to  pay  the  increased  duties 
upon  a  large  amount  of  property  which 
does  not  bring  him  in  any  income  at  all, 
he  will  also  have  to  pay  enormously  in- 
creased duties  upon  that  portion  of  his 
capital  which  does  produce  an  income,  but 
in  the  case  of  land  not  more  than  2  per 
cent.,  if  it  ever  reaches  that.       In  com* 
menting  upon  the  estimate  which  on  one 
occasion  I  attempted  to  form  of  the  sur- 
plus income  which  the  owner  of  a  landed 
estate,  with  a  residence  upon  it,  may  be 
expected  to  receive.   Sir   William  Har- 
court said  that  I  appeared  to  have  in  my 
mind  something  that  might  be  described 
as  "  male  pin-money."  How  did  I  arrive 
at  the  amount  ?     I  deducted  the  interest 
on  mortgages  and  other  debts,  the  cost  of 
management,  the  amount  of  expenditure 
on  the  estate,  including  the  cost  of  new 
buildings   and  repairs,    allowances    and 
remissions     of     rent     to    tenants,    the 
maintenance   of   roads    and   fences,  the 
cost    of  keeping     up    places     of     resi- 
dence, and  also  local  subscriptions  and 
pensions.  That  which  remains, and  which 
is  described  by  Sir  W.  Harcourt  as  "  male 
pin-money,''  has  to  provide  the  household 
and  establishment  expenses  of  the  owner, 
the  maintenance  of  himself  and  his  family, 
the    provision    he    may    make    for    his 
younger   children,  his   private  subscrip- 
tions, and,  in  fact,  the  whole  of  his  per- 
sonal expenditure.     It  is   no   exaggera- 
tion to  say  that  in  the  case   of  almost 
every  landed  estate  with  a  residence  upon 
it  the  new  Estate  Duties  which  are  to  be 
levied  will  amount  to  at  least  five  years, 
and  in  a  great  many  cases  to  much  more 
than  five   years,  of  any  surplus  income 
for  fulfilling  the   functions  to   which  I 
have    referred.      Human    nature    being 
what  it  is,  is  it  likely  that  a  man  who  is 
forced  to  reduce  h is  expend  iture  largely  and 
make  great  retrenchments  will  continue 
to  pay  his  local  subscriptions  and  to  keep 
up  a  large  house  and  an  extensive  place 
when  perhaps  nothing  might  be  left  for 
his  familv  and  himself  to  live  on  ?     In- 
evitably in  99  cases  out  of  100  he  will 


963 


Finance 


{LORDS} 


Bill. 


964 


select  for  retrenchment  that  branch  of  his. 
expenditure  which  least  affects  himself 
and  those  who  belong  to  him,  and  in  a 
great  many  cases  it  would  not  even  be  a 
matter  of  choice,  but  a  matter  of  neces- 
sity to   him.     He  will  be  compelled   to 
stop   all   that   outlay  to   which   I   have 
alluded  and  altogether  to  change  his  mode 
of  life.     This  is  not  a  matter  of  specula- 
tion,  but  of   absolute  certainty.     Every 
one  who  has  the   smallest  acquaintance 
with  the  country  knows  that  in   recent 
years,  without  the  pressure  of  this  new 
taxation  and  owing  solely  t  j  the  pressure 
of  bad  times,  large  numbers  of  persons 
have  been  compelled  to  close  their  country 
houses,    to  diminish   their   outlay    upon 
their  estates  to  the  utmost  possible  extent, 
and  to  live  either  in  Loudon  or  abroad. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  a 
matter  of    speculation   but  of  absolute 
certainty  that  the  imposition  of  this  new 
and    certainly  heavy  burden  must  have 
the   effect   of   greatly  accelerating    that 
process   which    has   been    going   on   in 
recent  years.     Some  may  say  that  these 
duties    will    lead     to    a     greater     dis- 
tribution of  the  land,  and  that  that   will 
be  an  advantage.     I  doubt  very   much 
whether    this    will    be   the  effect.     No 
doubt  this  change  will  greatly  increase 
the  inducements  to  sell  land,  but  at  the 
same  time  it  will  greatly  diminish  the  in- 
ducements   to    acquire    land.     However, 
whatever  may  be  the  effect  in  that  respect, 
that  is  not  the  ground  upou  which  the 
question  has  been  argued.     We  are  told 
that  this  measure  is   not  going  to  have 
the   effect  of  closing  or  accelerating  the 
closing  of  country  houses,  and   that  our 
fears  and  apprehensions   are  groundless  ; 
but  that  assertion  is  not   supported  by  a 
particle  of  proof  as  against  the  undoubteil 
common-sense,  I  think,  of  the  view  I  have 
presented  to  your  Lordships.  Mr.  Morley, 
in  a  recent   speech  of   his,    said  that   if 
people  were  going  to  shut  up  their  places 
because   they  would  now  have  to    bear 
their  fair  share   of  Imperial  taxation  it 
followed  that  in  the  past  other  people  had 
been  paying  their  subscriptions  for  tbem 
and  aiding  to  keep  up  their  places.  Well, 
I  do  not  admit  that  this  measure  is  going 
to  bring  about  equality  of   taxation    as 
between    land    and    personal    property. 
Upon   this  point  again   there  has    been 
great  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
authors  of  this  measure.     Sir    W,    Har- 
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court   as  far  as  I  know  has  never  ad- 
mitted that  land  has  anything  to  complain 
of  in  respect  of  the  pressure  of   local 
taxation,  but  Mr.  Fowler  admitted  the 
other  day  that  land  has  borne  and  still 
bears  an  undue  share  of  local  burdens,  and 
he  explicitly  promised  an  inquiry  with  a 
view    to   redressing   grievances  at  some 
future  time.  This  does  not  appear  to  be  a 
very  statesmanlike  or  just  mode  of  pro- 
cedure, but  we  have  got  now  something 
in  the  nature  of  a  promise.     The  opinion, 
then,  appears  to  be  that  land  does  not  pay 
enough  Imperial  taxation,  but  more  than 
its  fair  share  of  local  burdens,  and  you 
are  going  to  establish  equality  by  placing 
a   full    or   excessive   share   of  Imperial 
burdens  upon   land,  and  postponing  for 
an    indefinite    time    the    redress  of  the 
grievance   under  which    laud  suffers   in 
respect  of  local  taxation.     I  do  not  con- 
sider that  a  just  or  statesmanlike  way  of 
dealing  with  the   question.      But  if  you 
could  prove — if  it  was  possible  to  prove, 
which  I  do  not  think  it  is — that   land 
does  not  bear  its  fair  share  of  Imperial 
and  local  taxation,  taking  them  together, 
still  I  think  some  way  might  have  beeo 
discovered  less  oppressive,  more  gradual, 
more  just    than    that    which    has  been 
adopted.     Let  me  for  a  moment  examine 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  posi- 
tion of  owners  of  personalty  and  owners 
of  real  property.     Speaking  generally,  it 
may  be  said  that  the  possessor  of   per- 
sonalty is  bound  by  no  ties  to  any  special 
locality  or  to  any  special  mode  of  life. 
If  you  increase  taxation  upon  the  owner 
of  personal  property  and  reduce  his  in- 
come it    is    probably    not  very    difficult 
for  him  to  change  in  some   degree  his 
mode  of  life,  to  live  in  a  smaller  house, 
to  maintain  a  smaller   establishment,  to 
effect  economies  in  a  great   many  direc- 
tions   without   experiencing    any    great 
wrench  in  either  his   own   existence   or 
that  of  the  people  dependent   upou  him. 
The    case    of    the   owner   of  a   landed 
estate  is  entirely  different.     He  is  bound 
to  the  estate,  and  to  a  certain  scale  of  ex- 
penditure upon  it,  as  long  as  he  remains 
there.     For  him  it  is  no  question  of  cer- 
tain minor  economies  ;  for  him  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  he  shall  go  or  stay,  whe- 
ther he   will  stay  as  a  pauper,  unable  to 
discharge     the     duties    which    he    has 
hitherto  fulfilled,  or  whether  he  will  go 
and  abandon  altogether  the  occupations 
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to  which  he  has  been  accustomed  and 
the  obligations  which  he  has  undertaken. 
That  is  the  question  for  a  person  who  is 
affected  directly,  and  there  is  the  same 
distinction  among  the  persons  indirectly 
affected.     If  a  man  has  to  reduce  his  ex* 
penditure  he  will  keep  fewer  servants  and 
horses^  and  will  diminish  his  tradesmen's 
bills,  the  servants  having  to  find  other 
places,  the  tradesmen    other  customers. 
In  the  case  of  a  man  who  is  compelled 
by  the  operation  of  this  measure  to  close 
his  country  place  ami  to  reduce  his   ex- 
penditure  upon   the   estate,   the   imme- 
diate effect  will  be  the  absolute  cessation 
of  the  employment  of  a  large  number  of 
people  who  probably  will  not  readily  find 
employment    anywhere    else,    and     the 
deprivation  for  hundreds  of  families  of,  at 
all  events,  their  present   means  of  sub- 
sistence.     My   Lords,  there  is    another 
point    to    which  I  desire    to    call   your 
attention.     The  other  day  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  laid  great  stress  upon 
the  power  of  life  assurance -as  affording 
sufficient  and  adequate   protection  to  the 
owner  of  an  estate   and    his    successor 
against  the   effect  of  these  duties.     Sir 
W.  Harcourt,  however,  did   not   explain 
how  the  man  in  the  unfortunate  position 
of  being  over  50  or  60  years  of  age  can 
protect  himself  satisfactorily  by  assur- 
ance, and  he  did  not  tell  us  what  would 
be    the    position    of    an    estate    which 
happened    to    pass     by    two    or    three 
successions     to    persons    of    a     certain 
age  who  were  not  able  to  insure.     But, 
whatever  this  argument  may  be  worth,  it 
seems  to  point  to  the  fact  that  the  power 
to  protect  an  estate  against  the  effect  of 
these  duties  depends  very  much  upon  the 
age  of  the  possessor  at  the  time  when  he 
comes  into  possession  ;  in  other  words,  it 
is  a  question  of  his  life  interest  in  the 
estate,  and  the  deduction  which  seems  to 
follow  is  that  it  would  be  more  just  to 
levy  these  duties  as  they  are  levied  now  in 
the  case  of  land,  upon  the  life  interest  of 
the  owners,  and  not  upon  the  capital  value 
of  the  estate.    Justice  and  equity  suggest 
that  this  principle  should  be  applied  to 
the  case  of  personal  property  as  well  as 
real,  rather  than  that  the  principle  which 
now  applies  to  personal  property  should 
be  unjustly  applied  to  land.     No  doubt 
I   shall    be   told   that,    if    this   method 
of  levying  duty  were  adopted,  the  neces- 
sary  provision    for   the    public    service 


would  not  be  obtained,  and  that  is  pro- 
bably quite  true  ;  but  what  then  become 
of  the  declarations  as  to  the  justice  and 
equity  of  this  readjustment,  which  was 
to  be  the  final  settlement  of  a  difficult 
and  complicated  question  ?     It  falls  from 
that  lofty  position  to  a  mere  expedient 
for  meeting  the  pecuniary  necessities  of 
the  moment.     It   becomes    nothing  but 
a  mere  temporary  makeshift,  which  will 
have  at  some  future  time  to  be  redressed 
and  put  on  a  more  equitable  basis.     My 
Lords,  I  think  it  might  be   possible  to 
have  adopted  some  mode  of  making  this 
transition  more  gradual.     Would  it  not 
have  been  possible  to  equalise  taxation 
under  the  old  conditions  without  adding 
to  equalisation  the  accumulated  horrors 
of  aggregation  and  graduation  ?     If  this 
is  an  act  of  justice,  I  confess  it  seems  to 
me  in  many  respects  much  more  an  act  of 
injustice.     It  has  been  done  in  a  manner 
most  oppressive  and  most  unstatesman- 
like,    and    with    the    smallest    possible 
amount  of  regard  to  the  interests  of  any 
of    those    either    directly    or    indirectly 
con(;erned.     I  know,   my  Lords,  that  in 
making  these  observations,  and  those  I 
have  made  in  other  places  on  the  same 
subject,    I    am   exposing   mys^elf    to    a 
certain    amount    of    misconception    and 
misrepresentation.      It   is    said    that    I 
and   others    who   speak     in    this    sense 
are  thinking  only  of  our  own  interest.    I 
attempted  in  those  observations  to  show 
that,   in    my   judgment,   it   is    not    the 
owners  of  property  on  whom  this  taxation 
will  fall  who  will  be  the  only,  or  even 
the   chief,   sufferers.      I    do    not   know 
whether   changes  which  will   be   forced 
upon  many  owners  of  property  will  be  in 
all  cases  distasteful  to  them.     I  am  not 
at   all   sure   that   anyone    is  necessarily 
much  happier  for  having  a  great  many 
places  to  look  after  and  keep  up  than  if 
he  only  had  one,  or  perhaps  none.     I  am 
not   at   all    sure  that  to   a  great  many 
country   squires,  especially  young  ones, 
the  exchange  of  the  routine  of  country 
life  and  the  duties  of  countrv  life  for  re- 
sidence  in   London,  even   in  a  lodging, 
with  ail  the  attractions  of  the  London 
clubs   and   London   places  of  entertain- 
ment, and  all  the   other   attractions   of 
London   life,  or  even  the  change   to  a 
residence    abroad     and    foreign    travel, 
would  be  in  ail  cases  a  distasteful  ehange. 
It  is  not  on  those  who  will  be  directly 
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affected  that  the  chief  burdcD  will  fall. 
It  will  be  borne  by  those  who  will  have 
,  no  such  option,  for  whom  it  will  not 
merely  mean  a  change  in  their  former 
manner  of  existence,  but  perhaps,  for  the 
present  at  all  events,  the  absolute  de- 
privation of  the  means  that  have  hitherto 
been  their  support.  I  do  not  believe 
that  this  measure  is  going  to  be  in  any 
sense  a  final  settlement  of  the  question. 
I  believe  that  the  hardships  both  direct 
and  indirect  which  it  will  entail  will 
make  it  odious  to  many  who  may  view  it 
with  approval  or  with  indifference.  I 
believe  that  its  oppressive  character  will 
necessarily  lead  to  attempts,  and  probably 
successful  attempts,  at  evasion,  and  I 
believe  the  Revenue  will  not  reap  the 
benefit  expected  from  it,  and  that  at  no 
distant  time  both  those  who  are  the 
subjects  and  those  who  are  the  recipients 
of  this  taxation  will  have  to  recognise 
the  necessity  of  revising  it  again  from 
its  very  foundation  and  placing  it  on  a 
more  equitable  and  a  fairer  basis. 

•Lord  FARRER  said  he  felt  un- 
willing, not  having  been  long  a 
Member  of  the  House,  to  address  their 
Lordships  on  so  extremely  important  a 
subject.  He  had,  however,  devoted 
some  attention  to  it,  and  he  would  like 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  one  or  two 
points  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke, 
to  whom  he  always  listened  with  almost 
more  attention  and  respect  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  The 
noble  Duke  cast  some  contempt  on 
the  notion  of  treating  such  a  subject 
as  a  matter  of  expediency  in  raising 
money.  But  the  fact  that  a  large  sum 
had  to  be  raised  for  the  public  expendi- 
ture really  lay  at  the  bottom  of 
the  whole  question.  A  larger  sum  was 
now  demanded  for  naval  purposes  than 
hitherto,  and  the  question  was,  how  was 
that  demand  to  be  met  ?  It  was  not  a 
question  of  expediency,  but  of  absolute 
necessity.  He  would  not  go  into  Sir 
William  Harcourt's  difficulties.  They 
had  been  very  great.  He  had  succeeded 
to  four  very  lean  years  after  four  very 
fat  years.  He  had  had  to  meet  a  new 
demand  for  naval  expenditure,  and  in 
addition  to  pay  off  a  del^t  of  £6,000,000 
charged  upon  him  by  tlte  late  Govern- 
ment.    The   right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
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met  those  difficulties  by  various  expe- 
dieDts,  which  had  not  been  mentioned  in 
this  Debate,  and  had  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity of  revising  our  whole  system  of 
taxation  and  of  making  certain  changes 
in  answer  to  loud  complaints  which  had 
been  made  with  reiterated  force  from 
time  to  time.  The  most  important 
feature  in  the  whole  scheme  was  the 
acceptance  and  acknowledgment  once  for 
all  of  the  system  of  graduated  taxation. 
It  was  not  a  new  thing.  It  had  been  in- 
troduced by  Sir  Stafford Northcote  in  con- 
nection with  the  Income  Tax,  and  had  been 
extended  by  Mr.Goschen  in  various  ways. 
The  principle  that  accumulated  wealth 
should  pay  not  only  in  arithmetical  pro- 
portion to  its  amount,  but  in  greater  pro- 
portion as  it  became  larger,  was,  he 
believed,  a  just  principle,  because  the 
sacrifice  was  less  to  the  rich  man  than 
to  the  poor  man.  The  noble  Duke  said 
it  would  prevent  saving,  but  would  it 
prevent  saving  more  than  an  Income 
Ta^  or  taxes  on  articles  of  consump- 
tion ?  The  taxes  on  the  luxuries  of 
the  poor  man — tobacco  and  alcohol — 
were  already  as  high  as  they  could 
be,  and  therefore,  if  the  taxation  of 
articles  of  consumption  was  to  be  carried 
any  further,  it  would  have  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  food  of  the  poor  and  the 
raw  material  used  in  our  industries.  We 
had  no  other  resources.  Why  was  a  tax 
upon  the  rich  man^s  accumulated  wealth  a 
greater  hindrance  to  saving  and  industry 
than  a  tax  upon  articles  of  consump- 
tion or  upon  income  ?  The  noble  Duke 
gave  some  instances  to  show  how  it  would 
work — among  others,  in  the  dispersion  of 
art  collections.  But,  if  so,  the  money 
would  not  l>e  lost  to  the  State  for  the 
purposes  of  taxation,  because  the  works 
of  art  would  not  be  i-old  for  nothing,  and 
it  would  only  bo  the  form  in  which  the 
property  was  held  that  would  be  changed. 
The  noble  Duke  said  that  if  this  principle 
were  once  begun  there  would  be  no  end 
to  it.  That  was  their  old  friend  "  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  ^*  again,  and  that 
argument  might  be  applied  to  almost 
everything.  What  was  the  answer  to 
it?  That  Englishmen  possessed  a  certain 
amount  of  common  sense  and  were  not 
going  to  commit  suicide.  Then  the  noble 
Duke  said  that  by  taxing  the  very  rich 
man  they  would  prevent  him  from 
giving  employment   to    others.      There 
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might  be  a  diversion  of  money  in  such  a 
case,  but  the  money  would  still  be  spent 
on  labour,  and  there  would  be  just  as 
much  labour  employed,  whether  in  dock- 
yards or  in  other  fields  of  iudustry.  Ii 
would  not  be  lost  to  industry  at  all,  but 
would  be  merely  an  alteration  from  the 
spending  of  the  money  on  country  resi- 
dences, gardens,  race-horses,  and  other 
pleasures  perhaps  innocent  enough.  For 
bis  own  part,  he  was  not  sure  that  such 
expenditure  was  not  preferable  to  building 
ironclads.  The  noble  Duke  expatiated  on 
the  hardships  which  would  be  inflicted  on 
owners  of  land  by  the  alteration  in  their 
habits  and  by  the  difficulties  in  main- 
taining their  country  places  which  would 
follow  additional  taxation  on  land. 
The  noble  Duke  said  that  landed  estates 
produced  scarcely  any  income  after 
making  all  deductions.  No  doubt  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  land  in  the  country 
that  was  producing  nothing  at  all,  be- 
cause It  was  occupied  for  pleasure  and 
as  a  luxury  ;  but  its  selling  value  was 
enormous.  Was  the  fact  that  it  was  not 
producing  income  any  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  taxed  ?  The  rent  or 
income  derived  from  land  was  no  test 
of  iia  real  value.  It  was  one  of  the  great 
complaints  outside  that  ground  values 
were  not  taxed  according  to  their  real 
worth.  He  deeply  sympathised  with  an 
heir  who  came  into  an  estate  with  nothing 
but  his  rents  to  depend  upon,  and  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  have  been  well  if 
the  change  in  taxation  could  have  been 
proposed  at  a  time  when  the  landed  in- 
terest suffered  less  than  at  present.  But 
were  there  no  other  persons  suffering 
too— persons  whose  incomes  were  dimi- 
nishing through  the  shrinkage  iu  the 
value  of  investments?  The  answer  to 
the  complaint  of  the  landowners  was 
this  :  *'  You  are-  in  a  peculiar  situation. 
Your  property  is  exempt  from  taxation 
to  which  other  property  is  subject. 
At  the  same  time,  you  have  given  a 
vote  to  every  householder  and  work- 
man. Do  you  think  these  men  will 
look  quietly  upon  large  accumulations 
of  property  which  remain  untaxed  ?  ** 
Socialistic  doctrines  were  abroad,  and, 
although  the  good  sense  of  our  fellow- 
couotrymen  would  reject  them,  they 
acquired  considerable  strength  from  their 
alliance  with  the  cause  of  labour.  Was 
this  a  time  at  which  'landowners  could 


afford  to  maintain  exemptions  from 
general  taxation  which  had  been  long 
and  bitterly  complained  of  ?  Was  it  not 
a  matter  of  extreme  danger  that  these 
complaints  should  continue  ?  Was  it  not 
unwise,  on  the  part  of  landowners,  to 
give  the  people  power  and  not  take  upon 
themselves  a  full  share  of  the  burdens  of 
the  people  ?  Was  it  not  wiser  to  meet 
the  people  half-way  ?  He  felt  strongly 
upon  this  subject  because  of  what  he  had 
heard  in  another  place,  where  he  had  wit- 
nessed the  result  of  these  new  modes  of 
thought.  In  the  London  County  Council 
you  could  not  mention  the  subject  of  taxing 
ground  values  without  raising  a  cheer, 
which  was  very  significant  indeed,  and 
he  did  not  believe  there  was  any  way  in 
which  you  could  meet  those  manifesta- 
tions of  a  possible  danger  so  safely  as  by 
accepting  willingly  and  loyally  alterations 
in  taxation  which  were  just  in  them- 
83lve3. 

The  Earl  OF  DUNRAVEN  dealt  with 
an  aspect  of  the  Bill  not  yet  touched  upon. 
However  strongly  he  might  feel  upon 
the  question  of  the  effect  the  Bill  would 
have  upon  the  landed  interests  and  the 
millions  of  people  dependent  upon  them 
he  would  not  refer  to  it,  that  question 
having  been  exhaustively  dealt  with  by 
the  noble  Duke,  beyond  asking  one  ques- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down  appeared  to  think  that  it  mattered 
comparatively  little  that  a  number  of 
agricultural  labourers  were  thrown  out 
of  employment  because  money  would  be 
spent  in  other  occupations ;  but  what 
was  to  become  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers before  they  were  converted  into 
artizans  or  dockyard  workmen  ?  If  the 
noble  Lord  had  explained  that,  his  argu- 
ments would  have  had  greater  force. 
He  wished  to  obtain  from  the  Govern- 
ment a  little  information  as  to  the  effect 
the  Bill  would  have  upon  the  liberties 
of  Her  Majesty^s  subjects  in  the  self- 
governing  colonies,  and  upon  the  relations 
existing  between  the  Colonies  and  the 
Mother  Country.  It  would  probably  not 
be  disputed  that  although  the  Imperial 
Parliament  could  in  its  wisdom  or  un- 
wisdom impose  any  taxation  it  pleased, 
and  to  any  amount,  upon  property  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  whose  Representatives 
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sat  iu  the  House  of  CommoDB,  Imperial 
Parliament  had  no  right  to  tax  property 
in  the  self-governing  colonies  not  repre- 
sented there,  but  which  had  Legislatures 
of  their  own.  The  Bill  as  it  stood  must 
practically  have  the  effect  of  determining 
and  dictating  the  character  and  extent  of 
taxation  in  the  colonies.  Beyond  question, 
as  it  was  introduced  it  would  have  had 
the  effect  of  interfering  with  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  self-governing  colonies, 
and  a  very  powerful  and  dignified  protest 
was  made  by  the  High  Commissioner 
of  Canada,  and  by  the  Agents  General  of 
all  the  Colonies.  In  doing  so  they  askeil 
the  very  pertinent  question — how  was  it 
possible  that  such  an  interference  as  was 
contemplated  in  this  Bill  could  be  made 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  without  first 
suspending  the  respective  Constitutions 
of  the  various  colonies  ?  That  question 
was  auswered  by  certain  modifications 
being  made  in  the  Bill.  Those  modifi- 
cations were,  however,  insufficient,  and 
as  they  were  somewhat  diflicult  to  under- 
stand, perhaps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  give  some  further  infor- 
mation about  them.  As  regarded  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  in  the  British  Posses- 
sions, Section  20  of  the  Bill  provided 
against  the  duty  l>eiug  paid  twice  over  : 
that  where  the  Death  Duty  was  charged 
upon  property  situate  in  a  colony,  Estate 
Duty  should  not  be  charged  also  upon  it — 
that  the  amount  of  the  Death  Duty 
levied  tiiere  should  be  deducted  from  the 
amount  of  the  Estate  Duty.  But  what 
must  be  the  inevitable  effect  of  that  ?  It 
was  idle  to  suppose  that  any  colony  was 
going  to  allow  its  taxation  to  go  into  our 
Exchequer  ;  and  it  was  obvious  tiiat  that 
would  force  the  colonies,  in  self-defence, 
to  adjust  their  Death  Duties  to  the 
amount  of  our  Estate  Duty,  whatever  it 
might  be.  We  were  thus  dictating  to 
the  colonies  the  character  of  their  taxa- 
tion whereby  they  were  to  raise  revenue, 
and  not  only  its  character  but  its  amount. 
He  doubted  verv  much  whether  that 
would  tend  to  incrwise  the  feelings  of 
affection  with  which  the  colonies  re- 
garded the  Mother  Country.  The  Minister 
in  charge  of  the  finauces  of  the  colony 
would  be  compelled  to  proceed  upon  the 
action  taken  by  the  Imperial  Parliament 
in  regard  to  the  Death  Duties  imposeil  in 
the  colony.  Sub-section  2  of  Clause  20 
provided  that — 
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**  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  to  create  a 
charge  for  Estate  Dnty  on  any  property 
situate  in  a  British  possession,  while  so  situate, 
or  to  authorise  the  Commissioners  to  take  any 
proceedings  in  a  British  possession  for  the 
recoverj  of  any  Estate  Duty." 

At  first  sight  that  seemed  perfectly 
sufficient,  but  it  was  clear  the  Estate 
Duty  would  be  assessed  over  the  whole  of 
the  property  situate  in  the  colony,  and 
would  be  recoverable  upon  any  property 
possessed  by  the  deceased  person  in  this 
country.  The  Estate  Duty  was  to  be 
assessed  upon  all  a  man's  property 
wherever  situate,  and  could  be  levied  on 
his  property  in  this  country.  He  failed 
to  see  a  concession  of  any  kind  in  that 
— it  was  a  mere  subterfuge.  Did  it 
appear  a  wise  thing  to  their  Lordshipe 
or  a  just  thing  to  so  levy  duties  on  pro- 
perty situated  in  the  colonies  ?  Take  the 
case  of  Australian,  Canadian,  or  other 
colonists  coming  over  to  this  coantryy 
residing  and  l)ecoming  domiciled  here. 
Though  deriving  large  incomes  from 
property  mainly  situate  in  the 
colonies,  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  they 
would  not  acquire  a  certain  amount  of 
property  in  this  country,  and  their  pro- 
perty here  would  be  attachable  for  the 
payment  of  the  Estate  Duty.  A  colonist 
might  live  for  a  great  number  of  years 
nere.  Domiciled  in  this  country,  his 
whole  property  had  been  made  in  the 
colony,  and  was  situated  there ;  his  heirs 
were  born  and  domicilii  in  the  colony, 
and  probably  never  left  the  colony,  and 
yet  in  such  a  case  they  would  have  to 
pay  the  Estate  Duty,  and  it  would  come 
Into  the  Exchequer  of  this  country. 
That  did  not  appear  to  him  to 
be  just.  And  was  it  a  wise  thing 
to  discourage,  as  the  Bill  must, 
colonial  gentlemen,  native-born  in  the 
colonies,  who  had  amassed  fortunes, 
coming  to  spend  the  autum  of  their  days 
iu  this  countrv  ?  Of  course,  there  were 
nianv  other  inconveniences  incidental  to 
this  portion  of  the  Bill.  There  was  the 
immense  amount  of  litigation  which  was 
almost  certain  to  take  place  in  deter- 
mining whether  a  man  was  or  was  not 
domiciled  iu  this  country,  because  im- 
mense issues  would  depend  upon  that, 
and  then  it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult 
to  get  men  to  act  as  executors  iu  such 
complicated  cases.     But   these  were  all 
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comparatively  small  matters.  Wluit  he 
protested  against,  and  objected  to  in  the 
Bill,  was  the  introduction  of  a  principle 
which,  however  it  might  be  viewed  in 
theory,  in  practice  limited  the  rights  of 
the  self-governing  colonies  to  use  the 
whole  field  of  taxation  open  to  them 
for  the  purposes  of  their  own  revenue. 
He  objected  to  that,  and  he  objected 
to  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  dictating  in  practice — as  by 
this  Bill  it  did — to  the  self-governing 
colonies  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
to  raise  the  taxation  and  the  amount  of 
that  taxation.  The  principle  was  a 
thoroughly  bad  one.  It  was  through  the 
adoption  of  a  similar  principle  that  Great 
Britain  lost  the  vast  Empire  which  had 
now  developed  into  the  United  States. 
We  lost  that  by  an  act  of  the  most 
culpable  imbecility,  and  it  would  be  a 
most  lamentable  thing  if  anything  of  the 
same  kind  should  in  any  degree  weaken 
the  ties  which  bound  the  Mother  Country 
and  the  colonies  together.  He  had 
alwavs  held — and  whenever  he  had  had 
the  opportunity  he  had  always  stated — 
that  in  his  humble  opinion  the  whole 
future  of  the  country  and  the  welfare  and 
very  existence  of  the  teeming  millions  of 
our  industrial  population  depended  on  the 
maintenance  of  the  Empire,  of  the  unity 
of  the  Empire,  and  upon  its  growth  and 
development.  Whatever  might  happen 
in  the  future,  whatever  might  be  done  in 
the  way  of  closer  fiscal  arrangement  or 
of  legislative  union — whatever  might  be 
done  in  those  ways,  one  thing  was  quite 
certain  :  that  the  one  binding  tie  which 
would  hold  the  Colonies  to  the  Mother 
Country  and  the  Mother  Country 
to  them  was  the  sentimental  tie 
of  absolute  confidence  in  each  other,  and 
of  aifection  and  trust.  He  deprecated  as 
strongly  as  he  could  anything  which 
would  have  a  tendency  to  weaken  that 
tie.  The  effect  of  the  Bill,  or  of 
the  part  of  it  of  which  he  was 
speaking,  might  not  bo  immediately 
very  large.  That,  to  his  mind, 
made  very  little  difference.  It  certainly 
had  caused  a  feeling  of  uneasiness  ;  it 
certainly  was  creating  a  feeling  of  dis- 
trust, and  he  did  not  think  he  should 
exaggerate  if  he  said  that  it  had  en- 
gendered some  feeling  of  indignation. 
Whether  it  had  a  large  effect  or  whether 
it  had   a  small  effect  was  a  matter  of 


comparatively  small  importance.  What  he 
objected  to  and  what  he  protested  against 
was  what  he  should  have  thought  impos- 
sible, and  what  he  did  not  believe  any 
sane  man  a  few  months  ago  would  have 
thought  possible  had  happened — that  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  intro- 
duced into  a  Bill  the  principle  that  Par- 
liament here  had  the  power  to  interfere 
in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  with  the 
absolute  rights  and  privileges  of  the  self- 
governing  colonies  to  arrange  the  amount 
and  nature  of  their  taxation  themselves. 

•The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  said, 
seeing  that  no  Member  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  was  prepared  to  take  part 
in  the  Debate  at  this  moment,  he  ven- 
tured to  intrude  hiniRelf  for  a  few 
moments  on  the  part  of  the  subject 
which  had  not  yet  been  discussed.  The 
speech  of  the  noble  Duke  who  spoke 
second    in   the    Debate    (the    Duke   of 

Devonshire)  presented  so  clear  and 
cogent  and  crushing  a  criticism  of  the 
principles  and  main  provisions  of  the 
measure  that  he  did  not  think  it  in  the 
least  degree  necessary  to  deal  with  that 
part  of  the  question.  Budgets  might 
come  and  Budgets  might  go,  but  Ciian- 
cellors  of  the  Exchequer  were  not  neces- 
sarily permanently  fixed  in  their  seats  of 
office,  and  doubtless  there  would  be 
opportunities  in  the  future  to  mitigate,  if 
not  altogether  to  remove,  the  iniquities 
and  injustice  of  the  present  measure. 
The  principles,  however,  which  underlay 
their  Lordships^  action,  and  the  tradi- 
tions which  they  represented,  had  a 
permanent  interest,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  not  be  subjected  to  any  kind  of 
derogation  in  the  course  of  these  dis* 
cussions.  Now,  in  the  opening  of  these 
Debates  he  must  say  he  took  exception 
to  the  language  in  which  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  this 
matter  were  spoken  of  by  the  Prime 
Minister,the  official  guardian  of  them,  and 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary. 
He  knew  not  whether  it  was  the  inten* 
tion  of  either  of  the  noble  Earls  to  speak 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate.  If  so,  per- 
haps they  would  give  some  explanation 
of  the  language  tbey  used,  which,  it 
seemed  to  him,  was  open  to  criticism  and 
hostile  comment.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  said — 
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"  I  do  not  tbiok  thmt  it  li  Deoeasftry,  for  the 

purpoie  ol  powiDg  the  Bill,  that  joor  Lordships 
should  make  joiirseLvea  maatere  of  it ;  because 
I  deprecate  the  idea  that  the  Hoo«c  of  Lords 
tkM  anything  to  do  with  Honej  Bills." 

Takeu  strictly,  that  would  imply  that 
their  Lordships  ought  not  to  assent  to 
thia  meBsure,  because  it  was  impossihie 
to  conceive  passiug  a  Bill  to  mean  having 
nothiug  to  do  with  it.  They,  however, 
understood  what  the  noble  Lord  meant. 
He  wished,  uo  doulit,  to  close  the  mouth 
of  the  noble  Duke  and  of  every  other 
Peer  in  the  House  who  might  wish  to  ex- 
press a  hostile  opinion  of  the  principles 
and  provisions  of  the  Bill.  But  the 
noble  Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary  went 
further.  The  noble  Earl  the  Prime 
Uiuister  simply  deprecated  discussion. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary 
was  kind  enough  to  tell  tliem  what  rights 
the  House  of  Lords  had  with  respect  to 
these  Bills.     He  said— 


U  in- 


"I  ehnnlil  lihe  to  know 
tend&l  by  the  ooble  Macqi 
this  House  hau  exerciscil  the  privilege  of  ameiiil- 
ing  any  Money  Bills.  I  havcalwaytt  heanlthat 
this  House  could  e»erci«e  the  powerof  rejecting 
a  Uoney  Bill  as  a  whole  ;  but  1  hnvc  also 
always  beanl  that  amendment  of  a  Honey  Bill, 
whatever  may  be  the  abstract  right  of  this 
House,  has  long  Ikch  retrained  from.  If  it  is 
about  to  be  introduced  on  this  occasion,  I  only 
hope  that  the  noble  Marqut^ss  will  give  us  notice 
of  any  Amendment  before  be  moves  it." 

Now,  he  WLsbetl  to  answer  such  doctrine, 
not  in  any  hinguage  of  his  own  or  in  the 
language  of  atiy  Tory  Peer,  but  in  the 
language  of  Mr.  Gladstone.  It  was  a 
curious  fact  that  the  Foreign  Secrctury's 
statement,  ulready  referred  to,  reproiiuced 
almost  literally  a  statement  ma<le  in  1861 
bpf  Mr.  Newdigatc.  Mr.  Newdigate  was 
the  authority  for  the  statement  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  the  jiower  to  reject 
but  not  to  amend  a  Money  Bill.  And 
here  was  the  language  in  which  Mr. 
Gladstone,  then  Chnncollor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer iind  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  answered  Mr.  Xewdigate — 

"The  hon.  Member  has  miam  fallen  iuto  an 
error  which  I  hopwt  would  have  been  avoided 
after  the  discussJiinH  we  have  had.  He  said 
that  the  House  of  Lonls  may  not  alter  a  Money 
Bill,  but  niav  reject  it.  I  should  like  to  know 
where  it  is  tlial  tlie  hon.  Member  has  learueii 
that  the  Honse  of  Lonls  are  |iosse»seil  of  a 
power  of  rejecting  in  any  sense  in  which  they 
are  tiot  iioHsesseil  of  ft  power  of  alteration.  No 
doubt  you  may  quote  the  ilicta  of  impcirtant 
perBOtLs  in  the  House  of  Lonls ;  but  the  dictum 
a  Member  of  tbc  House  of  Lonisd.^s  not 
The  Duke  of  Rutland 


bind  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  by  no  proceed- 
ing has  that  House  ever  inrreiKlered,  as  ^  as 
I  know,  the  light  of  slteriOK  k  Bill,  even  tbouft 
It  touch  a  matter  of  flnanoe.  If  I  might  saj,nir 
my  own  part,  thourii  anxious  to  vindicate  the 

K'vilegea  of  this  House  against  the  Rotue  <if 
trls  where  need  may  arise,  yet  I  think  that 
the  House  of  Lords  ii  right  and  wiie  in  avoid- 
ing any  formal  surrender  of  the  power  even  ot 
amendment  In  cases  where  it  might  think 
it  justifiable  even  to  amend  a  Bill  relating  to 
flnance." 

Kow,  people  had  expressed  some  sur- 
prise that  Mr.  Gladstone  in  1861,  during 
his  great  conflict  with  the  House  of  Lords 
on  tiie  subject  of  the  Paper  Duty  Repeal 
Bill,  should  have  thus  gone  out  of  his  way 
to  vindicate  the  rigfat  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  not  onlv  to  reject,  hut  to  amend  > 
Money  Bill.  He  (the  Duke  of  Kutland) 
was  not  so  much  surprised  himself,  be- 
cause he  could  remember  the  year  1853, 
when  Mr.  Gladstone  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  played  a  very  dis- 
tioguished  part  in  the  Coalition  Govern- 
ment. If  he  remembered  rightly,  it  wma 
called  "  the  Government  of  all  the 
talents,"  and  it  did,  certainly,  combine  a 
very  unusual  amount  of  political  aod 
statesmanlike  wisdom.  In  1853  Mr.  Glad- 
stone for  the  first  time  eeut  a  Money 
Bill  up  to  the  House  of  Lords 
imposing  a  Succession  Duty.  The  Bill 
was  conteste<l.  Lonl  Derby  moved  an 
Amendment  iu  Committee,  and  Lord 
Al)erJeeQ,  theu  Prime  Minister,  replying 
to  him  ill  bis  courtly  and  stately  way, 
uttered  some  wor<ls  of  warning  to  the 
effect  that  the  House  of  Lords  had  better 
not  put  itself  iuto  conflict  with  the  House 
of  Commons  on  such  a  subject.  The 
Debate  went  on.  Strong  speeches  were 
made  protesting  against  ihe  Hue  which 
it  was  stipposed  Lord  Alierdeen  had 
taken  in  derogation  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Lords,  What 
hiippeucd  ?  A  very  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  the  late  Earl  Granville, 
after  quoting  the  opinion  of  Lord  Chatham 
"that  gift  and  grant  is  of  the  Commons 
alone,"  said — 

"  He  believed  he  statol  the  opinion  of  all  his 
colleaK"^  when  he  said  that  they  did  not  agree 
wilh  the  doctrine  Ihere  laid  down — that  they 
did  not  agree  with  the  doctrine  of  DOn-inler- 
ferencc  on  the  part  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
nor  did  they  deny  the  right  of  their  Lordahjus 
if  Ihey  thought  proper  to  interfere  with  or  make 
fliteratioiis  in  a  Money  Bill." 
Ill  making  that  statement,  Earl  Gran- 
ville was  speaking,  not  for  himself  only. 
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but    the    GoYernment,   including    Lord 
Palmerstony    Lord    John    Russell^    Sir 
James  Graham,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  he 
knew  not  how  manj  more  of  the  most 
distinguished  men  of  the  day.     The  De- 
bate went  on.    The  Government  debated 
the  question  exactly  as  it  would  debate 
any  other  question  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
A  Division  was  taken,  and  the  Coalition 
Grovernment  having  then  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Lords  defeated  the  Amendment 
of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  but  there  was'  no 
attempt  after  that  speech  of  Earl  Gran- 
ville to  suggest  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  debarred  from  debating  and  dividing 
on  that  or  any  other  Amendment  to  the 
Bill  for  the  imposition  of  a  Succession 
Duty.     He  had  said  so  much  because  he 
wished,   if   he    could,    to    extract   from 
some  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment an    expression   of    opinion  as   to 
the  old  constitutional  doctrines  to  which 
he  had  referred.     It  might  be  said  that, 
with  the  exception   of  the  Amendment 
moved  by  Lord  Derby  in  1853,  there  had 
been  n6  case  in  which  the  House  of  Lords 
had  amended  a  Money  Bill  in  anything 
like  recent  times.     That  was  not  so.     In 
the  course    of  that    very   Debate  Lord 
Derby  quoted  a  case  that  had  been  men- 
tioned to  him  by  Lord  Mooteagle — who 
had  been  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
as  Mr.  Spring  Rice — in  which  the  House 
of  Lords,  in  the  case  of  the  Stamps  Bill, 
amended  it  and  sent  it  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons.     Mr.  Spring  Rice  gave  an 
account  of  what  happened.  The  old  form 
was  had  recourse  to.     The  Commons  laid 
aside   the    Bill,    and    then  immediately 
afterwards  introduced  a  new  Bill  incor- 
porating the  Amendment  of  the  House  of 
Lords.      That  Bill  was  sent  back  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  it  became  the  law  of 
the  land.     That  was   the    practice,  no 
doubt,  in  the  old  days,  and  it  was  adopted 
as  he  now  mentioned  during  the  Chan- 
cellor   of    the    Exchequers!) ip    of    Mr. 
Spring    Rice,    not   so    very    long   ago. 
Many  of  their    Lordships    remembered 
Mr.  Spring  Rice.     He  did.     Mr.  Spring 
Rice  was  an  extremely  able  and  ingenious 
man,  and  if  he  had  seen  his  way  to  re- 
jecting the  Amendment  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  the  Stamps  Bill,  he  would  have 
done    so.     But  he  accepted  it,  and  the 
Bill  became  law  as  amended  in  the  House 
of  Lords.     He  had  quoted  these  facts 
because  he  felt  that  it  was  of  importance 


that  their  Lordships  should  take  a  firm 
stand  against  the  attempt  which  had 
been  made,  perhaps  unconsciously,  by  the 
two  noble  Lords  opposite  to  minimise, 
discredit,  and  possibly  destroy  their  Lord- 
ships* undoubted  privileges.  He  would 
conclude  by  reminding  the  House  of  the 
Resolution  which  it  passed  in  1671  to  the 
effect  that  the  right  to  reject  or  to  alter  and 
amend  a  Money  Bill  was  an  inherent  and 
fundamental  element  of  their  Lordships* 
House. 

The  Dukb  of  ARGYLL  :  I  confess 
that  I  did  not  take  so  seriously  as  the 
noble  Duke  behind  me  the  off-hand  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  other 
night,  that  this  House  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Finance  Bill.  I  interpreted  it, 
and  I  think  that  later  circumstances  have 
confirmed  the  interpretation,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  and  his  colleagues  in  this 
House  are  as  little  anxious  to  speak  on 
the  Bill  and  defend  it  as  some  of  us  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  wish  to  main- 
tain a  discreet  silence.  That  is  all  I 
understand  him  to  mean.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  believe  that  I  am  the  only 
Member  of  the  House  now  living  who 
was  a  Member  of  the  *'  Paper  Duty 
Cabinet"  of  1860 — unless  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
was  a  Member — was  he  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  No. 
I  was  a  Member  of  the  Government,  but 
not  in  the  Cabinet. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  Yes ;  I 
believe  I  am  the  only  Member  of  the 
House  now  surviving  who  was  a  Member 
of  that  Cabinet,  and  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  matter  which  I  believe  to 
be  of  some  importance  to  the  honour, 
credit,  and  hif^torical  truth  of  the  records 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  House. 
The  present  Bill  may  be  called  an 
omnibus  Bill,  embracing  the  whole  of  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  year,  and 
not  merely  a  Bill  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Estate  Duty  or  the  alteration  of  the 
Income  Tax,  and  so  on,  but  embracing 
the  whole  field  of  the  Budget  of  the  Go- 
vernment. That  form  is  due  to  the  course 
which  your  Lordships'  House  took  in  1 860. 
I  am  very  reluctant  to  say  anything  at 
the  present  moment  which  may  seem  to 
revive  personal  discussions  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  who  was  lately  at  the  head 
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of  the  Goverument,  &nil  \\n%  now  retired 
practically,  I  am  aorry  to  say,  under  per- 
sonal saffering  into  privAte  life.  At  the 
aam«  time,  it  is  my  duty  tosfnie  the  fac-t^ 
to  t\\\i  HoRse,  hecaiise  not  very  long  nffo 
at  Glasgow  he  mnde  a  fonsidorable 
attBoh  on  this  Hottse,  and  he  snid  l)ifti 
tlie  HoiuG  of  Lords  had  in  ii  very  off- 
band  and  HSBUniiDg  raanDer  rejected  a 
Money  Bill  ;  that  as  n  punishment  be  had 
dctarmined  tlial  in  future  all  the  fiimnoinl 
arraugementa  of  the  year  should  be  em- 
bodied iu  uue  menanre,  bo  that  there 
should  1>6  no  opportunity  of  ameDdiug, 
and  their  Lordships  would  have  no  alter- 
native but  total  rejection  or  total  accept- 
aaoe.  Now  I  wish  the  House  and  the 
eoiiutry  to  nmlerstand  what  the  facts  of 
tbiit  case  were.  In  I860  Mr.  Gladstone 
proposed  one  of  hid  great  Budgets,  and 
I  look  back  with  pleasure  and  pride  to 
the  fact  that,  hoth  in  the  Cabinet  and. out 
of  the  Cabinet,  I  was  a  warm  supporter 
of  all  Mr.  Gladstone's  great  Budgets. 
That  Budget,  part  of  which  was  the 
repeal  of  the  Paper  Duty,  was  carried  iu 
the  month  of  April  by  a  large  majority 
— the  full  majority  which  the  Govcrn- 
uient  had  at  the  time,  and  ihat  was  no 
i  neon  aid  erable  one.  It  wa»  not  a 
majority  of  2,  such  as  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  says  he  would  be  satisfied  with, 
uor  20,  nor  even  40  ;  but,  if  I  remember 
aright,  it  was  oO  at  least.  Very  soon 
afterwards  the  China  War  broke  out,  and 
before  uiany  mouths  had  passed  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  became  aware  that 
very  heavy  charges  had  been  incurred 
and  that  uew  taxes  would  be  required  to 
meet  the  expenditure  of  the  war.  In 
these  cironmstjtneeB  a  reaction  of  feeling, 
with  regard  to  the  Paper  Duties,  took 
place,  not  only  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  iu  the  House  of  Commons.  Lord 
Palmerston,  I  think,  made  no  secret  of 
his  dislike  of  the  repeal  of  the  Paper 
Duty,  not  on  its  merits  but  as  sacrificing 
a  large  amount  of  Revenue  at  a  dangerous 
moment,  and  when  the  public  did 
know  what  might  be  the  substituted 
taxation.  Under  these  circumstances, 
wheu  Mr.  Gladstone  brought  iu  his  BUI 
his  majority  dwindled  from  50  to  8.  This 
showed  a  great  reactiou  in  the  opinion  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Bill  was 
carried  notoriously  against  the  feeling  of 
the  House  by  a  majority  which  did  not 
cover  the  actual  official  Members  of 
The  Dvke  of  Argyll 


Government.  It  was  in,  these  ciruiQ 
stances  that  the  Bill  came  to  your  Lordr 
ships'  House.  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  then,  and  I  spoke  strongly  against 
the  course  your  Lordships  took.  I  did 
not  think  it  was  a  wise  or  prudent 
exercise  of  power,  but  no  one  doubled  for 
a  moment  that  it  was  in  the  right  of  iht 
House  of  Lords  to  give  effew-t  lo  that 
opinion.  What  I  waul  to  point  out  la 
this  :  that  that  was  the  hist  occasion,  so 
far  as  I  know,  ou  which  the  House  of 
Lords  has  ever  exercised  the  power 
either  of  amending  or  rejecting.  Reject- 
ing has  never  l>een  disputed.  We  have 
a  right  to  reject.  But  the  House  at 
Commons  has  said  "  If  you  amend  we 
throw  out,"  That  is  how  it  came  about. 
It  is  not  that  we  have  ever  acknowledged 
the  limitation  of  our  right.  It  is  that  If 
we  amend,  the  House  of  Conunoua 
rejects,  or  will  not  go  on  with  a  Bill,  and, 
therefore,  there  is  uonlternative  between 
total  rejection  and  total  acceptance. 
What  I  complain  of  in  the  speech  of 
Mr.  Gladstouo  at  Glasgow  is  that  the 
House  of  Lords  acted  in  a  defiant  manner 
towards  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  The  action  of  the 
House  of  Lonls  was  due  to  reaction  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Commons 
repented  of  its  earlier  vote,  aud  un- 
doubtedly, and  it  was  quite  clear  that  in 
its  vote  on  that  occasion  this  House  was 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  giving 
effect  to  the  opinion  that  then  prevailed 
iu  the  House  of  Commons.  I  now  come 
to  the  events  of  1861,  for  which  I  no 
doubt  was  fairly  responsible,  and  I  did 
not  like  tbem  at  the  time.  I  have  had 
the  curiosity  to  look  back  at  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's speech  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  BUI  of  1S61,  and  there  I  find  h« 
distinctly  admits  that  there  were  serious 
objections  iu  the  previous  year,  but  those 
objections  had  disappeared,  and  his  *i 
implied  that  the  House  of  Lords  n 
not  be  seriously  blamed.     He  said — ■■ 

"  This  ia  tic  importoat  fnct :  that  the  a 
o(  this  duty  rwelvol  the  sanction  of  a  I 
majority  of  this  Hnnse  last  year,  and  that  o 
majority  dwindled  on  the  subseqiiGot  oocaston 
in  face  of  thu  tact  that  new  demaDda  tat 
^lUbllc  purposes  had  come  into  view,  ami  beoauM 
it  had  becoDio  obvious  that  some  ni^w  ftsoal 
measure  must  be  passed  tu  meet  the  wnntioftl* 
Bsohequer.  Such  being  the  case,  we  are  of 
opinion  that  we  are  now  under  altered  and 
happier  droumstances,  and  are  making  pro- 
posals    that     will      not    oulj     receive    the 
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nqnleaccncu  1)ui  the  approval  uf  the  Roubc  of 

Tliese  worils  iniplisil  not  great  ceuBure 
ou  wliat  wnsduaeb)'  the  HouBe.of  LorUs, 
bitt  raliter  an  aUini»aioii  tljat  the  Uoiisc 
uf  LonU  liiul  merely'  ucquiesceil  iu  ihe 
conreo  lukeu  >«t'oi'e,  auil  tlmt  now  tliey 
would  approve  of  tlio  Bill.  Mr.  GluJ- 
Htoue  tliei)  took  the  course,  which  he  he-s 
BiDce  bo&steil  of  an  an  inveatiou  of  bis 
owu,  of  putting uU  the  dnaDcial  arrauge- 
meuts  of  the  joar  ioto  oue  BIU, 
so  that  the  House  of  Lords  would  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  couaideriug  the 
different  items  of  the  Budget,  even  with 
the  view  of  shght  alteration  or  objection. 
1  wish  now  to  say  that  I  repent,  and 
have  always  repented,  of  having  been  a 
party  to  that  course.  I  do  not  think  it  a 
right  or  statesmanlike  course  to  dodge  or 
trtek  either  Honse  of  Parliament  out  of 
its  undoubted  rights  and  privileges.  I 
think  it  at  the  time  l' was  a 
ttly  to  it,  but  1  think  now,  and  have 
I  thought,  that  the  eourse  then  taken 
rlhy  of  the  Government  uf  the 
hf.  That,  then,  is  the  reason  of  this 
onirubuB  Bill,  After  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Duke  opposite,  iu  which  I  almost 
entirely     concur — indeed    I    do    entirely 

IiBCur  with  it,  though,  of  course,  in  a 
^1  of  this  immense  importance  there 
f,  Mtiirally,  (joints  of  detail  ou  which 
p- criticisms  would  vary — it  is  not  my 
lention  to  enter  into  any  elaborate 
■■umeut  against  the  Bill,  and  I  will 
Jy  say  that  it  is  a  Bill  which  taxes 
pitat  ail  opposed  to  iucome.  I  do  not 
■Dean  to  auy  that  tbe  existing  law  does 
■lot  tax  capital,  or  that  tbe  principle  of 
taxing  capital  within  moilerate  limits  is 
itself  a  legitimate  thiug  ;  but 
eryone  who  has  read  anything  of 
nitical  economy  knows  that  the  masters 
\>olitical  economy  have  dwelt  npon  tbe 
loger  that  sncb  a  policy  involves,  be- 
iaae  capital  is  the  great  source  of  em- 
Bjment  of  the  poorer  classes.  This 
ll  atlAcks  and  taxes  capital  to  an  ex- 
travagant degree,  and  especially  the 
capital  in  connection  with  land,  although 
agriculture  in  this  country  is  now  in  the 
greatest  distress  and  requires  a  large 
outlay  to  cope  with  its  diifienllies.  My 
noble   Friend  the  noble  Duke  said  that 
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r  lax  will,  i 


A  fonror  live  years'  rent,  but  I  think  my 
ible  Friend  has  really  understated  tbe 


case.     I  .have  uo  doubt  about  it.     I  do 
not  think  the  public  generally — I  do  not 
think  those  Members  of  your  Lurdsbips' 
House,    who  are    not   yourselves    land- 
owners ou  a  considerable  scale — uuder- 
Ktaud  the  euoriuouei  outlays  uecessary  in 
the  managemcut  of  lauded  property.     I 
am  not  speaking  of  those  obaritable  and 
public -spirited  obligations  to,  wbiuU  my 
noble   I'riend    alluded  in    his  speech  at 
Buxton   and  again  this  evening.     They 
are  theoretically  more  or  leas  optional, 
although  practically  they  are  obligatory. 
I  speak  of  tbe  outlay  necessary  in  the 
muuagemeut  of  property  to  mainlaiu  tbe 
rents  an,d  Improve  the  habitations  of  tbd   j 
labouring  classes  and  tbe  tenantry.     On. 
an  estate  of  my  own  on  which  there  ia   , 
no  residence  or  luxurious  expenditure 
any    kind,     bat     which    is    purely 
agricultural  estate,    1     iiud    that  in  I 
last  20   years    the   absolutely  necessary 
outlay    has    amounted  to    3^   per  c 
It  is  a  gross  fallacy  to  auy  that  you  are 
treating  tbe  two  classes  of    pioperty — 
realty    and    personalty — with    equality, 
when  you  levy  the  same  tax  on  a  man 
who  has  £100.1X10  ill  tbefunJsand  one  who 
hns  £100,000  invested  in  land,  Hubject  to 
all  these  burdens.    1 1  is  uot  equalisation ;    I 
it  is    throwing  an  unjust    and    especial 
burden  on  a  particular  class  of  property. 
1  am  glad  to  say  that  the  Bill  admits  a 
difference  between  realty  aud  personalty. 
A   concession   was   made   to  realty.     It 
allows,  J  think,  5  per  cent,  for  manage-    I 
meut,  but  BO  far  as  1  can  make  out    it    { 
allows  nothing  for  repairs  or    improve- 
ments.     In    the    clauses    affecting    the 
the  Income  Tax  it  allows  a  reduction  of 
^,  or  12  per  cent.,  but  that  is  utterly  in- 
adequate to    meet  the    eipemUture  ou 
lauded    property  at    the    present   time, 
remembering  what  mustbe  the  euormoua 
amount  of  rural  labour  represented   by 
anything  like  33  per  cent,  on  tbe  land  in   I 
this  cDJntry.     Schedule  A  of  the  Income   , 
Tax  represents  £197,000,000  according  to.  I 
the  last  lleturu,  aud  if  we  calculate  >13  per 
cent,  of  that  great  sum  wa  shall  see  what 
au  enormous  amount  of  employment  we 
are  touching,  and  touching  to  a  dangerous 
extent.      Now,  I  am  not  very  fond  of  I 
abstract  principles  which  have  been  laid   [ 
down  by  political  economists  about  taxa-  -1 
tion  :  they  all  seem  to  me  to  be  plausible  J 
in    expression,    but    untranslatable    into  | 
practice.       There    is,  for    instance. 
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service  rendered  bj  the  State.    It  is  said, 
aod  very  plausibly,  that  the  State  renders 
larger  services  to  the  man  whose  succes- 
sion is  £500,000  as  compared  with  the 
man  whose  succession  is  only  £10,000. 
My  Lords,  I  am  not  sure  of  that  doctrine. 
I  hold  that  the  service  the  State  renders 
to  the  working  classes  in  securing  them 
peace  and  liberty  and  security  of  property 
is  even  greater  than  that  which  it  renders 
to  the  rich.     The  rich  and  powerful  can 
often  defend  themselves,  but    the  poor 
cannot.    And  if  you  touch  capital,  which 
is  the  source  of  employment,  and  above 
all  if  you  touch  the  spirit  of  enterprise, 
which  commands  capiUtl  and  lays  it  out, 
you  withdraw  a  great  service   that   the 
State  ought  to  render  to   the   working 
classes.      Then  the  doctrine  of  ''equal 
sacrifice  *'  I     How  to  you  translate  that  ? 
As  far  as  I  can  see,  it  means  that  you  are 
to  take  away  from  the  rich  everything 
but  a  small  modicum  of  income.      That 
is  the  outcome  of  the  principle  and  is 
what  many  are  aiming  at.      Could  there 
be  a  greater  folly  committed  ?     Is  it  not 
certain  that  the  increase  of  wealth  and 
the     multiplicity    of    human    desires — 
the   ambition   of  men   to    live    in    fine 
houses,  to  have  fine  furniture,  and  fine 
gardens,  and  fine  flowers — is  it  not  true 
that  all  these  desires  are  the  sources  of 
employment  to  the  people  ?     Is  it  not 
your  object  to  increase  wealth  in  order 
that  you  may  increase  and  multiply  the 
desires  of  men  ?      That  is  the  object  of 
all  civilised  Governments.     To  direct  the 
attention  of  the  people,  as  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  has  done  to-night,  in  an  indi- 
vidious  sense,  to  large  pieces  of  land  that 
are  kept  for  luxury  is  to  misdirect  their 
attention  altogether  as  regards  the  real 
question.     A  good  course  of  taxation  is 
that  nobody  shall  be  oppressed,  and  that, 
if  possible,  the  taxation  of  the  country 
shall  be  so  levied  that  nobody  shall  be 
conscious  of  an  exceedingly  heavy  and 
oppregsive  burden.     That  would  be  the 
nc  plus  ultra  to  be  desired  in  taxation. 
One  of  the  sub-sections  of  the  Bill  fully 
admits  that  there  is  danger  of  oppressive 
taxation  or   oppressive  results  from  the 
Bill — the  9th  sub-section  of  Clause    8. 
It  says — 

"  Where  the  Commissioners  are  satisfied  that 
the  Estate  Duty  leviable  in  respect  of  any 
property  cannot  without  excessive  security  be 
raised  at  once,  they  may  allow  payment  to  be 
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postponed  for  such  period  and  to  such  extent  as 
the  Commissioners  may  think  fit** 

What  does  *' excessive  security"  there 
mean  ?     It  does  not  mean  the  amount  of 
the  tax,  but  something  is  to  be  the  loss 
of  the  person  assessed.     That  is  to  say, 
that  the  subject  who  pays  the  tax  is  to 
pay  more  than  the  estate  gives.    That  is 
the  worst  description  you  can  give  of 
your  tax.     Relief  is  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Commissioners.     That  is,  if  they  are 
hard-hearted  they  may  refuse  a  remedy. 
Those  who  are  assessed  may  go  to  the 
Commissioners  and  say,  ^'I  cannot  sell 
my   property  without  great  loss,"  and 
the  Commissioners  then  have  power  to 
give  some  relief.     I  do  not  say  that  the 
tax  will  always  act  oppressively,  but  it  is 
liable  to  do  so ;   and  that  is  a  strong 
argument  against  it.     But  I  look  at  the 
whole  spirit  of  the  Bill  more  than  at  its 
details.     It  is  intended,  I  think,  to  direct 
the  attention  of   the   people  to  the  in- 
creasing taxation   upon  capital — in  my 
opinion    a   most    mischievous    thing   in 
regard    to    the   welfare   of    the   world. 
What    are    we    suffering    from    now  ? 
Universal  depression.     I  will  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  currency  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  it — ^I  do  not  believe  it  is 
the  principal  cause — but  everyone  attri- 
butes  it   to  want  of  enterprise,  due  to 
want  of  confidence  in  the  remuneration  of 
employment  and  in  all  the  conditions  of 
society.     Every  measure,  however  little 
in    its    scope,    which    adopts    new   and 
violent    principles,   tends   still   more   to 
unsettle  opinion  and  to  discourage  the 
industry  of  the  world.     That  is  ray  great 
objection  to  the  Bill,  though  I  feel  that 
in  the  position  in  which  we  are  placed  we 
can  do  no  more  than  protest  against  the 
dangers  of  this  class  of  legislation. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Duke  that  it  is  from  no  doubt  or  hesita- 
tion as  to  the  principles  on  which  this 
measure  is  founded,  and  from  no  unreadi- 
ness to  defend  it,  that  no  Member  of  the 
Government  has  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment intervened  in  this  Debate.  In  fact, 
I  myself  was  on  the  point  of  intervening 
in  answer  to  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Rutland)  when  my  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Duke  who  has  just  spoken  was 
beforehand  with  me.  I  have  not  now  to 
express  my  views  without  having  heard 
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hisy  as  I  otherwise  should  have  been 
obUged  to  do.  I  will  first  deal,  in  only 
a  word  or  two,  with  the  two  questions 
that  have  been  raised  that  do  not  affect 
the  main  principles  of  the  Bill.  The 
first  is  the  constitutional  question  of  the 
position  of  the  House  of  Lords  with  re- 
gard to  Money  Bills.  I  do  not  suppose 
it  can  be  doubted  that  this  House  could 
reject  a  Money  Bill,  or  could  refuse  to 
read  it  a  third  time.  Whether,  having 
regard  to  a  practice  which  has  prevailed 
now  for  a  couple  of  centuries,  it  would 
be  a  constitutional  or  proper  thing  to  do, 
and  whether  the  consequences  might  not 
be  more  serious  to  the  House  itself  than 
to  the  Bill  rejected,  is  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration ;  but  as  to  the  abstract  right  to 
reject  the  Bill  there  cannot  be  a  doubt. 
As  regards  the  amending  of  a  Money 
Bill,  the  case  is  as  stated  by  the  noble 
Duke.  The  House  of  Commons  does  not 
recognise  the  right  of  this  House  to 
amend  a  Money  Bill,  and  if  this  House 
Amends  a  Bill  of  that  kind  the  other 
House  sets  the  Amendment  aside  as  an 
encroachment  upon  its  own  privileges, 
And  the  Bill  drops,  so  that  the  insertion 
of  the  Amendment  is  equivalent  to  a  re- 
jection of  the  measure — that  is  to  say, 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  is  brought  about 
by  the  action  of  this  House.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  amendment  of  a  Money  Bill 
was  considered  a  few  years  ago  by  a 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  at 
which  Members  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee were  present.  The  question  was 
submitted  in  connection  with  the  action 
of  the  two  Houses  forming  the  Legisla- 
ture of  one  of  our  Australian  Colonies. 
The  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  was 
asked  whether  it  was  the  constitutional 
right  of  the  Upper  of  the  two  Chambers 
to  amend  a  Money  Bill,  and  the  answer 
was  that,  as  the  two  Houses  appeared  to 
have  been  established  upon  the  same 
basis  as  regards  their  mutual  relations 
as  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  woald  be  unconstitutional 
in  the  Upper  Chamber  to  amend  a  Money 
Bill.  I  now  must  refer  to  the  speech 
of  Lord  Dunraven,  who  seems  to  be  under 
the  strange  misapprehension  that  this  Bill 
eontainsan  assertion  of  the  right  to  tax  the 
colonies.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Bill 
that  can  be  viewed  as  a  provision  for  tax- 
ing the  colonies  in  any  way.  If  this  be 
taxing  the  colonies,  they  have  been 
taxed  for  I  do  not  know  how  long  in  pre- 
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cisely  the  same  way.  Just  as  this 
Estate  Duty  will  now  be  charged  upon 
the  property  in  the  colonies  of  persons 
domiciled  here,  so  have  Legacy  Duty  and 
Succession  Duty  always  been  charged 
upon  such  property  since  their  creation* 
If  the  property  in  the  colonies  of  persons 
domiciled  here  were  exempted  from  this 
taxation,  anyone  who  wished  to  escape 
the  Estate  Duty  would  only  have  to  in- 
vest his  money  in  the  colonies.  To  speak 
of  this  Bill  being  a  taxation  of  the 
colonies  because  you  tax  all  men 
domiciled  here  in  the  same  way,  wherever 
they  invest  their  money,  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  delusion.  Regard  cannot  be  paid 
to  the  particular  form  in  which  a  man 
has  chosen  to  invest  his  property.  But 
to  meet  the  complaint  that  people  might 
be  unwilling  to  invest  in  certain  colonial 
securities,  and  in  order  not  to  discourage 
such  investments,  a  provision  has  been 
inserted  in  the  Bill  to  the  effect  that 
when  there  is  a  similar  tax  in  the  colony 
an  allowance  in  respect  of  that  tax  shall 
be  made  in  this  country  to  the  successor 
to  the  property.  A  man,  therefore,  has 
just  as  much  inducement  to  invest  his 
money  in  the  colonies  as  he  ever  had, 
and  it  is  very  wide  of  the  mark  to  call 
everything  in  this  Bill  a  taxation  of  the 
colonies.  I  now  pass  to  other  parts  of 
the  Bill.  Taxation,  of  course,  is  never 
pleasant  to  the  subject  of  the  tax.  We 
none  of  us  like  to  be  taxed.  We  all  of 
us  would  be  glad  to  be  rid  of  the  burden, 
and  when  any  addition  to  taxation  is 
proposed  it  is  not  an  agreeable  topic  to 
any  one  of  us,  and  it  is  impossible  to  make 
any  addition  to  taxation  without  causing 
here  and  there,  and  possibly  in  many 
directions,  not  a  little  hardship.  If  a 
tax  is  to  be  pronounced  a  bad  or  unjust 
one  because  a  number  of  cases  can  be 
pointed  out  where  it  would  operate 
hardly  and  severely,  no  tax  has  been  in- 
vented, or  ever  could  be  invented,  which 
would  not  come  under  condemnation.  In 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Devonshire)  one  fact  was  ignored 
throughout — namely,  that  if  the  burden 
of  taxation  upon  those  whose  views  he 
expressed  had  been  made  lighter,  the 
burden  of  taxation  upon  some  other  class 
of  persons  must  have  been  heavier.  That 
would  have  been  absolutely  inevitable. 
Nobody  doubts  that  a  large  sum  of 
money  had  to  be  raised,  and  had  to  be 
raised  by  taxation,  and  it  is  not  enough 
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lb  show  that,  as  regards  partieular 
persons  who  •  would  l>e  made  sabject 
to  these  duties,  hardship  would  re- 
sult, uolesB  you  can  show  that  if  the 
burden  had  been  shunted  on  to  other 
shoulders  there  would  be  less  hardship 
and  more  justice.  Unless  jou  show  that, 
it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  jou  have 
taken  a  single  step  towards  proving  your 
case.  What  is  the  first  principle  that 
underlies  this  measure  ?  It  is  that  real 
property  and  personal  property  should  be 
taxed  alike.  I  know  it  is  said  that  there 
are  reasons  why  the  distinction  should 
be  made  which  is  now  made.  I  think  I 
can  show  that  if  such  cases  exist  they 
are  exceptional ;  but  let  me  put  to  your 
Lordships  a  case  which  is  typical  of  the 
great  bulk  of  real  property  which  will  be 
affected  by  the  Bill.  Let  me  remind  you 
of  this  :  that  agricultural  property  forms 
less  than  half  the  property  that  will  be 
taxed,  and  that  urban  property  forms 
considerably  more  than  half.  Take  the 
case  of  London.  There  are  in  London  a 
vast  number  of  leaseholders  who  have, 
many  of  them,  paid  a  considerable  sum 
of  money  for  their  leases,  and  Avhen  one 
of  them  dies  his  successor  is  taxed  sub- 
stantially in  respect  of  his  succession  to 
the  lease ;  bui  when  the  freeholder  dies 
only  1  per  cent,  is  paid  in  respect  of  the 
property,  and  in  the  case  of  the  freeliold 
the  property  increases  in  value,  while  in 
the  other  case  the  value  is  vanishing. 
-Why  should  there  be  this  distinction  ?  It 
is  manifestly  unjust.  As  regards  urban 
property  such  as  this,  the  change  effected 
by  this  Bill  in  undoubtedly  right,  for  it 
readjusts  a  burden  which  fell  unfairly 
and  improperly  upon  one  person  instead 
of  another.  Let  me  give  another  illus- 
tration. In  many  parts  of  the  country, 
particularly  in  Lancashire,  there  are  con- 
siderable portions  of  land  held  on  leases 
for  999  years.  Between  this  tenure  and 
freehold  tenure  there  is  practically  no 
difference,  vet  these  leaseholds  are  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  personalty,  and  Probate 
Duty  has  to  be  paid  upon  them,  whilst 
freehold  land  is  not  subject  to  that  duty. 
Why  should  there  be  this  distinction 
between  cases  only  differentiated  by  the 
accident  of  tenure  ?  You  might  have 
two  properties  equal  in  value,  the  one 
paying  many  pounds  in  the  form  of  Death 
Duties  and  the  other  paying  nothing. 
Now  I  oome  to  the  question  of  real 
property.     It  is  said  that  it  is  unjust  to 
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deal  with  real  property  in  the  same  way 
as  personal  property  because  of  the  local 
rates  real  property  has  to  bear.  Now, 
my  Lords,  let  me  pnt  this  case  :  A  man 
leaves  to  his  two  sons  an  equal  amonnt 
of  money.  The  one  invests  his  money 
in  Consols,  and  the  other  in  the  pnrchaae 
of  an  estate.  The  one  who  puts  his  money 
into  Consols  is  heavily  taxed  ;  but  the 
one  who  puts  his  money  into  an  estate 
escapes  taxation  —  not  altogether,  of 
course,  for  there  is  1  per  cent.  Estate 
Duty.  I  am  speaking  now  only  of  the 
Probate  Duty,  which,  of  course,  is  a 
great  deal  more.  On  what  principle, 
under  these  circumstances,  should  one 
pay  a  large  contribution  to  taxation  and 
the  other  pay  nothing  at  all  ?  I  think  it 
would  be  impossible  to  justify  it.  I 
know  to  the  intelligent  foreigner  it  would 
be  impossible  to  understand  it  withont 
a  considerable  dive  into  the  history  of 
the  past.  Let  me  invite  your  Lordshipa' 
consideration  to  this  point  when  the 
burden  of  rates  is  spoken  of.  Suppose 
the  person  on  whose  death  the  taxation 
is  to  be  imposed  had  purchased  the 
property.  He  would  have  given  so 
much  less  for  tlie  property  on  account  of 
his  having  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
rates,  and  to  treat  it  as  property  to  be 
subjected  to  less  taxation  because  it  ia 
rated,  when  he  got  it  for  less  money 
because  it  was  rated,  obviously  would  be 
unjust  and,  I  should  almost  say,  absurd. 
If  he  succeeiled  to  the  property,  and  did 
not  purchase  it,  he  succeeded  to  it  sub- 
ject to  the  burden  of  the  rates,  and 
therefore,  in  the  one  ease  as  in  the  other, 
you  are  not  taxing  the  owner  of  the  real 
property  in  any  way  unfairly  as  compared 
with  the  owner  of  personal  property  if 
you  tax  them  alike.  It  may  be  said  that 
the  taxation  borne  by  agricultural  pro- 
perty is  much  greater  than  it  was,  and 
consequently  that  the  land  is  bearing  an 
increased  burden  in  that  way.  But  I 
believe  that,  as  regards  agricultural  land, 
the  facts  show  that  there  has  been  no 
such  increase  of  burden.  The  subven- 
tions which  have  been  made  in  aid  of 
local  taxation  have  resulted  in  this — that 
there  is  now  no  greater  burden  on  agri- 
cultural land  than  there  was  40  years 
ago.  Of  course,  there  may  be  exceptional 
cases  ;  but  the  statistics  show,  if  yon  take 
the  country  generally,  that  that  is  so. 
Therefore,  the  very  foundation  for 
an     exemption     to     some     extent     in 
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favour  of  agricultural  property  as 
compared  with  personaltj  is  taken  awaj ; 
and  if  we  are  to  take  the  iaxation  off 
realty  and  put  heavier  burdens  upon  per- 
sonalty, it  seems  to  me  that  we  shall  only 
be  adding  to  the  injustice  which,  I  think, 
has  in  many  directions  been  committed  in 
the  past.  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  new 
taxation  will  fall  in  certain  cases  hardly 
upon  the  successors  to  owners  of  land, 
and  no  one  could  desire  less  than  myself 
that  any  such  liardship  should  be  felt  by 
anyone.  I  do  not  view  this  Bill  with 
any  greater  enthusiasm  if  it  be  the  fact, 
as  the  noble  Duke  has  said,  that  the  re- 
sults of  it  will  be  those  which  he  de- 
scribed ;  but  what  we  have  to  consider 
is  this — if  this  burden  is  not  to  be  borne 
by  owners  of  real  estate,  who  are  to  bear 
it  ?  Somebody  must  bear  it.  Where  is 
the  money  to  come  from  ?  The  noble 
Duke  has  pointed  out  objections  to  in- 
creased taxation  on  capital.  But  what 
is  the  alternative  ?  More  indirect  taxa- 
tion ?  If  so,  in  what  direction  will  you 
go  for  it  ?  In  this  Bill  there  is  an  addi- 
tional tax  put  upon  the  only  source  of 
revenue  which  it  is  apparently  easy  to 
tax — or  rather,  which  it  was  thought 
easy  to  tax  nowadays  —  but  experience 
has  shown  that  it  is  not  so  easy  to  tax 
it,  for  there  seems  to  be  an  objection  to 
further  taxation  on  alcoholic  liquors  in 
any  fornjf.  If,  then,  you  are  not  to  tax 
alcohol,  where  are  you  going  to  find 
your  indirect  taxation  to  fill  up  the  gap 
which  will  arise  if  you  tax  real  property 
less  heavily  ?  No  suggestion  has  been 
made  as  to  where  it  is  to  be  found  ;  and 
I  cannot  but  express  the  fear  that  the 
last  course  which  has  been  taken  with 
regard  to  the  imposition  of  duties  on 
alcohol  will  render  it  extremely  difficult 
to  find  any  sort  of  property  to  tax  but 
accumulated  capital  or  income.  Then,  if 
it  is  impossible  to  have  any  further  in- 
direct taxation,  where  is  the  money  to 
come  from  ?  Would  you  put  a  further 
tax  upon  income,  or  an  additional  tax 
upon  personalty  ?  As  far  as  I  can  see, 
there  is  only  the  one  or  the  other  of  these 
alternatives.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
on  many  the  Income  Tax  presses  very 
hardly  and  will  press  hardly,  even  with 
the  changes  that  have  been  made  in  this 
Bill ;  and  I  would  remind  your  Lordships 
that  there  is  a  cry,  which  many  admit 
the  justice  of— even  though  they  see  the 
difficulty  of  giving  effect  to  it — that  the 


Income  Tax  at  present  operates  very 
hardly  on  those  whose  incomes  are  de- 
rived from  personal  exertions  and  per- 
sonal efforts  as  compared  with  incomes 
derived  from  accumulated  property.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  possible  for  anybody 
to  doubt  that  the  weight  of  the 
burden  is  more  severely  felt  in 
the  one  case  than  in  the  other, 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  will  hesitate 
before  insisting  that  realty  ought  to  be 
relieved  at  the  expense  of  a  further 
burden  upon  incomes.  The  man  who  is 
struggling  to  earn  for  himself  and  his 
family  support  by  the  exercise  of  his 
faculties  is,  after  all,  earning  a  very  pre- 
carious income.  His  health  may  give 
way  and  the  income  cease ;  while  the 
man  whose  income  is  derive<l  from 
accumulations  of  the  past  is  subject  to 
no  such  precariousness.  Therefore,  there 
would  be  very  grave  objections  to  shift- 
ing the  incidence  of  taxation  from  real 
property  to  income.  Then  ought  the 
extra  burden  to  be  made  to  fall  on 
personalty  ?  We  have  heard  to-night 
rather  the  views  of  those  who  are 
possessed  of  realty  ;  but  I  fancy  if  we 
were  to  listen  to  the  views  of  the  owners 
of  personalty,  if  it  was  suggested  to  shift 
these  burdens  on  to  their  shoulders,  we 
should  hear  a  pretty  strong  case  made 
out  of  hardship.  The  truth  is,  that 
taxation  of  this  kind  without  inflicting 
hardships  here  and  there  is  absolutely 
impossible.  The  noble  Duke  who  spoke 
early  in  the  Debate  pointed  out — and  no 
doubt  it  mav  be  true — that  the  result  of 
passing  a  measure  of  this  sort  may  in 
particular  cases  lead  to  a  cessation  of 
employment  of  those  who  have  hitherto 
been  employed.  But  if  the  burdens  are 
shifted  on  to  other  shoulders,  these  per- 
sons who  would  have  to  pay  would  have 
so  much  less  to  spend  upon  labour  of 
every  kind.  The  truth  is,  the  result 
would  be  precisely  the  same  in  either 
case — though  it  is  an  open  question  as  to 
which  class  would  spend  the  money 
more  advantageously  for  labour — and  to 
say  that  you  get  rid  of  a  source  of  pay- 
ment for  labour  by  taxation  of  this  de- 
scription appears  to  me  a  complete  fallacy. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that,  in  spite  of 
what  the  noble  Duke  has  said,  the  effect 
of  this  measure  on  the  amount  likely  to 
be  payable  by  owners  of  real  property 
has  been  considerably  over-estimated.  I 
quite    agree    that    where    there    are  a 
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number  of  places  to  be  kept  up,  it  maj  be 
difficult  to  say  precisely  what  will  be  the 
effect  of  the  Bill ;  but  even  in  those  cases 
I  thiuk  the  results  have  beeu  greatly  over- 
estimated. As  regards  agricultural  land, 
we  can  form  a  very  tolerable  estimate 
because  the  method  of  calculation  is 
plainly  laid  down  iu  the  Bill.  You  are 
to  take  the  assessment  of  the  Income 
Tax,  you  are  to  deduct  5  per  cent,  for 
management,  you  are  to  deduct  all  the 
outgoings  which  are  allowed  to  be  de- 
ducted under  the  Succession  Duty  Acts, 
and  then,  when  you  have  arrived  at  that 
net  result,  it  is  to  be  no  more  than  25 
yeara^  purchase.  I  have  calculated  what 
that  would  be  in  the  case  of  the  highest 
tax  of  8  per  cent.,  supposing  an  agricul- 
tural property  to  be  over  £1,000,000  iu 
value,  and  I  find  that  the  calculation  I 
have  made  precisely  agrees  with  that  of 
others.  It  would  amount  to  something 
like  two  years'  income.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  graduation,  allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  question  whether  it  is  a  just 
and  sound  principle.  No  doubt  any 
principle  of  graduation  at  all,  when  once 
it  is  admitted,  carries  with  it  a  certain 
danger.  No  one  can  deny  that,  because 
when  once  you  begin  a  system  of  gradu- 
ation there  are  perils  to  be  encountered. 
But  this  Bill  does  not  introduce  for  the 
first  time  the  principle  of  graduation.  It 
has  been  admitted  and  has  become  part 
of  our  fiscal  system  prior  to  this  Bill 
being  introduced.  In  this  Bill,  it  is  true, 
graduation  is  made  more  systematic,  but 
cannot  be  said  to  be  a  new  departure  in 
point  of  principle,  when  you  have  had 
graduation  already  as  regards  Income 
Tax,  Inhabited  House  Duty,  and  Estate 
Duty.  The  only  question,  then,  is — Is 
it  excessively  applied,  or  unreasonably 
applied  in  this  Bill  ?  That  is  a  matter 
on  which  I  can  well  understand  different 
views  being  taken.  I  daresay  there  are 
many  of  us  who  would  rather  not  have 
increased  taxation  imposed  in  the  form 
of  graduation.  After  all,  we  must  bear 
iu  miud  the  situation  in  which  we  are 
placed.  I  thoroughly  concur  with  Lord 
Farrer,  that  if  you  do  not  reasonably  ad- 
just our  fiscal  burdens  in  some  such 
fashiou  as  this  Bill  proposes  to  do,  you 
may  reach  a  point  at  which  you  will  be 
driven  to  unjust  and  unfair  legislation. 
Of  course,  I  am  not  saying  that  you 
should  admit  a  principle  that  you  see  is 
leading  to  an  evil  end  ;    but  when  once 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


the  principle  of  graduation  has  been  ad- 
mitted, it  seems  to  me  that  a  reasonable 
use  and  adaptation  of  it  is  a  wise  thing, 
a  judicious  thing,  and  a  conservative 
thing,  and  is  not  really  a  source  of 
danger.  It  is  of  no  use  shutting  our 
eyes  and  turning  deaf  ears  to  what  we 
know  is  going  on  around  us.  There  are 
put  before  the  people  many  theories  of 
taxation,  which,  I  believe,  would  lead  to 
disastrous  results.  It  is  proved  by  ex- 
perience that  it  is  far  safer  to  take 
timely  steps  in  the  direction  desired,  so 
far  as  it  can  be  done  justly,  than  to  bide 
one's  time,  and  take  no  step  until  you 
have  to  take  a  step  far  longer  than  is 
agreeable.  I  have  heard  no  argument  to 
show  that  this  taxation,  graduated  up  to 
8  per  cent.,  is  either  unfair  or  likely  to 
be  oppressive.  All  the  arguments  we 
have  heard  have  had  relation  to  the 
effects  the  taxation  would  have  upon  the 
owners  of  real  property.  I  believe  very 
little  has  been  heard  from  the  owners  of 
accumulated  wealth  when  it  takes  the 
form  of  personalty ;  though,  no 
doubt,  the  taxation  is  not  agree- 
able, yet  no  unwillingness  to  bear  the 
burden  has  been  displayed.  I  admit  that 
in  some  respects,  owing  to  social  condi- 
tions, the  Bill  will  press  more  hardly  in  the 
case  of  realty  than  in  that  of  personalty  ; 
but  this  is  one  of  those  accidents  which 
it  is  impossible  to  avoid  when  you  are 
dealing  with  questions  of  taxation  ;  and 
it  appears  to  me  that  every  effort  has 
been  made  in  the  Bill  to  mitigate  the 
effects  of  this  pressure.  Noble  Lords  have 
said  that  the  danger  of  this  taxation  is 
that  it  will  prevent  the  accumulation  of 
capital.  But  in  that  argument  there  lurks 
a  great  fallacy.  The  accumulation  of 
capital  in  this  country  does  not  consist  in 
the  fortunes  of  a  few  wealthy  men  ;  it 
consists,  in  the  main,  of  the  savings  of  men 
of  limited  wealth  and  men  but  moderately 
well-to-do.  The  aggregation  of  the  small 
amounts  of  wealth  possessed  by  these 
classes  is  enormous  when  compared  with 
the  capital  which  is  possessed  by  or 
attributed  to  the  millionaires  or  the 
semi-millionaires.  This  is  shown  by 
returns  relating  to  the  Death  Duties,  which 
indicate  how  accumulations  diminish 
when  you  get  above  the  line  of  £300,000. 
The  true  inference  is  that  taxation  of  this 
description  is  not  likely  to  lead  men  to 
accumulate  less  than  they  did  before. 
Some,  I  daresay,  will  do  so  ;  but.  if   by 
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accumnlating  less  thej  spend  more,  the 
resalt  will  be  that  other  men  will  receive 
more,  spend  more,  and  accumulate  more 
than  they  did  before,  and  bj  that  means  if 
accumulations  diminish  in  one  direction 
thej  will  grow  in  another  direction.  Of 
course,  individuals  differ.  It  is  not  everj 
one  who  might  do  so  who  accumulates 
now  ;  whilst  there  are  men,  with  no  one 
to  accumulate  for,  who  nevertheless  ac- 
cumulate very  largely.  Others  accumu- 
late from  habit  or  for  the  sake  of  their 
children  ;  and  this  desire  and  this  habit 
will  not  cease  on  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
I  do  not  believe  that  its  operation  will 
touch  the  accumulation  of  capital.  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  will  injuriously  affect 
the  industries  of  the  country.  Of  course, 
there  may  be  some  displacements  in  the 
employment  of  labour ;  but  it  will  not 
lead  to  a  single  man  less  being  employed, 
or  a  penny  less  being  paid  in  wages. 
Whilst  I  regret,  and  all  must  regret,  that 
any  hardship  should  be  inflicted  by  the 
Bill ;  whilst  I  cannot  help  feeling  sym- 
pathy with  any  who  may  suffer  owing  to 
the  passing  of  the  Bill ;  yet  I  think  that, 
if  it  be  judged,  not  by  individual  classes 
bat  as  a  whole  ;  if  it  be  judged,  not  ac- 
cording to  the  views  of  those  who  may 
be  interested  this  way  or  that,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  impartial  judgment  which 
posterity  will  pass  upon  it,  its  provisions 
will  be  found  impregnably  just. 

Lord   HALSBURY  :    At    Ust  the 

silence  of  the  Ministerial   Benches  has 

been  broken,  and  a  Minister  has  explained 

to  some  extent  the  defence  of  this 
measure.  And  what  is  the  defence  of 
this  measure  ?  It  comes  to  two  proposi- 
tions :  The  first  proposition  advanced  in 
support  of  the  Bill  is  that  we  must  have 
money,  and  we  do  not  know  where  else 
it  is  to  be  had  ;  and,  secondly,  it  is 
assumed — and  this,  in  principle,  is  the 
whole  question  of  the  Debate — that 
realty  has  not  been  taxed  in  the  same 
proportion  and  to  the  same  extent  as  per- 
sonalty. That  proposition  has  been 
assumed  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
Debate  ;  but  it  is  a  proposition  in  dis- 
pute, and  upon  that  subject  I  have  not 
heard  much  from  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack.  Upon  the  preliminary  ques- 
tion, I  do  not  think  that  it  is  very  impor- 
tant to  address  your  Lordships.  I  can- 
not agree  that  we  have  no  power  to  re- 
ject or  to  amend  this  Bill,  and  that,  therie- 


fore,  it  is  to  be  assumed  we  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  We  are  not  yet  completely 
accustomed  to  government  by  machinery  ; 
we  do  not  assume  that,  because  there  is  a 
certain  majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons or  in  the  House  of  Lords,  we  have 
got  rid  of  discussion  altogether.  There 
is  something  in  intelligently  appealing  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  country,  even  if 
you  cannot  alter  the  judgment  of  one 
House  or  the  other  ;  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  it  would  be  an  abnegation  of  one  of  the 
great  functions  of  Parliament — whence 
its  name — if  we  were  to  abandon  the 
notion  of  discussing  a  matter  because  we 
rightly  or  wrongly  assumed  that  we  have 
no  power  to  do  what  is  so  practically 
manifest  at  the  end  of  July — namely,  to 
reject  a  Bill  intended  to  provide  for  the 
finance  of  the  year.  It  may  be  quite  true 
that  you  must  have  an  income  and  that 
it  must  be  got  in  some  way  ;  but  one 
would  have  expected  somethin<^  to  be 
said  in  defence  of  the  particular  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  proposes  to  raise  it, 
some  argument  that  a  special  form  of 
levying  a  tax  is  just  and  will  operate 
fairly  as  between  different  classes  of  the 
community.  If  you  want  us  to  accept 
your  financial  proposals,  it  is  not  enough 
to  say  baldly — "  We  must  have  the 
money,  and  we  can't  get  it  anywhere  else." 
Something  has  been  said  about  the 
danger  of  refusing  to  pass  this  measure 
because  Socialism  is  abroad.  That  argu- 
ment is  a  very  old  friend  ;  we  have 
heard  it  on  almost  every  subject  upon 
which  this  House  was  likely  to  take  a 
different  view  from  that  of  the  other 
House.  Surely  it  is  a  desirable  thing  we 
should  know  whether  it  is  true  that  land 
does  not  bear  its  fair  proportion  of  taxa- 
tion at  present.  I  understood  that  a 
Member  of  the  Government  had  pro- 
mised an  inquiry  upon  this  subject,  and 
it  was  said  that  if  it  should  turn  out  that 
land  was  unduly  taxed  the  injustice  should 
be  remedied.  But  I  am  afraid  from  the 
language  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  it 
is  a  predetermined  issue,  and  that  we  are 
going  into  this  inquiry  fettered  by  the 
declaration  of  a  Minister  that  land  is  not 
unjustly  taxed.  Are  not  local  improve- 
ments paid  for  out  of  rates,  and  are  not 
rates  levied  on  the  land  ?  It  may  be  true, 
as  Lord  Farrer  said,  that  the  occupier 
pays  ;  but  is  it  always  true  that  the  land 
that  pays  finds  the  money  ?  I  wish  the 
noble  Lord  had  heard  a  speech  I  recently 
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heard  by  a  tenaut  fanner  who,  speaklug 
upon  this  measure  to  his  owu  clafls,  said — 
^'  You  know  what  it  is  to  have  a  successor 
to  an  estate  who  has  not  got  much  money. 
You  know  the  difference  between  a  land- 
lord who  is  able  to  help  you  and  an  im- 
pecunious landlord/*  He  added  that  the 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  make  uiue- 
tenths  of  the  landlords  impecunious  for 
three  or  four  years  after  their  succession, 
the  very  time  when  they  most  wanted 
money  to  spend  on  their  estates.  This 
Bill  is  supposed  to  be  a  bid  for  the 
agricultural  vote  ;  it  is  supposed  that 
the  cry  *^  Tax  the  rich  and  let  go 
the  poor**  is  a  popular  cry  ;  but 
I  suspect  the  friends  of  the  Bill  will 
themselves  be  very  much  disappointed 
by  the  result.  The  question  has  been 
debated  by  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack whether  land  does  or  does  not  pay 
more  in  proportion  than  personalty.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  stated 
the  reason  why  land  was  exempted  from 
taxation  in  this  form,  and  it  was  because 
land  has  burdens  to  bear  which  person- 
alty has  not  in  the  way  of  rates  and 
charges.  Now,  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  was  one  of  the  great  autho- 
rities on  finance.  What  has  happened 
since  he  made  that  statement  ?  Has 
anything  been  taken  off  the  land  ?  The 
noble  Lord  says  there  have  been  subven- 
tions. Yes,  there  have  ;  but  ask  any 
person  who  is  acquainted  with  agriculture 
and  with  the  incidence  of  rating  and  the 
pressure  of  rates,  whether  these  subven- 
tions have  supplied  the  means  for  carry- 
ing on  the  agricultural  industry  to  any 
profitable  extent,  and  you  will  get  but 
one  answer,  and  that  in  the  negative. 
The  truth  is,  this  Bill  is  intended  to 
satisfy  a  cry  raiseil  by  the  London  County 
Council,  and  caught  up  in  other  parts  of 
the  country,  and  supposed  to  Ikj  a  popular 
cry.  That  appeiirs  to  l)e  the  defence,  if 
defence  it  can  be  called,  of  this  measure. 
There  are  a  variety  of  things  in  this  Bill 
which  really  are  not  things  applicable  to 
the  Budget  at  all,  and  it  is  impossible 
not  to  see  that  you  are  endeavouring  in 
this  Bill  not  merely  to  impose  a  tem- 
porary charge  on  land,  but  that  you  are 
endeavouring  to  alter  the  law  for  all 
time.  I  observed  that  once  or  twice  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
referred  to  the  Bill  as  if  it  were  a  thing 
of  a  year.     In  one  sense  that  is  true ;  but 

Lord  llalsbury 


do  not  noble  Lords  contemplate  that  this 
is  to  be  the  relation  between  personalty 
and  realty  hereafter  in  all  Budget  Bills  ? 
Or  is  it  true  that  there  is  to  be  an  en- 
hancement of  those  duties — a  further 
driving  in  of  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  ? 
My  Lords,  I  congratulate  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  has  not  done  that  which  was  done 
elsewhere — namely,  bring  out  the  fanciful 
theory  that  the  State  has  a  right  to  take 
anything  it  pleases  upon  the  succession 
to  property.  That  appears  to  have  been 
an  argument  that  was  treated  with  great 
respect  in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  am 
glad  we  have  not  heard  that  argument 
here.     I  do  not  know  distinctlv  what  it 

0 

means.  I  suppose  that  as  a  mere  plati- 
tude it  is  true,  because  the  law  permits 
it.  But  our  system  of  law  is  founded  on 
our  constitutional  system ;  you  have  no 
more  right  to  prevent  the  disposition  of 
a  man*s  property  after  his  death  than 
during  his  life.  Admitting  that  all  are 
to  l>e  taxed  equally,  you  have  no  right 
to  demand  more  from  one  man  than 
another,  and  it  seems  to  me  that,  liecanse 
property  is  turned  from  money  into  laud, 
you  have  no  more  right  to  t4ix  it  exces- 
sively in  the  one  case  than  in  the  other. 
It  seems  to  me  the  Bill  is  to  be  a  hostile 
demonstration  against  the  owners  of  laud. 
Let  me  take  one  clause  which  is  grossly 
unjust,  but  it  is  rather  as  indicating  the 
spirit  which  has  dictated  the  Bill  than 
that  the  thing  is  of  cardinal  importance. 
You  have  objects  of  art,  family  portraits 
which  are  of  value  because  they  are  por- 
traits of  the  ancestors.  Some  of  them 
are  of  great  commercial  value.  They  are 
to  be  part  of  the  property  liable  for  taxa- 
tion, and  although  they  go  as  heirlooms, 
and  are  settled,  you  may  sell  them  if  you 
cannot  otherwise  pay  the  duties.  They 
may,  therefore,  be  scattered.  The  noble 
Lord  says  the  things  will  remain  in 
England,  although  they  are  sold.  Will 
they  .^  Are  you  sure  that  the  best 
market  for  family  pictures  by  some  of 
the  great  artists  of  the  last  century  is  in 
England  ?  I  should  have  thought  the 
experience  of  everybody  would  have  told 
him  that  the  exact  contrary  is  the  fact. 
That  is  an  illustration  of  the  hostile 
spirit  towards  the  landed  aristocracy 
which  runs  through  the  Bill.  It  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  popular  cry.  I  believe  the 
supposition  to  be  a  mist-ake.  It  is  not  a 
j>opular  cry  ;  but  whether  it  'be  or  not, 
those  who  want  to  defend  this  Budget 
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must  not  Msame  as  a  fact  the  question  iu 
debate*'— namely,  whether  there  is  an 
eqnal  taxation  of  realty  and  personalty. 
The  qnestion  which  we  contend  and 
which  yon  have  not  even  affected  to  dis- 
prove is  that  land  at  this  moment,  nnder 
the  present  law,  and  without  reference 
to  this  Bill  at  all,  bears  a  taxation  dis* 
proportionate  to  its  value,  and  that  you 
have  no  right  to  increase  it. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-moi*row. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (Na  14)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  17)  BILL.— (No.  123.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LAND    REGISTRY. 

Report  respecting;  presented  (by  com- 
mand) on  the  l/th  instant ;  to  be 
printed.     (No.  177.) 

.  PREVENTION  '  OF  CRUELTY  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL  [hx.].-(No.  169.) 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consoli- 
dation Bills  with  Amendments,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow ;  aqd  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  178.) 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.--(No.  126.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  S""  To- 
morrow. 

COPYHOLD  CONSOLIDATION  BILL  [h.l.] 

(No.  171.) 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee,  and  that  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  (L.  Tweedmouth)  do 
take  the  Chair  in  the  said  Committee  iu 
the  absence  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees :  ^  agreeii  to  :  House  in  Com- 
mittee accordingly  :  The  Amendments 
proposed  by  the  Joint  Committee  made  : 
Standing  Committee  negatived :  The 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To<^morrow. 


PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL.— (No.  174.) 
Amendments   reported   (according    to 

Order),  and    Bill    to    be  read    3»    To- 


morrow. 


BOARDS  OF  CONCILIATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

(No.  112.) 
Amendments  reported   (according   to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 


VALUATION     OF    LANDS     (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [h.l.]. 
(No.  163.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order)  ;  Amend- 
ments made ;    Bill   passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 


NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read 
1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2^  To- 
morrow (The  Lord  Privy  Seal  [L. 
Tweedmouth.il     (No.  179.) 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read 
1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  To- 
morrow (The  Lord  Privy  Seal  [Z, 
Tweedmouth.^     (No.  180.) 

Hoase  adjourncil  at  a  quarter  before  Eight 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  26th  July  1894. 


PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 


BRISTOL   TRAMWAYS   BILL   [Zarrf*] 
(by   Order). 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peter- 
borough) begged  to  move  the  following 
clause : — 
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leairue  (Mr.  TownseDd),  that  there  might 
be  excf^ptional  ocoasioDS  when  the  Cor- 
poration shoald  have  this  8U8peQtM>rj 
power,  such  ae,  for  iustanoe,  as  he  had 
said,  during  the  holding  of  agricultoral 
shows 

The  president  of  thb  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryoe,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  entirely  in  favour  of  the 
arrangement  arrived  at,  which,  I  think, 
is  one  that  the  House  might  fairly 
sanction  for  the  convenience  of  all 
concerned. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

QUESTIONS. 


"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Company  to 
take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  any  bank  or  other 
public  holiday  any  higher  rates  or  charges  than 
those  levied  by  them  on  ordinary  week-days." 

He  said  he  was  pleased  to  say  the  Bristol 
Tramways  Company  bad  met  him,  and 
bad  agreed  to  accept  the  clause,  with  the 
addition  of  the  words  *'  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Corporation  "  after  the  word 
"  lawful."  The  Company  had  met  him 
in  a  very  friendly  way.  Tramways  bad 
proved  to  be  of  great  use  in  this  country, 
but  he  thought  these  extra  fares  on 
Sundays  and  holidays  ought  not  to  be 
allowed.  He  did  not  think  the  addition 
which  he  had  accepted  would  injure  his 
object,  which  he  had  always  pursued 
with  regard  to  other  Tramway  Companies. 
He  was  only  following  out  a  course 
which  affected  all  the  tramways  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  was  pleased  to 
say  that  at  the  present  moment  he  had 
got  this  clause  inserted  in  all  the  Tram- 
way Bills  which  had  come  before  the 
House,  and  he  thought  the  Tramway 
Companies  had  been  wise  in  meeting  his 
views.  He  would  now  simply  move  the 
clause,  with  the  addition  of  the  words  he 
had  mentioned. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  TOWNSEND  (Bristol,  N.)  said, 
he  believed  the  clause  would  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  citizens  of  Bristol. 
The  clause  in  its  amended  form  was 
necessary  so  as  to  enable  the  Company  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Corporation  to 
charge  higher  fares  on  occasions  when 
large  agricultural  or  other  shows  were 
held  in  the  city,  when  there  would  be 
many  thousands  of  people,  and  when  the 
imposition  of  the  extra  fares  would  be 
for  the  public  interest  and  convenience. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES (Mr.  Mellor,  York,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  said,  lie  had  only  to  say  that  if 
the  clause,  us  amended,  hud  been  pro- 
posed to  the  Committee  on  Unopposed 
Bills  it  would  have  been  accepted.  He 
had  now  no  objection  to  the  clause. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  understoml  that  the  Com- 
pany had  no  desire  to  exercise  these 
powers  ;  but  he  agreed  with  hishon.  col- 

Mr.  A,  C,  Morton 


TRAINING  BOYS  FOB  SKA. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  repre- 
sentations recently  made  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  is  intended  to 
take  any  steps  to  secure  a  more  practical 
training  for  boys  entering  the  sea  service  ? 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  8.) : 
^Y  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  question,  which  concerns  the 
training  of  boys  for  the  Mercantile 
Marine  more  directly  than  it  affects  the 
Royal  Navy.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  representations  referred 
to  in  the  question  have  not  been  lost 
sight  of,  but  the  matter  is  surrounded 
with  difficulties,  and,  desirous  as  I  am  to 
take  any  steps  that  can  tend  to  secure  a 
full  supply  of  well-trained  boys  for  the 
Merchant  Service,  I  cannot  venture  to 
say  more  at  present  than  that  the  matter 
will  continue  to  engage  my  earnest 
consideration. 

SCHOOL    ACCOMMODATION     IN 
WESTMINSTER. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
is  he  aware  that,  as  the  result  of  a  Peti- 
tion demanding  free  schooling,  the  Edu- 
cation Department  wrote  to  the  London 
School  Board  on  16th  May,  1898,  say- 
ing that  the  Board  should  at  once  begin 
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to  build  for  600  places  on  the  St. 
George's  Row  site  (W estminster,  XI); 
that  on  1st  August,  1893,  they  repeated 
this  reoommeadatioD,  adding  that  the  cir^ 
cumstaDces  call  for  the  immediate  provi- 
sion of  the  school,  and  refusing  to 
sanction  the  abandonment  of  the  site  on 
the  ground  of  the  delay  that  would  be 
involved  ;  and  that  the  Board  in  reply  to 
this  suggestion  wrote  on  the  19th  April, 
1894,  saying  that,  if  their  Lordships  so 
desire,  they  will  erect  a  temporary 
school,  while  refusing  to  build  a  perma- 
nent one ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
nothing  has  been  done  towards  the  pro- 
vision of  this  school ;  and  whether,  see- 
ing that  more  than  a  year  has  elapsed 
since  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  reported 
that  -the  free  places  were  needed  and  the 
Department  wrote  that  the  provision  of 
the  school  was  immediately  required,  he 
will  take  steps  to  secure  to  the  parents 
their  statutory  rights  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  The  facts  are  sub- 
stantially as  stated  in  the  question.  I 
believe  that  nothing  has  yet  been  done 
by  the  Board  towards  providing  a  school 
upon  the  site  referred  to.  I  have  now 
directed  a  letter  to  be  sent  to  the  Board, 
stating  that  they  should  at  once  proceed 
with  the  erection  of  a  temporary  school, 
and  I  will  consider  what  further  steps  it 
may  be  necessary  to  take,  if  they  do  not 
at  once  proceed  to  provide  it. 

SCHOOL    ACCOMMODATION    IN 
LAMBBTH. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  with  reference  to 
the  letter  from  the  Education  Depart- 
ment to  the  London  School  Board  on 
17th  of  February  last  stating  that  it  was 
necessary,  in  order  to  supply  the  defi- 
ciency, that  the  Board  should  build  for  not 
less  than  660  in  Block  H  of  West  Lam- 
beth, whether  the  Board  are  making  this 
provision  or  have  undertaken  to  do  so  ; 
if  not,  what  steps  he  will  take  to  enforce 
complianoe  with  the  orders  of  the  De- 
partment and  to  secure  the  provision  of 
this  accommodation,  which  was  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Department  in  August, 
1889  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND:  The  facts  are  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  Depart- 
ment, no  doabt,  has  very  large  powers  in 


dealing  with  School  Boards  on  matters 
of  this  kind,  but  I  have  not  yet  decided 
what  further  steps  to  take. 

THE  DEFENCE  OF  SIERRA  LEONE. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  the  de- 
tachment of  garrison  artillery,  shown  by 
the  distribution  lists  of  the  Royal  Regi- 
ment of  Artillery  for  June,  1894,  to  be 
the  Sierra  Leone  detachment,  and  sta- 
tioned at  Devouport,  is  the  detachment 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  Sierra  Leone 
in  the  event  of  war,  and  commonly 
known  as  the  Sierra  Leone  emergency 
detachment :  whether  the  intention  is 
that  that  detachment,  with  or  without  a 
theoretic  increase  on  mobilisation  in  the 
event  of  war,  is  afterwards  to  be  des- 
patched to  Sierra  Leone ;  whether  the 
existing  garrison  on  the  spot  consists 
only  of  the  headquarters  and  two  or  three 
compiinies  of  a  battalion  of  the  West 
India  Regiment,  of  a  company  of  native 
sappers,  and  of  a  detachment  of  native 
gunners  ;  and  whether  inquiry  has  ever 
been  made  into  the  possibility  of  increas- 
ing the  coloured  force,  capable  of  sup- 
porting the  climate,  for  the  defence  of 
this  coaling  station  and  anchorage,  which 
have  been  officially  declared  to  be  neces- 
sary to  the  Navy  for  the  security  of  the 
Cape  route  in  time  of  war  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  It  is  not  usual  to  state 
publicly  the  detailed  provision  made  for 
defence  of  coal  stations,  but  I  shall  be 
glad  to  furnish  privately  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  answer  to  his  inquiries. 

THE  LINN  OF  DEE. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  would  communicate  with  the 
County  Council,  or  other  Loctil  Autho- 
rity, so  that  steps  might  be  taken  for  the 
proper  protection  and  preservation  of  the 
Linn  of  Dee  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Having  regard  to  the  in- 
formation which  I  have  already  received 
and  communicated  to  the  hon.  Member, 
I  do  not  see  what  further  steps  I  can 
take,  or  should  take,  in  the  matter.  None 
of  the  local  bodies  have  approached  me 
on  the  subject. 
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BOROUGH  MAYORS  AND  THE  COUNTY 

BKNCH. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  (Worcester,  Bewd- 
lej)  :  I  beg  to  Mk  the  Presideut  of  the 
Local  GoverDmeut  Board  whether,  imder 
The  Local  Goverumeut  Act,  1894,  the 
Major  of  a  borough  (other  than  a  county 
borough)  will,  as  ChairmaD  of  a  District 
Couucil,  be  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for 
the  county  in  which  the  borough  is 
flituated,  iis  well  as  an  ex  officio  Borough 
Justice  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevke,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  am 
advised  that  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1894,  the  Mayor  of  a  borough 
other  than  a  county  l)orough  will  be  en- 
titled to  act  as  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for 
the  county  in  which  the  borough  is 
situate. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  :  I  presume  he  would 
have  to  qualify  twice,  both  as  a  borough 
and  as  a  county  Justice  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  presume 
so,  but  I  cannot  say. 

POLICE  PROSECUTIONS  AT  ATHY. 

Mr.  MINCH  (Kildare,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Constabulary  at  Athy, 
County  Kildnre,  frame  their  summons 
under  the  Towns  Improvement  Act  for 
offences  committed  in  the  town  in  their 
own  names  in  a  large  number  of  cases, 
and  not  in  the  name  of  the  Town  Com- 
missioners ;  whether  the  fines  thus  in- 
flicted are  diverted  from  being  wholly 
applied  in  relief  of  the  town  rate,  as  only 
a  small  portion  of  them  are  so  applied 
when  the  cases  are  brought  forward  in 
that  way  ;  and  whether  he  will  com- 
municate with  the  Inspector  General 
with  a  view  of  having  this  irregularity 
rectified  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  The  facts  are  as  stateil 
in  the  first  and  second  paragraphs.  The 
prosecution  by  the  police  in  such  cases 
was  irregular  and  contrary  to  rule,  unless 
of  course  the  Town  Commissioners  re- 
fused to  take  proceedings  ;  but  it  does 
not  appear  that  the  Commissioners  did  so 
refuse,  and  directions  have  been  issued 
with  a  view  to  the  avoidance  of  any 
similar  mistake  in  future. 


THE  GODLEY  ESTATE  TENANTRY. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask   the  Chief   Secretary   to   the   Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Land 
CommlBsioo   are  aware    that   numerous 
complaints  have  been  made  by  the  tenaDts 
ou  the  Grodley  Estate,  South  Leitrim,  as 
to  the  serious  delay  and  obstacles  placed 
in  the  way  of  the  purchase  of  their  hold- 
ings   by   the   landlord's   solicitor;    that 
Bernard  Rourke,  of  Toome,  Carrigallen, 
was   one    of    60    tenants    who    signed 
agreements   to    purchase  their  holdings 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act  in  April,  1990 ; 
that  the  Laud  Commission  Inspector  and 
Surveyer  examined  his  farm  at  the  same 
time  as  that  of  the  other  tenants,  and 
though  he  paid  three  half-yearly  instal- 
ments  of  interest   to  the   solicitor,    his 
agreement  to  purchase  was  nilled  ;  that 
in  December,  1892,  the  landlord's  solicitor 
asked  this  tenant  to  pay  up  the  interest, 
and  that  he  could  buy  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Act  of  1891,  and  that  after  the 
tenant  had  been  threatened  to  be  sued  for 
old  arrears  of  rent,  he  was  sent  for  signa- 
ture an  agreement    to  purchase   which 
omitted  a  bog  in  his  possession   for  40 
years ;  and  whether  the  Land  Commis- 
sion will  order  an  inquiry  into  this   case, 
and  the  general  treatment  of  the   tenant 
purchasers  on  this  estate  by  the  vendor*a 
solicitor  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
mission  are  aware  that  complaints  have 
been  made  by  the  tenants  on  the  Godley 
Estate,  County  Leitrim,  as  to  the  non- 
lodgment  of  agreements  for  purchase 
which  are  alleged  to  have  been  exe- 
cuted by  the  tenants  during  the  year 
1890.  As  to  the  case  of  Bernard  Rourke, 
no  application  for  a  loan  to  enable  him  to 
purchase  his  holding  was  ever  filed,  either 
under  the  Ashbourne  Acts  or  the  Pur- 
chase of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1891.  The 
holding  was  inspected  in  November, 
18^)0,  at  the  request  of  tho  solicitor  for 
the  vendor,  in  view  of  an  agreement  being 
entered  into.  The  Commissioners  have 
no  knowledge  of  any  further  proceedings 
as  to  this  case.  Almost  all  the  applica- 
tions lodged  on  this  estate  under  the 
Ashbourne  Acts  and  the  Act  of  1891 
have  been  closed,  and  the  Commissioners 
state  that  they  have  no  power  to  order  an 
inquiry  either  into  the  case  of  Bernard 
Rourke  or  with  reference  as  to  the  general 
treatment  of  the  tenants  by  the  vendor's 
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•oltcitor.    This   U  a  nutttef'  altogether 
betweeo  the  tenanta  aud  the  vendor. 

TBBA8URV  APPBECIATION  OS" 
BEAVERY. 

Ma.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth) 
I  beg  to  Bflk  the  Secretary  for 
Sootlaad  whether  he  receatly  recom- 
mended the  Treasury  to  grant  a  gratuitjr 
to  3Ir.  Nicol  UcNicolI  for  saving  from 
drowning  at  great  riak  to  hU  own  life 
and  handing  over  to  the  police  an 
escaped  convict  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
groonds  the  Treasury  refusod  to  bestow 
the  gratuity  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Yes,  Sir;  I 
put  forward  the  claim  referred  to  upon 
tlie  recommcndatioD  of  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners,  but  the  Treasury  did  not  con- 
sider that  the  merits  of  the  case  justified 
the  payment  of  a  gratuity  out  of  the 
public  Exchequer. 

LODOH  KEY  FLOODS. 
Mr.  TULLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  can  state 
if  the  Board  of  Works  are  aware  that 
600  acres  of  low>Iying  lands  surrounding 
Loiigh  Key  are  annuaUy  flooded  owing 
to  the  locks  on  the  portion  of  the  river 
leading  to  the  Shannon  at  Knockvicar 
being  maintained  at  a  certain  level  for 
the  purpose  of  boat  traffic  ;  whether 
is  aware  that  traffic  by  trading  boats 
this  portion  of  the  river  has  ceased  for 
years  past ;  aud  whether,  ns  on  other 
portions  of  theShaanouand  its  tributaries, 
measures  have  been  taken  in  recent  years 
to  regulate  the  level  of  the  water  so  as 
to  prevent  flooding  of  the  low-lying  lands, 
he  is  prepared  to  recommend  that  the 
Board  of  Works  proceed  to  have  the 
looks  at  Knookvicar  lowered  so  as  to  put 
an  eud  to  the  inundations  complained  of 
in  the  neiglibourhood  of  Lough  Key  ? 

The  secretary  to  tmz  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
I  am  informed  that  the  statutable  depth 
of  water  atKnockvicar,  which  is  theont- 
let  for  Lough  Key,  must  be  maintained  as 
forming  portion  of  the  tShannou  Naviga- 
tion, and  t^  Board  of  Works  have  no 
record  of  .'flooding  beiiig  caused  by  the 
look  in  qeeaiion.  It  is  not  a  fact  that 
the  traflt  through  this  branch  of  the 
Shanoov  Navigation  has  ceased  for  years 
past,  tfathgh  no  dooht  it  is  not  important. 
Tha  woi^of  regulation  in  other  parts  of 


the  Shannon  has  not  extended  to  this 
portion  of  the  navigation,  nor  is  such  in 
any  way  necessary. 

LUNAGV   BBPOBTH. 

Dr.KENNY  (DabliD,CollegeGr«eu): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
when  the  anuaal  Report  of  the  Scotch 
Lunacy  BoMtl  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament  ? 

SiK  G.  TREVELYAN :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  General  Board  of  Lniukcy 
for  Sootland  that  their  annual  Report 
will  be  transmitted  bo  tne  on  Monday 
next,  when  I  shall  present  it  to  Par- 
liament. 

Dr.  KENNY:  What  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay  in  forwarding  the  Report  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  This  is  the 
usual  time  when  it  has  been  brought  for- 
ward. 1  called  (or  a  special  Report  from 
the  Lunacy  Board  as  to  their  opinion 
upon  the  cause  of  the  increase  of  lunacy 
in  Scotland,  I  also  hurried  the  Board 
tonlay,  aud  I  hope  to  get  a  Report  soou. 
My  hon.  Friend  will  remember  that  it 
took  some  time  to  get  the  Irish  Report, 
and  that  these  special  Reports  cannot  bo 
expected  quite  yet,  but  I  will  see  tliat  it 
is  presented  as  soon  aa  possible. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  hog  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  tu  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  when  the  annual  Report  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Lunatics  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Mr.  J.MOKLEY;  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  a  similar  question  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  20th  instant,  the  In- 
spectors hope  to  have  the  Report  ready 
for  presentation  befwo  the  1st  M 
August, 

Dr.  KENNY  :  What  is  the  cause  for 
the  delay  in  presenting  Reports  of  this 
kind  ?  Formerly  they  were  laid  on  the 
Table  during  the  first  three  months  of 
the  Sessiou. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  The  Report  wiU 
be  laid  in  good  time.  I  do  not  think  there 
has  been  any  unreasonable  delay. 

PERTH  CITY  POLICE. 
Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  be 
has  received  a  Petition  from  the  Perth 
City  Police  relative  to  their  services  and 
\iont  ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  he  pro- 
poses to  take  thereon  P 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  !  What  does  the  right  hon.  Genfle- 


1007  Richmond  Prison,  {COMMONS} 


Dmbtin. 


1008 


man  propose  to  do  in  reference  to  a 
•imilar  Petition  from  Edinburgh  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  re- 
ceived  the  Memorial  in  question,  but  for 
the  reasons  stated  by  me  in  my  reply  on 
the  12th  instant  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  South  Division  of  Edinburgh,  I  am 
unable  to  hold  out  any  present  prospect 
of  legislation  on  the  subject.  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  not  think  me  discourteous 
in  referring  them  to  that  answer. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  Is 
not  the  payment  of  police  pensions  en- 
tirely a  matter  for  Local  Authorities  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  dealt  with 
that  point  in  the  answer.  I  have  not 
received  any  expressions  of  dissatisfac- 
tion from  any  Local  Authority  with 
regard  to  the  present  system. 

PRBSTON  barracks,  BRIGHTON. 

Mr.  LODER  (Brighton) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  can  now  state  how  soon 
arrangements  will  be  made  for  sending  a 
regiment  to  the  Preston  Barracks,  Brigh- 
ton, which  have  Iteen  vacant  for  several 
mouths  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  is  still  no  cavalry  regiment  avail- 
able for  stationing  at  Brighton,  and  it 
cannot  be  stateil  when  arrangements 
will  be  made  for  sending  one  there. 

COAL  DDST  EXPLOSIONS. 

Mu.  WOODS  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Ince)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors to  still  further  prosecute  the  ex- 
periments in  regard  to  the  alleged  dan- 
gerous nature  of  coal  dust  in  initiating 
and  intensifying  explosions  in  coal 
mines  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  would 
recommend  that  in  any  future  experi- 
ments tests  should  l>e  made  in  the  under- 
ground workings  as  well  as  in  the 
shafts  ? 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydfil)  :  At  the  same  time  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if,  in  view  of  the 
doubt  still  existing  in  the  minds  of  many 
persons  engaged  in  colliery  operations  as 
to  the  effect  of  coal  dust  in  producing 
and  intensifying  explosions  in  mines,  he 
will  cause  experiments  similar  to  those 
made  by  Mr.  Hall  at  Ormskirk,  and  at 
the  South  port  and  Big  Lady  pits,  to  be 
made  in  other  mining  districts,  especially 

Viscount  Wohner 


in  South  Wales,  so  as  to  give  to  those 
resident  in  the  various  districts  an  oppor- 
tunity of  witnessing  them. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  will  answer  the 
two  questions  together.  Mr.  HalFs  ex* 
periments  show  that  a  coal  dust  explo- 
sion may  be  initiated  without  fire-damp, 
and  throw  valuable  light  upon  the  de- 
grees of  dangerousness  of  different  dusts 
and  different  explosives.  The  Com- 
missioners have  expressed  a  decided 
opinion  that  no  more  experiments  are 
required,  and  that  the  matter  is  ripe  for 
legislation,  and  in  that  opinion  I  concur. 

Mr.  woods  :  Is  it  not  a  faot  that 
the  experiments  carried  out  by  Mr.  Hall 
are  made  by  him  in  the  shafts,  which 
would  produce  very  different  resalts  to 
experiments  made  in  the  underground 
'  workings,  where  alone  the  ordinary  oon* 
ditions  of  mining  will  be  found  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That,  of  course,  is 
a  matter  on  which  I  must  defer  to  those 
who  possess  particular  knowledge  of 
such  questions,  such  as  my  hon.  Friend 
himself  possesses ;  but  I  think  I  may 
fortify  myself  on  the  findings  of  the 
Royal  Commission  as  to  the  danger  of 
explosion  from  this  cause,  and  I  think 
that  legislation  may  be  safely  entered 
upon  in  our  present  state  of  knowledge, 
and  that  I  may  add  is  a  view  which,  I 
think,  the  House  and  the  Government 
will  adopt. 

Mk.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  But  cannot 
the  experiments  be  made  in  South  Wales 
so  that  people  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  judging  for  themselves  ?  That  is  the 
object  of  my  question. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  believe  that  many 
of  the  experiments  have  been  made  with 
coal  dust  taken  from  the  South  Wales 
collieries.  I  think  that  the  evidence  of 
the  witnesses  given  before  the  Royal 
Commission  in  reference  to  the  experi- 
ments would  justify  steps  being  taken  in 
the  matter,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
l>eople  of  South  Wales  will  very  willingly 
adopt  that  view. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS :  From  how 
many  South  Wales  collieries  was  coal 
dust  obtained  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  I  cannot  say. 

^      RICHMOND  PRISON,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Loutb,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the   Secretary  of   State  for 
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Wax  on  what  teaure  the  War  Dapart- 
ment  held  Bicbmond  Prison,  Dublin  ; 
what  is  the  instrumeDt  of  letting  ;  and 
who  signs  the  receipts  for  rent  ? 

Mr.  CAUPB£LL-BAXNERMAN  : 
The  first  two  qaeations  have  already  been 
ukswered  bj  mj  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland.  The  persons 
who  si^n  the  receipts  for  rent  are  Junes 
Sandennan  Wiuter,  Henry  Hayes,  Ed- 
mund  W.  Eyre,  and  John  Doyle. 

Mb.T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  because  I 
oould  not  get  any  reply  from  the  right 
hon.  6«ntleman  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
I  put  this  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  could  not  get  from  him 
any  statement  as  to  what  was  the  tenure 
on  which  the  Prisons  Board  allowed  the 
War  Office  to  occupy  this  prison. 

Hb.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
tloder  the  clause  of  the  statute  dealing 
with  this  matter  the  prison  is  handed 
over  to  the  War  Office  for  use  for  a 
public  purpose — namely,  as  a  barroclE, 
and  so  long  as  it  is  employed  for  that 
pnrpose  it  remains  in  the  possessi 
occupation  of  the  publio  departmeDt  so 
using  it,  subject  to  the  payment  of  the 
ground  rent  When  the  user  ceases  it 
will  revert,  after  a  brief  interval,  to  the 
original  authorities  who  held  it  before 
the  legislation  came  into  effect. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
prevent  the  Prisons  Board  from  exacting 
£1,000  a  rear  or  £10,000  a  year  from 
the  War  Office,  or  serving  them  with  a 
notice  to  quit  if  they  do  not  pay  it  " 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
X  hope  they  will  not  do  it.  The  statute 
lays  down  that  the  building  may  be  used 
for  any  public  purpose,  although  we  pay 
no  rent  to  the  Prisons  Board  ;  and  the 
option,  so  far  as  the  option  exists,  is  our 
option,  not  theirs. 

Us.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wiU  call 
attention  to  this  matter,  which  is  a  grave 
matter  so  for  as  the  citizens  of  Dublii 
Are  concerned,  on  the  first  opportunity. 

Dr.  KENNY :  I  wUh  to  ask  thi 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  the  War 
Office  Authorities  in  their  controversy 
with  the  Dublin  Corporation  over  the 
main  druoage  scheme  take  into  con- 
«ideration  the  fact  that  they  enjoy  tbie 

building  without  rent  as  a  reason  tor  not    that  I  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
lanung  an  exorbitant  sum  from  the  |  existence    of   classificatiou    was    advan- 


Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[t  is  quite  true  that  a  public  department 
gets  the  use  of  this  building  witho'it  pay- 
ing any  rent,  and  that  this  is  put  forward 
as  a  grievance  by  the  Dublin  Corporation. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Dublin  Corpora- 
tion under  the  same  statute  have  been 
relieved  of  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
prisons  within  their  borders. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  With  all  respect,  that 
is  no  answer  to  my  question.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  the  Dublin 
Corporation  gets  no  rent  for  this 
building  when  he  comes  to  deal  with 
them  over  the  main  drainage  question 
in  which  the  War  Office  Authorities  are 
endeavouring  to  extract  £100,000  from 
the  citizens  of  Dublm  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair  that  that 
statement  should  be  made.  I  do  not  think 
the  two  things  have  anything  to  do  with 
each  other,  nor  do  I  think  tliat  under  any 
circumstances  the  War  Office,  being  a 
publio  Department,  should  pay  rent  for 
this  building  to  the  Dublin  Corporation. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  many 
disused  prisons  in  England  were  banded 
over  to  the  War  Office  for  barracks,  and 
bow  many  were  turned  into  playgrounds 
and  opeo  sites  F 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  cannot  say. 

Dr.  KENNT  :  I  beg  also  to  give 
notice  that  on  Monday  next  I  shall  call 
attention  to  this  matter  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

CLASSIFICATION  IN  THB  POST  OFFICE 
Viscount  WOLMEB  .-  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether,  in  view 
of  the  approaching  discussion  on  the 
Post  Office  Estimates,  he  is  able  to 
inform  the  Honse  of  the  grounds  on 
which  he  stated  to  the  telegraph  clerks 
in  the  Memorandum  of  25th  June,  18!f4, 
that  the  abolition  of  classificatioD,  as 
unanimously  desired  by  that  body,  would 
be  detrimental  to  its  interests  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEir,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  noble  Lord  will,  of  course,  under- 
stand that  it  is  impossible  in  answer  to  a 
question  to  deal  adequately  with  a  sub- 
ject of  this  importance,  but  I  may  say 
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aJBcertaiuing  that  iu  every  case  in  LoDdon, 
and  in  the  vaet  majority  of  cases  in  the 
Provinces,  the  men  promoted  from  the 
Second  to  the  First  Class  had  not  attaiue<l 
the  maximum  of  their  class,  and  there- 
fore obtained  a  distinct  pecuniary  benefit 
from  their  promotion.  But  I  must  point 
out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  1  defended 
classification  not  only  in  the  interests  of 
the  staff  as  a  whole,  but  in  the  interests 
of  its  more  able  members  and  of  the 
Public  Service.  Its  abolition  would,  in 
my  opinion,  place  all  the  telegraphists  on 
a  common  plane,  while  its  existence 
enables  the  heads  of  tbe  Department  to 
advance  men  of  conspicuous  ability  and 
merit,  and  thus  supply  the  incentive  to 
exertion  which  is  at  the  root  of  all 
progress. 

THE  BIRKENHEAD  LAIRA.GE8. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  the  additional  room 
provided  by  the  Mersey  Dock  Board  at 
Birkenhead  lairages  was  from  ^^un- 
scheduled "  to  "  scheduled "  lairs,  and 
the  cattle  also  being  transferred  at  same 
time  actually  reduced  rather  than  in- 
creased former  accommodation  ;  whether 
he  is  aAvare  that  the  scheme  of  extension 
at  a  considerable  distance  from  the  lairage 
proper  was  carried  out  by  the  Dock 
Board  contrary  to  the  wishes  and  caution 
of  the  trade  ;  Avhether  the  tratle  is  ever 
consulted  directly  or  indirectly  by  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  Inspectors  ;  and 
whether  the  Dock  Board  Avharves  are 
used  indiscriminately  as  reception  lair- 
ages contrary  to  the  Order  in  Council  .** 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. H.Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  The  additional 
accommodation  provided  by  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board  at  the  Foreign 
Animals  Wharf  at  Wallasey  during  the 
year  1893  was  in  part  obtained  by  the 
absorption  of  a  portion  of  the  space  pre- 
viously used  as  a  landing  place  for  cattle 
not  subject  to  the  requirement  of 
slaughter ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  could 
be  said  until  quite  recently  that  the 
alteration  in  the  arrangements  with  re- 
gard to  Canadian  cattle  rendered  the 
accommodation  at  the  wharf  less  adequate 
than  before,  inasmuch  as  the  falling  off 
in  the  trade  last  year  more  than  equalled 
the  total  number  of  cattle  landed  at 
Liverpool  from  Canada.     With  regard  to 

Mr.  A.  Morley 


the  changes  made  last  year,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  trade  were  consulted  by 
the  Dock  Board  at  the  time,  but  that  the 
Board  found  it  impracticable  to  adopt 
the  only  alternative  suggested.  It  it 
certainly  my  wish  that  the  Inspectors  of 
the  Board  should  make  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  views  of  the  trade 
upon  matters  with  which  we  have  io 
deal.  With  regard  to  the  character  of 
the  arrangements  at  Liverpool  we  have  no 
complaint  to  make.  They  afford  adequate 
security  against  the  introduction  of 
disease,  and  satisfactorily  carry  out 
the  objects  and  intentions  of  our  Order. 

THE  GENERAL  REGISTER  OFFICE. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  can  state  why,  in  the 
case  of  any  index  compiler  and  statistical 
abstractor  recently  appointed  to  the 
General  Register  Office,  the  ordipary 
practice  of  the  service  has  been  departed 
from  ;  and  why  his  earnings  of  98.  9d. 
per  day  during  the  last  12  months'  ser- 
vice as  a  temporary  registered  copyist 
were  not  allowed  to  him  instead  of  a 
commencing  salary  of  8s.  per  day,  see- 
ing that  no  part  of  such  service  was 
rendered  in  the  Census  Office  during  the 
Census  of  1891  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  de^mrture  from  the  ordinary  prac- 
tice in  the  matter  referred  to.  The  pay 
of  9s.  9d.  a  day  quoted  by  my  hou. 
Friend  included  payment  for  temporary 
work  connected  with  the  Census,  and  is 
not  an  element  in  the  calculation  of  the 
initial  salarv  of  an  abstractor. 

THE  STATE  OF  WEXFORD. 

Mr.  T.  J.  HEALY  (Wexford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
at  the  Summer  Assizes  in  the  County  of 
Wexford  just  concluded  there  was  no 
criminal  case  for  trial ;  that  at  the  Spring 
Assizes  of  this  year  there  was  only  one 
trifling  case  of  theft  for  trial  from  the 
county  ;  that  at  the  last  Winter  Assizes 
there  was  no  criminal  case  from  the 
county  ;  that  at  the  Hilary  and  Easter 
Quarter  Sessions  in  both  divisions  of  the 
county  the  County  Court  Judge  was 
presented  with  white  gloves  ;  and  that 
notwithstanding  this  crimeless  condition 
of  the  county  the  people  of  W^^xford  are 
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this  jear  called  on  to  pay  the  large 
sum  of  £784  for  extra  police;  and 
whether  he  will  take  immediate  steps  to 
relieve  the  people  of  the  county  from 
such  a  heavy  tax  by  giving  orders  for 
the  removal  of  the  extra  police  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBL£Y  :  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  very  gratifying  facts 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
general  state-of  the  County  Wexford.  The 
charge  for  extra  police  for  the  past  year 
is  correctly  stated  at  £784,  and  has  been 
solely  necessitated  by  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances which  exist  on  one  particular  pro- 
perty in  the  county.  The  strength  of 
the  extra  force,  which  numbered  25  men 
when  the  present  Government  acceded  to 
Office,  has  been  reduced  to  15  men,  its 
present  strength,  and  the  question  of 
making  a  still  further  reduction  is  now 
under  consideration. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  stated  on  Saturday  last  that  there 
was  no  person  in  the  county  under  police 
protection  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  He  may  have 
made  that  statement,  but  it  does  not 
follow  that  extra  police  are  not  required. 

.NEW  ROSS  POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  is  he  aware  that 
letters  from  Wexford  are  allowed  to  lie 
in  the  New  Ross  Post  Office  23  hours 
before  bein^  sent  out  to  the  country  sub* 
offices  ;  and  that  a  letter  posted  in  New- 
bawn,  a  sub-office  of  the  New  Ross 
District,  takes  over  three  days  to  go  to 
Nash,  an  office  only  three  miles  distant ; 
and  if  he  will  look  into  the  matter  and 
see  if  it  would  be  possible  to  remedy  this 
state  of  things  by  detaining  the  rural 
postman  in  New  Ross  from  8  a.m.  to  1 1 
a.m.,  when  he  would  have  not  only  the 
Wexford  and  Waterford  mails,  but  also 
the  Dublin  mail,  due  at  10.30  a.m.  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  Wexford  and 
New  Ross  are  served  from  different  lines 
of  railway,  but  a  local  communication  is 
maintaineil  between  them  by  mail  car.  It 
is  only  letters  posted  at  Wexford  too  late 
for  a  despatch  at  6  p.m.  that  miss  the 
rural  posts  from  New  Ross  next  morning. 
Some  misapprehension  seems  to  exist 
with  regard  to  the  communication 
between  Newbawn  and  Nash,  for  a 
letter  for  Nash  posted  at  Newbawn 
before  8.15  a.m.  would  be  delivered  next 


morning.  The  detention  of  the  rural 
postmen  in  New  Ross  for  the  arrival  of 
the  Dublin  day  mail,  as  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member^  would  be  a  serious  matter, 
and  I  could  only  assent  to  such  an  altera- 
tion at  the  request  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  residents  in  the  rural  district. 

THE  HOLM  FARM  PIT  FATALITY. 

Mr.. CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  I 
l^eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  yet 
received  the  report  of  the  circumstances 
attending  the  accident  at  Holm  Farm 
Pit,  Lanarkshire,  on  27th  June  last, 
whereby  three  men,  Edward  Brannan, 
William  Stevenson,  and  Matthew  Corbett, 
were  killed  ;  and  whether  he  will  order  a 
public  inquiry  into  the  matter  of  the 
accident  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  matter  has 
been  inquired  into,  and  as  the  causes  of 
this  inquiry  are  sufficiently  clear  from  the 
Inspector's  Report,  I  do  not  think  a 
public  inquiry  necessary.  I  am  informed 
that  the  structure  of  the  crane  which 
caused  the  accident  is  being  altered.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  will  bring  privately  to 
my  notice  any  facts  which  seem  to  him 
to  render  a  public  inquiry  necessary,  I 
will  give  them  careful  attention. 

STONEHOUSE    NAVAL  ORDNANCE 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devon- 
port)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  will  he  explain  why  the  48 
hours*  week  has  not  yet  been  applied  to 
the  employes  of  the  Naval  Ordnance  at 
Stonehouse  and  Bull  Point ;  and  when 
will  the  system  be  brought  into  operation 
among  these  employes  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee): 
There  has  been  some  delay  caused  by  the 
necessity  of  adapting  the  working  hours 
to  the  Powder  Stations,  where  they  mus|i 
be  strictly  governed  by  the  daylight,  and 
it  has  also  been  necessary  to  confer  with 
the  War  Office,  so  as  to  secure  uniformity 
of  practice  between  the  two  Departments. 
The  scheme  has  been  approved,  and  will 
be  promulgated  shortly. 

PROMOTION    IN    THE   CENTRAL   TELE- 

GRAPJft  OFFlCte. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  Sc)  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  will  he 

explain  why  -  a'  clerk  named  Fenton  was 
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recently  passed  over  the  heads  of  a 
number  of  others  at  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office  for  promotion  who  were 
jears  his  senior,  although  the  latter  were 
informed  on  inquiry  that  there  was 
nothing  against  them ;  whether  they 
have  been  for  years  and  still  are  engaged 
on  supervising  duties  which  appertain  to 
the  position  to  which  Mr.  Fenton  has 
been  promoted ;  and  why  they  are 
refused  promotion  when  vacancies  occur 
on  the  class  above  while  satisfactorily 
performing  duties  properly  attached  to 
the  higher  class  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  position  to 
which  Mr.  Fenton  was  promoted  is  one 
which  is  filled  by  selection  ;  and  Mr. 
Fenton  was  selected  for  it  because,  in  the 
opinion  of  his  superior  officers,  he  was 
the  best  fitted  for  the  post. 

SUNDAY  FISHING  AT  LOCH  FYNE. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if 
the  Fishery  Board  has  power  to  prevent 
Sunday  and  daylight  fishing  in  the 
Sound  of  Kilbrenuau  and  Loch  Fyne 
waters,  and  if  he  is  aware  that  such 
fishing  is  now  carried  on  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Fishery 
Board  are  invested  with  power  to  prevent 
Sunday  and  daylight  fishing  in  the 
Souud  of  Kilbreunan  and  Loch  Fyne  by 
the  Herring  Fishery  (Scotland)  Act, 
1889,  Section  5.  I  am  informed  by  the 
Fishery  Board  that,  in  consequence  of 
representations  made  recently  by  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Tai  bert  and  Ardrishaig 
sections  of  the  Argyll  and  Bute  Fisher- 
men's Association,  instructions  were 
issued  to  the  officer  in  command  of  Her 
Majesty's  cutter  Daisy  to  visit  the 
waters  referred  to,  and  to  see  that  the  law 
regarding  Sunday  and  daylight  fishing 
was  strictly  observed.  l^'he  officer 
visited  the  localities  mentioned,  but  was 
unable  to  detect  any  breaches  of  the  law. 
Should  definite  information  be  lodged 
with  the  Board  of  an  infringement  of  the 
Act,  the  Procurator  Fiscal  will  be  at  once 
communicated  with,  with  a  view  to  legal 
proceedings  being  instituted  against  the 
offenders. 

THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 

terbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  War  if  he  can  state  when  a 

decision  will  be  arrived  at  with  regard  to 

Mr.  M^Cartan 


the  Military   contribution  to  be  exacted 
in  future  from  the  Straits  Settlements. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  understand  that  the  Colonial  Office  are 
prepared  to  reply  to  a  similar  question 
which  has  for  some  time  been  on  the 
Paper  for  to-morrow,  and  I  would  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  to  wait  for  that  answer. 

THE  SCOTCH  COAL  STRIKE. 

Mr.  WASON  (Ayrshire,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  large 
amount  of  suffering  and  privation 
amongst  the  miners  and  others  in  Ayr- 
shire consequent  upon  the  coal  strike, 
he  will  endeavour  to  bring  about  a  re- 
conciliation between  masters  and  men  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Government  have 
noted  with  profound  regret  the  sufferings 
and  privations  caused  by  the  present  coal 
strike  both  in  Ayrshire  and  in  other 
parts  of  Scotland,  sufferings  which  have 
affected  persons  engaged  in  other  em- 
ployments as  well  as  the  miners  them- 
selves. The  Board  of  Trade  have  been 
watching  the  progress  of  events  with  the 
hope  of  being  able  to  intervene  should  a 
favourable  moment  arrive.  They  have 
at  present  no  power  to  intervene  against 
the  wishes  of  either  party,  and  regret 
that  their  powers  have  not  been  enlarged 
by  the  passing  of  the  Conciliation  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  Had  I  any  rea- 
son to  believe  that  any  effort  which  the 
Board  could  make  to  bring  about  an 
amicable  arrangement  would  have  a  rea- 
sonable prospect  of  success,  the  Board 
would  gladly  place  their  good  offices  at 
the  disposal  of  the  parties  ;  but  so  far 
as  I  have  been  able  to  learn  the  circum- 
stances do  not  as  yet  justify  the  attempt. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY 
(Sheffield,  Hallam)  :  In  what  respect 
would  the  passing  of  the  Conciliation 
Bill  have  enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  intervene  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  passing  of  the 
Conciliation  Bill  would  have  thrown  a 
statutory  duty  on  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
intervening  and  offering  its  good  offices 
in  a  case  of  this  kind,  and  it  would  have 
made  it  much  easier  to  intervene  than  it 
is  now.  / 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Does 
the  Bill  sa/  "  may  "  or  "  shall  "  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Bill  gives  powers 
and  duties  to  the  Board  of  Trade  which 
it  does  not  now  possess. 
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Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Lanark,  Govau)  :  if  he  will  take  such  steps  as   may    he 

Is  it  uot  possible  to  do  anjthiug  in  regard  necessary  to  expedite  the  printing  of  this 

to  what  is  nothing  less  than  a  national  Return  ? 
calamity  ?  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  proof  of  the 

Mr.  BRYCE  :    My  hon.  Friend  has  Return  was  only  recently  received  from 

not  overstated  the  misfortunes  and  jis-  the  printers,  and  has  been  forwarded  to 

tress  which  exist  at  present  as  being  of  the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 

the  nature  of  a  national  calamity  ;  but  I  tion   for   revision.     I   hope  the   Return 

am  obliged  to  consider  intervention  with  will   be  ready   for  circulation  within  a 

the  probability  of  success.     An  attempt  few  days, 
which   is  premature  would  probably  do 

more  harm  than  good,  and  if  there  is  to      NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND) - 
be  intervention  it  should  be  made  at  a  MONITORIAL  SYSTEM 

moment  when  the  prospect  of  success  is        ,,      t^i^t^t^txt      t    i  *      i      i 

gte^XjQx  ^^'  BODKIN  :    I    beg  to  ask   the 

Mr.  HARRY  SMITH  (Falkirk,  &c.):  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  of  Ireland  ,s  he  aware  that  school  chil- 
the  Home  Department  whether,  in  view  ^r^*^.  and  monitors  in  Ireland  under  the 
of  the  disastrous  strike  of  the  miners  of  National  Board  are  exainmed  lu  the  con- 
Lanarkshire  and  other  mining  districts  f^"*«  ^^  ^^^^®  reading  books,  extending 
in  Scotland,  and  the  consequent  priva-  '°.  ^J?®  ^*«®«  .^^  "^''^l^  ^'^^^  P*^®',  ^^ 
tions  and  sufferings  of  many  thousands  miscellaneous  information  ;  and  whe- 
of  people,  he  will  take  steps  to  bring  ^^""^  any  such  system  prevails  iii  Eiig- 
about  a  reconciliation  between  masterl  ^"^"^  ?  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  take 
and  men  ;  and  whether  he  will  consider  «^P«  ^^  *^^^^«^  ^^^  ^^^y^^  ^^v,\.m%  in 
the  expediency  of  the  appointment  of  a  ^^  ?°^  .'^^j  substitute  the  system  pre- 
Boyal  Commission  to  i^estigate  the  ^*i"«  ^?  *^/^,?S?^'«^.  ^ 
numerous  vexed  questions  connected  ^^  ^^^^^^P  «'  ^^''  question 
with  the  mining  industry  in  Scotland,  in  T**  P^^^«®^  ^"^.^^^  ^*P®^  t"*'  ^^  ^^ 
order  to  prevent  similar  strikes  in  the  1^°^®  *^i«  morning,  and  as  there  has  not 
future  been  sumcient  time  to  obtain  a  Report, 

Mr.'   ASQUITH  :    The  Government  ^  ?"/^  ^«^  ^^  ^?"-  ^?^  ^^^"""^^  *'"«°*^ 

have  no  power,  as  already  stated  by  my  ^  ^^^^^  ^^^  question  till  to-morrow. 

right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  in  answer  to  the  previous  LORD  WALSINGHAM'S  COTTAGE 
question,  to  intervene  against  the  wishes  TENANTRY. 
of  either  party  ;  but  if  they  had  reason  Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Newington,  Wal- 
to  believe  that  any  efforts  of  theirs  tend-  worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
ing  to  prevent  the  continuance  of  this  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
unfortunate  dispute  would  have  a  reason-  attention  has  been  called  to  a  notice  re- 
able  prospect  of  success,  they  would  be  cently  issued  by  Lord  Walsingham,  in 
happy  to  place  their  good  offices  at  the  which  he  announces  to  his  cottage  tenants 
disposal  of  the  parties.  With  regard  to  that,  in  the  event  of  any  further  increase 
the  second  paragraph,  I  propose  to  in-  in  the  parish  rates,  such  increase  cannot 
troduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Coal  Mines  be  borne  by  his  estate  account,  but  will 
Regulation  Act  next .  Session,  and  hope  be  added  in  due  proportion  to  the  rents 
that  it  may  tend  to  prevent  strikes,  so  charged  for  the  cottages  ;  and  also  to  a 
far  as  that  can  be  done  by  legislation.  notice  from  the  Duke  of  Beaufort  to  his 

tenants,  in  which  he  states  that  he  will 

SCHOOL  BOOKS  IN  IRELAND.  q^\^  withdraw  the  notices  to  quit  recently 

Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I  issued  to  them  on  cqndition  that  Admiral 

beg  to  ask  the   Chief  Secretary  to  the  Close  resigns  his  church wardenship,  or. 

Lord   Lieutenaot  of  Ireland   if  he  will  if  he  cannot   legally  do  so,  that  he  ap- 

inqaire  why  "  The  National  Education  points  a  deputy  or  sidesman,  and  that  he 

in  Ireland,  School  Books,"  Return,  which  gives  in  writing  his  promise  not  in  any 

was   ordered    by    this    House    on    9th  way  to  interfere  with  the  repairs,  &c.,  of 

Janqarjy   pr^ented   oq  ,  7th    May,   and  the  parish  church,  and  not  to  attend  any 

directed  to. be  printed  on  1st  Jtine,  is  not  parish  meetings  called  in  reference  to  any- 

j^  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ;  and  thing  to  do  with  the  churcl^  ;   and  Xvhe- 
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ill  view  of  tUe  reccnl  pnesing  of  iho 
i-uriAli  Coiiticils  Aet,  hikI  llie  duties  of 
cburcliwnnleDS  in  refereaue  to  piirlsb 
cliurclica,  luDiIlords  arc  eutitled  to  issue 
sucb  uotices  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  factti,  but  asauming  them  to 
be  aa  stated,  I  am  advised  tbat  ihey  do 
uot  involve  (iny  breat-di  of  the  law. 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  CASAL  TRAFFIC 
BILL. 
Mr.  DODD  (Essex.  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  thp  President  of  the  Bourd  of 
Trade  when  he  will  place  od  the  Paper 
i  to  the  Railway  and 
Cnnal  Traffic  Bill  which  the  Govenimetit 
intend  to  propose  or  accept ;  &ud  whether 
he  would  (ifive  a  couple  of  days'  Dotice  to 
)  before  takiug  the  Cornmirtee 
Hta^  of  the  Bill  'i 

Mn.  BBYCE :  Tiie  conferences  which 
inve  taken  place  ns  regards  tbe  Railway 
and  Caiial  TruHic  Hill  duriug  the  last 
few  days  between  bon.  Members  repre- 
senting the  traders  aud  representatives 
of  the  Railway  CompaDJes  have  beeo 
wtisfactory  that  I  nin  uot  without 
hope  tiiat  Ainenditieiits  may  bedrttfted  to 
which  !>oth  parties  will  ugree.  If  this 
result  is  attained  it  will  probably  be  cou- 
veuieut  that  those  Amendments  should  be 
put  upon  the  Pufier  in  my  name,  aud  I  will 
tudeavour  that  they  shall  appear  upon  it 
lot  later  than  tbe  day  preceding  that 
upon  which  the  House  would  bo  auked  to 
take  the  Committee  stage  of  tbe  Bill. 

SiuM.  HICKS-BEACH (Bristol,W.): 
■low  long  will  it  be  l>efore  we  shall  know 
whether  these  uegotiatious  are  eucceasful 

Mb.BRYCE:  I  hope  it  will  be  settled 
one  way  or  the  other  within  a  few  days  ; 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  be  over-sangniue. 
No  efforts  on  my  part  will  be  wanting  if 
my  metliatloD  between  the  parties  can 
bring    the   matter   to  a  successful    cou- 

SiR  A,  ROLLIT  :  la  it  not  n  fact 
that  duriug  the  delay  the  Companies  are 
pressing  for  claims  above  the  old  rules  of 
1892,  and  that  the  North-Easlern  is 
actually  in  one  case  suing  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  i  I  have  heard  so,  but  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  the  fact. 

public  mbbtinqs  in  the  transvaal. 

Sib    E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

{Sheffield,  Eoclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Mr.  Sounder* 
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Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
nies  whether  Her  Majesty's  Gc 
intend  to  protest  agaiust  tbe 
Just  passed  by  the  Transvaal  Volksraad, 
which  forbids  all  right  of  outiloor  meeting 
to  British  residents  in  tbe  Transvaal,  and 
which  forbids  all  meetings  iudoors  of 
more  than  six  persons  without  special 
permission  from  the  Boer  authorities  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
The  law  in  question  applies  as  we  under- 
aland  to  all  inhabitautt!  of  the  Soutli 
African  Itepublir  ;  but  we  have  not  yet 
received  the  full  text  of  tbe  law,  aa^," 
must  refer  the  hoii.  Member  to  ~ 
answer  of  Tuesdav. 

SiH  E.  ASHMEAU-BARTLE' 
What  I  asked  was  whether  Her  Maji 
Goveromeut  intended  to  protest  against 
this  law.  Is  tbe  bon.  Member  aware  that 
there  are  70,000  British  resideuts  in  tbe 
Transvaal,  that  they  pay  uine-lentbs  of 
the  revenue  of  the  country,  and  that  hy 
this  law  they  are  deprived  of  the  right  of 
expressing  their  grievances  by  public 
meeting  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Tie  Government 
have  uot  yet  received  tbe  full  text  of  the 
law,  and  until  it  is  received  tbey  are 
in  a  positiou  to  make  any  statement, 

INDIAN  FINANCE. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Ml 
Chester,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  ih< 
Chancellor  oF  the  Exchequer  if  be  cau 
now  stale  when  he  proposes  to  fulfil  hi» 
promise  to  give  a  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  Indian  Finance  ;  whether  it. 
is  understood  that  the  day  promised  is  in 
additiou  to  tbe  day  devoted  to  the  Indian 
Budget ;  and  whether  a  few  days'  uotice 
of  the  dale  fixed  will  be  given  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  HAKCOtJRT,  Derby) : 
!  have  uot  yet  been  able  to  fix  a  day.  1 
will,  however,  take  care  that  due  notIc« 

Sir  W.  HOULDS  WORTH  :  Can  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  answer  tbe  second 
part  of  tbe  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Thatdependo 
on  the  number  of  days  at  our  disposal. 

MILITAHY  EXPENDITURE  IN  INDIA. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  I  beg  lo 

ask  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  India  on 

what  grounds  the  expenditure  of  the  Go- 


t  yet 
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yerDmoDt  of  India  on  military  and  speeial 
defeoce  works  (amouuting  io  1875—6 
to  Rx.  1,337,000,  and  iu  1892-3 
to  Rx.  1,654,000,  or  an  increase  ot 
Bx.  317,000),  has  been  left  out  of  the 
Return  entitled  East  India  (Military 
Expenditure),  and  dated  India  Office, 
8th  June,  1894  ;  why  that  Return  deals 
with  gross  expenditure  instead  of  net 
expenditure,  seeing  that,  owing  to  a 
diminution  iu  Army  receipts,  net  expendi- 
ture during  the  18  years  covered  by  the 
Return  has  increased  by  nearly 
Rx.  200,000  more  than  gross  expendi- 
ture has  increased  ;  and  on  what  principle 
the  various  sums  speiit  on  military  ex- 
peditions and  classed  in  the  Return  as 
exceptional  payments  are  also  included 
under  the  ordinary  headings  of  effective 
Army  expenditure  in  India,  except  those 
spent  on  the  Afghan  and  Egyptian  Wars  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  first  question,  '^Military 
Expenditure  **  is  in  the  Indian  Accounts 
understood  to  mean  expenditure  on 
"Army  Services,"  military  works  being 
classed  under  buildings  and  roads  and 
special  defence  works  forming  a  separate 
head.  In  reply  to  the  second  question, 
the  Return  deals  witli  gross  instead 
of  net  expenditure,  because  the  former 
figures  show  the  true  increase  of  ex- 
penditure more  clearly  than  the  latter, 
which  are  affected  by  the  casual  sales  of 
surplus  stores,  &c.  As  regards  the  third 
question,  the  sums  spent  on  military  ex- 
peditions are  included  in  the  Return 
under  the  head  '^  Miscellaneous  Services," 
bat  it  was  thought  that  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  the  House  to  have  a  supple- 
mentary approximate  statement  of  the 
exceptional  payments  to  enable  it  to 
appreciate  more  clearly  how  far  the 
nonnal  military  expenditure  has  in- 
creased. I  may  add  that  the  Return 
of  the  net  income  and  expenditure  of 
British  India,  dated  13th  July  last,  sup- 
plies the  information  referred  to  in  the 
first  two  questions  from  the  year  1 883-4 
onwards. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE:  Why  is 
not  expenditure  on  railways  to  the 
frontiers  and  fortifications  included  in 
the  Return  of  military  expenditure  in 
India  ? 

""Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Because  they 
do  not  form  part  of  the  ''Army  Services/^ 


DEATH    FROM    LB  AD-POISONING    IN 
GREENWICH  WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  an  in- 
quiry, held  on  the  19th  instant,  at  the 
Greenwich  Workhouse,  respecting  the 
death  of  Mary  M'Mahon,  aged  20,  who 
died  in  the  infirmary  from  lead  poison- 
ing, after  being  seen  by  as  many  as  10 
doctors,  at  which  it  was  stated  by  five 
other  young  women  who  were  at  work 
in  the  same  factory  that  they  had  suf- 
fered from  the  effects  of  lead  colic,  one 
being  at  present  in  the  infirmary,  and 
that,  to  counteract  the  poison,  they  were 
in  the  habit  of  wearing  respirators  an<l 
overalls,  and  drank  acid  three  times  a 
day  ;  and  it  was  also  stated  by  Mr.  Seal, 
the  Government  Inspector  of  Factories, 
that  the  business  was  one  of  the  most 
deadly  in  existence ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  is  now  being  manufac- 
tured at  the  Possilpark  Works,  Glasgow, 
by  the  White  Lead  Company,  Limited, 
a  pure  sulphate  of  lead,  which  is  cheaper 
than  the  carbonate,  and  quite  as  efficient 
as  a  pigment,  and  non-poisonous  both  to 
those  who  manufacture  and  those  who 
use  it  ;  and  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  making  the  rules  in  force  in  manu- 
factories of  carbonate  of  lead  more 
stringent  ? 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  At  the  same 
time,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  an  inquiry  at  the  Greenwich  Work- 
house, on  the  19th  instant,  respecting  the 
death  of  a  young  woman  named  Mary 
M^Mahon,  who  died  in  the  infirmary  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  was  stated  at 
the  inquiry  that  the  young  woman  was 
employed  at  Messrs.  Pontifex  and  Woods 
factory  at  Millwall,  but  left  in  bad  health 
after  a  short  time,  and  that  the  doctor 
stated  that  the  girl  died  from  the  effects 
of  lead  poisoning  ;  and  what  steps,  if 
any,  are  being  taken  by  the  Government 
to  supervise  the  employment  of  women 
and  girls  in  dangerous  or  unhealthy  oecn* 
pations  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  first  paragraph 
of  the  hon.  Member^s  question  states 
accurately  the  facts  given  at  the  inquest, 
but  it  should  be  added  that  it  was  so 
long  ago  as  December,  1892,  that  the 
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girl  had  to  leave  the  factory,  and  was 
admitted  to  the  infirmary  suffering  from 
the  effects  of  lead  poisoning  ;  also  that 
she  had  consamptive  tendencies  before 
she  took  employment  in  this  factory. 
As  regards  the  second  paragraph,  I  am 
aware  that  sulphate  of  lead  is  cheaper 
and  less  dangerous  than  carbonate  of 
lead  ;  but  the  Committee  which  recently 
reported  on  the  lead  industries  state  that 
they  "  are  compelled  to  admit  the  supe- 
riority of  the  carbonate  as  a  pigment, 
both  in  colour  and  in  covering  power." 
On  the  Report  of  that  Committee  special 
Rules  for  the  regulation  of  whitelead 
works  were  framed  and  put  in  force,  and 
they  are  now  strictly  enforced  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Factory  Inspectors. 
These  Rules  have,  however,  been  in  force 
for  only  a  few  months,  while  the  lead- 
poisoning  in  this  case  occurred  more 
than  18  months  ago,  and  I  have  every 
reason  to  hope  that  they  will  prove 
effective.  I  may  add  that  the  employ- 
ment oc  women  in  this  factory  is  being 
gradually  discontinued,  and  that  the 
numbers  have  been  reduced  from  50  to  17. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  : 
Arising  out  of  that,  may  I  ask  whether, 
considering  the  extraordinary  suscepti- 
bility of  girls  and  women  to  complaints 
arising  out  of  this  occupation,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  considered  the  ad- 
visability of  carrying  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  some  of  his  Inspectors  and 
medical  experts,  and  excluding  girls  and 
women  from  this  particular  employment  ? 

Mr.  A8QUITH:  Yes,  Sir,  but  I 
have  not  statutory  power  to  do  so  ;  and  I 
shall  not  have  till  the  Factory  Bill  now 
before  the  House  is  passed. 

COAST      COMMUNICATION       BETWEEN 
START     BAY     AND     DARTMOUTH. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  with  a  view  to  completing  the 
coast  commnnication  between  Start  Bay 
and  Dartmouth  (the  nearest  port  for  tug- 
power  and  lifeboat  service),  he  has  any 
intention  of  continuing  the  telegraph 
wire  from  Torcross  to  Strete  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  It  is  part  of  the 
scheme  of  coast  communication  that  a 
telephone  wire  should  be  constructed 
between  the  Coastguard  Stations  at 
Dartmouth  and  Torcross  ;  but  it  cannot 
be  carried  out  because  of  the  refusal  of 
wayleave  on  Slapton  Sands.    Should  this 

Mr,  Asfjuith 


difficulty  at  any  time  be  removed,  the 
question  of  providhig  the  wire  will  again 
be  considered. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES   IN  THE    DUK- 
SHAUGLIN  UNION. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  carrying  out  the 
scheme  under  the  Labourers*  Act  in  the 
Dunshaughlin  Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  On  the  19th  of 
June,  when  replying  to  a  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  on  the 
same  subject,  I  stated  that  the  Pro- 
visional Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  authorising  the  erection  of  55 
cottages  in  this  Union  would  be  issued  as 
soon  as  certain  necessary  docnments, 
which  had  been  called  for,  were  supplied 
by  the  Guardians.  These  documents 
were  not  received  until  the  6th  instant, 
and  on  the  following  day  the  Provisional 
Order  was  made. 

SCHOOL  TEACHERS'  PENSIONS  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (1)  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Mr.  P.  Murreu, 
late  National  teacher,  Fairymount, 
County  Roscommon,  who  had  completed 
(within  three  months)  40  years'  service 
under  the  Board  of  National  Education, 
which  would  have  entitled  him  to  the 
full  retiring  pension  of  £46  ;  (2)  whe- 
ther the  reason  the  full  pension  could  not 
be  granted  was  because  of  the  existence 
of  a  rule  requiring  that  the  term  of  ser- 
vice for  pension  can  only  count  from  the 
time  the  teacher  has  attained  the  age  of 
21  years  ;  (3)  whether  he  is  aware  that 
an  additional  three  months'  service  would 
have  entitled  him  to  an  allowance  of  £32 
instead  of  £29,  which  he  is  now  receiv- 
ing ;  and  that  Murren  has  always  denied 
the  truth  of  the  charges  brought  against 
him,  and  in  consequence  of  which  he  was 
compelled  to  resign  ;  (4)  auJ  whether 
the  Board  of  Education  will  be  asked  to 
reconsider  the  matter  with  the  view,  in 
consideration  of  the  very  long  services 
rendered,  of  having  the  pension  in- 
creased ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (I)  I  am  informed 
that   the   service   of   Mr.    Murren  as   a 
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NationAl  school  teacher  amounted  to  88 
years  and  eight  mouths,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  statement  that  he  liad  com- 
pleted within  three  months  of  40  years 
service  is  incorrect.  Moreover,  he  would 
not  have  been  entitled  to  a  pension  of 
£46  per  annum  nnless  he  had  completed 
40  years'  service  after  the  age  of  21 
years.  (2)  One  of  the  rules  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Teachers'  Peusion 
Fund,  made  pursuant  to  Act  of  Farlia- 
tnent,  expressly  states  that  service  shall 
not  count  if  given  by  a  male  teacher 
before  the  age  of  21  years.  (3)  As  two 
years  and  11  months  of  Mr.  Murreu's 
service  was  giveu  before  that  age,  it 
could  uot  be  taken  Into  account  when 
calculating  the  amount  of  hts  pension. 
His  pensionable  service  was  35  com- 
pleted years,  and  the  pension  for  that 
service  is  £29  per  annum.  (4)  Had  he 
been  allowed  to  serve  for  three  mouths 
longer  lie  would  have  been  entitled  to  a 
pension  of  £32  per  annum.  His  case, 
however,  was  carefully  considered  by  the 
National  Board,  and  they  were  unable, 
having  regard  to  his  unsatisfactory 
record,  to  permit  him  to  continue  longer 
in  the  service.  The  Co muiissio tiers  have 
no  power  under  the  Rules  to  allow  him  an 
extension  of  his  service. 

5ALC0MBB  FERRY. 

Me.  MILDMAY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  the  ferry- 
man at  Salcombe  is  compelled  to  carry 
poetmen  and  mails  across  the  ferry  be- 
tween Salcombe  and  Ponlemouth  toll 
free ;  whether  there  is  any  assignablt 
linnit  to  the  exaction  of  such  services  : 
whether  payment  was  formerly  made  for 
the  services  rendered  to  the  Post  Ofiice 
by  the  ferryman  ;  and  whether  it  is  o 
petent  to  the  Postmaster  General 
allow  to  the  ferryman  adequate  remunera- 
tion for  his  services  at  the  present  time  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  All  ferrymen  are 
bound  without  demanding  toll  to  carry 
ftcrofls  ferries  persons  employed  iu  con- 
veying post  letters  and  tolegrams.  The 
enactment  on  the  subject  is  contained  ii 


Section  9  of  the  Post  Office  (Offen 


Act,  1837,  I  Vict.,  c.  36.  This  section 
only  gives  efiect  to  the  general  law 
which  exempts  the  Crown  from  payment 
of  tolls.  Toll  was  some  years  ago  paid 
under  a  mieappreheusion  for  the  passage 
of  a  postman  across  the  Salcombe  and 
Portlemouth   Ferry,  but  the   ferry   has 


stands,   does    uot  justify  t  .   .     „ 

tolls  for  the  use  of  ferries,  but  I  have  in 
some  cases  made  a  payment  for  excep- 
tional services  rendered  by  ferrymen. 
No  such  exceptional  services  are  ren- 
dered in  this  case. 

llfDIAil  PUBLIC  SERVICE  UOMJIISSIOH. 
Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  T  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  ludia  whether  the  Correspond- 
ence dealing  with  the  recooimeudations 
of  the  Indian  Public  Service  Commission 
of  1886,  regarding  the  special,  depart- 
ments of  the  Indian  administration  re- 
ferred to  by  Lord  Cross  in  the  last  para> 
graph  (37)  of  his  Despatoh,  No.  Pnlilie 
104,  dated  London,  12th  September, 
1889,  is  yet  complete  ;  and  whether  this 
Correspondence  witii  the  Orders  (if  any) 
passed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  con- 
nection therewith  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

•Mk.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  correspon- 
dence is  uot  yet  complete.  As  I  informed 
my  hon.  Friend  on  the  loth  of  March 
last,  there  will  be  no  objection  to  laying 
it  on  the  Table  of  tlie  House  when  it  is 
complete,  if  he  will  move  for  it. 

8LAU0HTEB  OF  KINB  IN  INDIA. 
Sin  W.  WEDDERBURN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Indm 
whether  he  can  now  state  what  nuswer 
has  been  given  by  the  Government  of 
India  to  the  Behar  planters'  Memorial, 
dated  28th  January  last,  on  the  subject 
of  the  slaughter  of  kine  ;  and  whether 
Mr.  Roger's  Bcheme  in  this  connection 
has  coma  Iwforo  the  Goverumcut  of 
India,  and  ivlmt  is  their  opinion  upon  it? 
•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  not 
as  yet  received  from  the  Government  of 
India  a  reply  to  ray  Despatch  of  the  3Ist 
of  May  last,  in  which  I  aekeil  what  reply 
hud  Iteen  returned  to  the  Memorial  of  the 
Behar  lodigo  PUnters'  Association,  and 
also  whether  Mr,  Roger's  scheme  has 
lK!en  under  their  couMiileration,  and,  if  so, 
what  opinion  they  had  formed  with  re- 
gard to  it. 

THE  BIRR  MILITARY  CASE. 
,     Mr.   MOLLOr   (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
1 1    beg  to  ask  the  Chief    Secretary   for 
Ireland  what  has  been  the  result  of  the 
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ioquirj  lato  the  Birr  militarj  case,  aud 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  This  case  has 
received  investigatioD,  and  directious 
have  1)een  issued  for  further  proceeding 
against  the  gentlemen  concerned. 

CHINA  AND  JAPAN. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  heg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  give  the 
Government  any  information  ahont  the 
present  relations  between  China  and 
Japan  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  A  Convention  between  China  and 
Japan  dated  April  18,  1885,  recognised 
that  in  case  of  any  disturbance  of  a  grave 
nature  occurring  in  Corea,  the  two 
Powers  shall  be  at  liberty  to  send  troops 
thither  for  the  restoration  of  order.  A 
rebellion  having  recently  broken  out  in 
that  country,  both  Powers  sent  troops  to 
repress  it,  and  the  relations  between 
them  having  subsequently  become  cri- 
tical, Her  Majesty^s  Government,  on  the 
19th  instant,  telegraphed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty*s  Resident  Representatives  at  Ber- 
lin, St.  Petersburg,  Paris,  and  Rome,  to 
invite  the  Governments  to  which  they 
were  accredited  to  send  instructions  to 
Resident  Representatives  at  Peking  and 
Tokio  to  co-operate  with  Her  Majesty \s 
Resident  Representatives  at  those  places 
in  their  endeavours  to  avert  a  war.  These 
Oovcrnments  have  now  sent  instructions 
to  their  Resident  Representatives  acconl- 
ingly.  We  have  no  information  as  to 
hostilities  having  taken  place  between 
Japan  and  China,  though  it  has  been 
reported  that  shots  were  exchanged  a 
short  time  ago  between  the  Japanese 
troops  and  some  Coreau  guards. 

MO  T 10  A' . 


HOUSING  OF   THE    WORKING    CLASSES 

(BORROWING  POWERS)  BILL. 

MOTION'    FOR    LEAVK. 

Mr.  8HAW-LEFEVRE  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  explain  the 
provisions  of  Part  II.  of  The  Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes  Act,  1890,  with  re- 
spect to  powers  of  borrowing.  He  said 
he  did  not  think    it  was  a   contentious  j 

Mr.  Molloy 


meaaore,  bat  if  it  tarned  out  to  be  oon* 
tiouB  he  won  Id  not  go  on  with  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  leave  be  i^ven  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
explain  th^prorisions  of  Part  II.  of  The  Hoasing 
of  the  Working  ClaasM  Act,  189U.  with  respect 
to  powers  of  borrowing.** 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  Ije  brought  in  bj  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre  and  Sir  Walter  Foster. 

Bill   presented,    and    read    first   time. 

[Bill  336.] 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAW 


KVICTED    TENANTS    (IRELAND) 
ARBITRATION  BILL.— (No.  176.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Instruction 
whieh  stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
(Mr.  Barton)  for  the  division  of  the  Bill 
into  two  is  not  in  Order  fbr  the  reasons  I 
propose  to  give  to  the  Honse.  It  is 
quite  true  that  an  Instruction  is  neces- 
sarj  before  a  Bill  can  be  divided  into 
two  or  more  parts,  but  of  course  the 
question  whether  such  an  Instruction 
can  l>e  moved  depends  \\\  on  the  nature 
of  the  Bill  and  whether  the  Instruction 
can  properly  perform  the  operation  or  not. 
I  have  looked  through  all  the  precedents 
of  Bills  whieh  have  been  divided  by  In- 
stnietions  into  two  or  more  parts,  and  I 
find  that  thev  have  all  been  Bills  which 
naturallv  lent  themselves  to  division.  It 
will  )>e  found  that  there  is  no  natural 
line  of  division  in  this  Bill,  and  that  a 
division  of  the  Bill  with  the  object  of  orait- 
tinga  particular  clause  would  l)eapplicable 
to  other  Bills  from  which  any  Member 
wishe<l  to  omit  a  particular  clause.  More 
than  that,  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seeks  to  obtain  could  be  done  in 
Committee  by  the  omission  of  Clause  8. 
The  framework  of  the  whole  Bill  applies 
both  to  cases  of  holdings  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  the  landlords  and  to  cases  of 
holdings  in  the  occupation  of  the  new 
tenant,  and,  therefore,  if  I  were  to  admit 
this  Instruction,  the  framework  of  the 
Bill  would  have  to  be  totally  re-con- 
structed  for  the  purpose  of  making  it 
apply  only  to  that  part  whieh  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  wishes  alone  to 
pass.     The  hon.  Member  will  not  be  at 
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"1^Il  injured  by  the  course  I  am  takiDg 
but,  OD  groiiuJu  of  Order  alone,  it  is  quite 
sufficient  fo  »ay  tbut  the  Instruction  ' 
out  of  Order,  and  cannot  lie  moved. 

^_,   Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

^K  (lu  the  Comuittee.) 

^K  CUude  1. 

^^  Thb  CHAIRMAN  !  The  first  Amend- 
ment, staudiiig  in  tlie  n«me  of  ilie  lion. 
(Mr.  Haulturj),  ix 
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of  th< 


Alember  for  l 

«ui  of  Onler. 
M^  Mb.     HANBUUY     (I'reston)  :     My 
^HMrat    Ameiidmcut,  Sir,  h    to    leave    out 
^^pteunncy,"  and  insert  "  teuanl." 
H>  The     CHAIRMAN :     The      second 
I       Amendment  of    the  hon.  Member  must 

be  taken  in    conneetiou  with    the  first; 

otherwise,    the   Amendment   would    not 

Prewi.  The  Amendment  is  out  of  Order. 
r-MH.  HANBURY  aaid  that,  if  he 
Wght  respectfnlly  say  ao,  lie  thought 
ne  Chairman  had  misunderstood  the 
I  Ameudmeut.  To  put  himself  striiight, 
however,  he  would  alter  the  Ameudment. 
He  would  move  to  strike  out  llie  words 
*'  teoaury  of,"  and  to  insert  "  the  teuanl 
has  been  evtuted  from  the  iioldintf." 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  think  that  will  \ 

Mit.  T.  M.  HEALV  (Louth.  N.), 
^^ing  to  Order,  pointed  out  that  if  the 
^■UueuOmeut  were  moved  in  the  form 
^Hnposed  it  would  not  mnke  sense, 
■•^  The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  bring 
up  consequential  words. 

Un.  HANBURY  said,  that  was  his 
intention.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mom- 
t«er(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  must  know  that 
this  was  the  usual  course  of  proi'eJure  in 
llio  House  of  Commons.  He  hud  pnl 
down  the  Amendment  for  two  reasona. 
The  first  was  that  he  diil  not  know  that 
nuy  definition  bad  yei  been  given  as  to 
what  was  a  determination  of  a  tenaticy 
in  Ireland.  It  whs  absolutely  necessary 
that  no  vague  words  should  lie  left  in  the 
Bill,  lie  had  beeu  eutirely  unable  to 
underMtanil  the  wonls  of  the  clause.  In 
Engkud  people  knew  what  a  determina- 
tion of  B.  tenancy  was,  beeause  in  England 
when  a  man's  notice  had  expired  he  left 
the  farm,  and  there  the  mutter  ended.  In 
Ireland,  however,  things  were  entirely 
different.  The  taws  dealing  with  land 
Jreland  were  so  complicateil,  confused, 
1  innumerable,  that  it  was  difficult  to 
I  out  what  the  exact  meaning  of  the 


us  deter-  ^^ 
ncted,  w^H 
until  lb«^l 

which  itr^l 


words  "detarminati 

was.  As  there  were  uo  Irish  Law 
Officers  in  the  House,  he  would  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  (Mr.  R.  T.  Heid)  whe- 
ther in  his  opinion  a  tenancy  was  deter- 
mined when  a  tenant 
whether  it  was  not  determined  until  il 
BIX  months  had  expired  during  which 
was  possible  for  him  to  obtain  " 
moot  ?  The  claims  put  forward  on  behalf 
of  the  tenants  showed  thatiu  the  opinion 
of  those  who  made  them  these  tenauciea 
had  been  detenuined. 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALY,  rising  to  Order, 
asked  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  mnst 
not  show  some  difTereuce  between 
words  in  the  Bill  and  those  he  was  pro- 
posing lo  substitute  for  them  Instead  of* 
merely  saving  that  he  did  not  understand 
the  Bill? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  tbiuk  the  hoi 
Gentleman  is  in  Order. 

Mb.  HANBURY  said,  the  differend 
between  hia  Amendment  and  the  worde 
of  the  Bill  was  that  one  spoke  of  the" 
ileterminatiuii  of  the  tenancy,  and  the 
>ther  referred  to  the  eviction  of  the' 
tenant.  Everybody  knew  exactly  when 
;he  eviction  took  plu 
did  not  know  when 
determined.  The  Nat 
for  Ireland  themselves,  by  the  language 
they  used  with  regard  to  evicted  tenants, 
showed  that  they  did  not  consider  that 
the  tenants'  rights  had  beeu  determined 
by  the  eviction.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  in  his  s]>eech  on  the  First 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  raised  the  jioint  that 
tiie  Irish  temiut  ought  to  lie  called  not  a 
tenant,  hut  a  partner.  The  question  was 
whether  the  so-called  partnership  with 
the  landlord  had  been  determinoil.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  in  a 
apeei'h  made  on  the  3rd  of  .lunuary, 
1887,  showed  that  at  any  rate,  in  h'ia 
opinion,  the  claims  of  the  Irish  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted  Iiod  not  l>een  put 
an  end  to  by  the  evictiou.  The  hon. 
Member  said — 

"  The  soil  ef  Iretaiul  h-bs  tbe  property'  cF  [be 

children  ot  Ireland,  and  ni>t  tlie|inipenf  of  tlio 
contemptible,  rack-renting.  Intolerant  sscoti- 
dency  lamUoriia." 

The   CHAIRMAN  :    Really    this   is 
not  in  Order, 

,  Mr.  HANBURY  said,  of  course,  if  it 
was  not  in  Order  he  would  not  dwell 
further  on  that  point,  but  his  object  in 
quoting  the  pag^age  was  to  show  that  ia 


iverybody^  I 
tenancy  was  1 
'.  Members 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  word  •*  tenancj/'  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  "tenant." — 
{Mr,  Hanhury») 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
^  tenancy  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause/' 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  that 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  Wf 
was  that,  instead  of  dealing  with  tenancies 
that  had  been  determined  in  the  language 
of  the  first  clause,  they  shonld  praetioallj 
state  that  tliey  were  dealing  with 
tenancies  in  respect  to  which  there  had 
been  eviction.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
what  Avns  the  meaning  of  the  word  '*  de- 
termined **  as  it  appeared  in  the  clause. 
The  first  thing  he  had  to  say  about  the 
word  **  determined  "  was  this  :  This  and 
other  wonls  which  had  been  subjected  to 
criticism  were  taken  verbatim  from  the 
Idth  clause  of  the  Act  of  1891,  which 
was  passetl  by  the  general  acclamation  of 
the  House.  Section  13  of  the  Act  of 
1891  did  differ  from  this  in  the  sense  that 
it  was  permissive  and  not  compulsorj. 
It  defined  certain  circumstances  under 
which  it  became  operative,  the  words 
being  as  follows  : — 

'*  Where  the  tenancy  of  a  holding  has  been 
determined  since  the  Ist  May,  1879,  and  the 
former  landlonl  or  his  Kuccessor  in  title  is  in 
rK'Cupatiou  of  tlie  holding," 

it  shonld  be  lawful  to  make  the  arrange* 
ments  there  provide<l.  Whether  it  was 
permissive  or  compulsory  in  its  form 
the  circumst4inces  to  which  the 
clause  iipplied  were  really  common 
to  both.  Thev  both  wished  to 
deal  substantiailv  with  the  same  class  of 
cases  ;  they  differed  as  to  the  method, 
inasmuch  as  the  present  Government 
sai<l  it  should  be  a  compulsory  process^ 
and  the  late  Government  said  it  should 
be  permissive.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  if  the  word  **  evicted"  or  "eviction" 
was  put  in,  or  some  words  to  the  same 
ef!e?ct,  all  the  cases  with  which  it  was 
intentlcMl  to  deal  would  be  covered.  That 
did  not  necessarily  follow.  Suppose,  for 
example,  that  the  landlord  were  to  obtain 
a  judgment  for  £100  against  a  tenant  for 
rent,  and  were  then  to  sell  by  fi»fa,^  and 
somebody  else  purchased  the  tenant's 
interest,  that  would  not  be  an  eviction  ; 
and  yet  this  was  a  case  in  which  they 
Avould  desire  to  grant  relief.  The  use  of 
the  word  "  eviction  "  would  not  be  satis- 


the  opinion   of  the   Irish  Members  the 
tenancy    of    the    evicted    tenants    was 
not    determined,    but    that    the    tenant 
had     still     a   right   to    the    land.     He 
would   go  tx)  another  point,  which  was 
this  :  The  whole  object  of  the  Bill  was 
not  to  deal   with  tenancies  which   had 
been  determined  in  any  way  whatever, 
but    simply    tenancies    determined     bv 
eviction.     That  was  clear  from  the  Bill 
itself,  which  purported  to  be  a  Bill  to 
facilitate    and    make   provision   for   the 
restoration  of  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland. 
That  being  so,  why  could   the  (Tovern- 
ment  not  say  so  plainly  and   in  the  first 
line  ?      Instead  of  introducing  the  ex- 
pression   as    to     the    determination    of 
tenancies,  and  which  would  include  cases 
where  there  had  been  no  eviction,  the 
Government  ought  to  limit  it  to  what  was 
the  object  of  the  Bill — namely,  to  the 
determination  of  tenancies  bv  eviction. 
If  the   right   hon.    Gentleman    did    not 
mean  to  extend  the  scope  of  the  Bill  by 
making    it  apply  to  nil    tenancies — not 
only  those  determined  by  eviction,  but 
determined    in   any   way   whatever — he 
ought  to  accept  the  Amendment.    In  the 
three  cases  mentioned  specially  in  Sub- 
section 2,  two  of  them  had  no  reference 
necessarily  to  eviction  at  all,  and  there 
was  only  one  Avhieh  had  such  reference. 
It   appeared    to   him,    therefore,  it  was 
quite  clear  that  unless  the  words  he  pro- 
posed Avere  inserted   it  would  be  possible 
for  the  arbitrators  not  only  to  deal  with 
tenancies   determined    bv    eviction,    but 
with  tenancies  determined   in   any  Avay 
whatever.     He  onlv  desired  to  brini'  the 
Bill  into  accord  Avith  what  purported  to 
be  its  object,  and   he  did  not  think  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman  could   have  any 
objection  to  definitely  defining  the  matter, 
s()   that    it  should    bo   known    that    the 
tenancies  dealt   with   were  those  deter- 
mined bv  eviction.     lie  bo^jred  to  move 
his  Amendment. 

The  chairman  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  l)rin«r  up  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HANHUKY  proceeded  to  the 
Table  for  this  purj)ose  .'' 

Mk.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  I  wish  to 
know,  Sir,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
should  not  bring  up  his  Amendment,  and 
not  point  it  out  to  you  ? 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  This  is  not  a 
school. 


Mr,  Hanhnry 
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factory,  and  he  thought  that  the  best 
oourae  was  to  adhere  to  the  wording  of 
the  13th  section  of  the  Act  of  1891.  In 
this,  as  in  other  cases,  they  must  necessarily 
rely  upon  the  judgment  aud  discretiou  of 
the  arbitrators  in  dealing  with  tlie  matter, 
aud  the  Bill  showed  what  circumstances 
the  arbitrators  would  have  to  consider  in 
coming  to  a  decision  as  to  whether  the 
case  was  one  for  reinstatement.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Government 
preferred  the  language  used  in  the 
BUI. 

Mb.    W.    KENNY     (Dublin,     St. 
Stepheu^s  Green)  said,  that  the  Solicitor 
General  had  referred  to  the  13tli  section 
of    the  Act  of    1891   as  justifying  the 
language  used  in  the  Bill.    The  language 
of  the  Act  of  1891  was,  however,  per- 
fectly permissive,  and  left  it  open  to  the 
landlord  to  select  what  class  of  tenants 
were  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  ISth  clause 
of  the  Act.     The  Solicitor  General  said 
that  the  circumstances  would  be  the  same 
under  that  clause  and  the  clause  they 
were    now   discussing.      Possibly    that 
might  be  so ;  but  the  Solicitor  General 
had  not  told  them  what  were  the  par- 
ticular circumstances  which  would  justify 
a  tenant  in  coming  in  under  the  particular 
clause  now  being  discussed.     The  Soli- 
citor General  referred  to  the  case  oifi.fa, 
against  the  tenant.     Take  the  case  in 
which  judgment  had  been  recovered  for 
rent  against  the  tenant,  a  Ji,  fa.  was 
issued   upon   it  directed  to  the  Sheriff, 
who    accordingly    sold.       The    SherifT 
might  sell  to  either  of  two  persons.     If 
be  sold    to    an    outsider,    the   Solicitor 
General   was  perfectly   right,    and    the 
tenancy  was    not  determined.     But  the 
Sheriff  might  sell  to  the  landlord,  and  the 
landlord  might  then  go  into  possession,  or 
try  to  do  so.      The  tenant  might  resist, 
and  might  have  to  be  evicted  in  a  wholly 
different  way — nanr.ely,  as  a   trespasser 
and  not  as  a  tenant.    He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Bill  was  intended  to  apply 
to  this  class  of  cases  ?  They  had  already 
had  a  definition  of  what  the  meaning  of 
the  word   ^^  determined  "  was.      If  the 
Solicitor  General  would  refer  to  Section 
20  of  the  Act  of  1881   he  would  find  that 
the  tenancy  to  which  the  Act  applied  was 
to  be  deemed  to  have  determined  whenever 
the  landlord  should  ha v^  resumed  posses- 
sion, either  on  the  occasion  of  the  purchase 


by  him  of  the  tenancy,  or  in  default  of  the 
tenant,  or  by  the  operation  of  the  law,  and 
so  on.  He  desired  to  be  informed  whether 
the  present  Bill  was  intended  to  apply  to 
tenants  who  had  been  evicted  otherwise 
than  for  non-pa v men t  of  rent.  The  title 
of  the  Bill  was ''A  Bill  to  Facilitate  and 
Make  Provision  for  the  Restoration  of 
Evicted  Tenants  to  their  Holdings  in  Ire* 
land.^*  In  the  case  of  a  purchase  by 
the  landlord  under  fi.fa.^  and  when  the 
landlord  had  to  evict  the  individual  who 
was  the  occupier  afterwards,  he  did  not 
evict  the  tenant,  but  a  person  who  was  in 
the  position  of  apurchaser.  The  Appendix 
to  the  Report  of  the  Mathew  Commission 
showed  what  class  of  tenants  were  con- 
templated by  that  Report.  It  showed 
clearly  that  the  person  contemplated  by 
the  Mathew  Commission  was  a  tenant 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent.  A 
number  of  evictions  had  taken  place 
against  tenants  who  were  actually  in  the 
position  of  purchasers.  The  landlord  had 
bought  under y?.  fa.^  the  Sheriff  had  con- 
veyed the  holding  to  the  landlord, 
and  the  tenant  had  absolutely  gone 
out.  The  landlord  had  brought  an 
ejectment  against  the  tenant,  but 
that  was  a  different  class  of  eviction  to 
that  consequent  on  a  judgment  for  non- 
payment of  rent ;  and  what  they  wanted 
to  know  was,  would  the  Bill  apply  to  the 
case  in  which  the  landlord  had  bought  or 
gone  into  possession,  or  the  case  in  which 
the  tenant  had  voluntaiily  surrendered 
his  holding  to  the  landlord  ?  because  that 
would  also  be  a  determination  of  the 
tenancy  under  the  20th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1881.  He  would, ask  were  there 
any  other  cases  to  which  the  word 
"  determined  "  would  apply  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  rose  to  Onler. 
Was  it  in  Onler  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  this  Amendment  to  dis- 
cuss his  own  Amendment,  whicb  was 
down  later  on  the  Paper  in  the  following 
terms : — 

Clause  1,  page  1.  line  6,  after  "(letermine<V' 
insert  **  by  eviction  consequent  on  a  judgment  or 
decree  for  {)Osse88ion  on  account  of  non-i>ay- 
ment  of  rent." 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  quite  in  Order. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly  prepared  to  move  his  own  Amend- 
ment when  it  was  reached.  The  title  of 
the  Bill  showed  the  tenants  alone  in 
favour  of  whom  this  first  section  was  in« 
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tended,  and  once  tbey  got  the  case  of  an 
eviction  against  a  trespasser,  which  was 
not  an  eviction  of  a  tenant,  they  would 
draw  the  net  of  the  first  section  so  as  to 
inohide  not  only  tenants  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent  hiit  the  former  occupier 
as  well,  whose  holding  the  landlord 
might  have  bought  and  given  a  considera- 
tion for,  and  former  tenants  who  had 
surrendered  to  the  landlord.  It  was  clear 
that  unless  some  Amendment  of  this 
character  were  inserted  the  Bill  would 
involve  a  number  of  other  cases  beyond 
those  to  which  it  was  directed. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  considered  that  the  points  put  by 
the  hou.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Stephen^s  Green  Division  required 
an  answer.  It  was  most  essential  that 
at  the  very  outset  of  the  Committee  stage 
they  should  know  what  class  of  tenants 
they  were  going  to  deal  with  in  Ireland 
and  what  cases  of  evictions.  The 
Solicitor  General  had  made  the  startling 
statement  that  the  word  **  determined,'* 
instead  of  the  expression  "evicted  for 
non-payment  of  rent,"  had  been  used  so 
as  to  include  something  else  besides  evic- 
tions for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  he 
gave  the  Committee  a  most  extraordinary 
case  in  which  this  compulsory  power  was 
to  be  exercised — namely,  that  where  the 
interest  of  a  tenant  had  been  purchased  in 
open  market  \,\  another  person,  not- 
withstanding such  purchase,  the  former 
tenant  was  to  go  Iwick  as  if  his  interest 
was  stiJl  in  existence. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  observed,  that  what 
he  had  said  was  that  there  might  be  a 
case  of  sale^'.  /a.  in  which  it  would  be 
desirable  the  arbitrators  should  have  the 
power  given  under  this  Bill.  A  case 
might  occur,  for  instance,  in  which  the 
tenant's  interest  was  put  up  by  the  Sheriff 
and  purchased  by  the  landlord  for  half-a- 
crown. 

Mr.  CARSON  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Bill  as  it  stood  ennbletl  the 
arbitrators  to  put  back  into  his  holding  a 
tenant  the  interest  of  whose  holding 
was  sold  in  the  public  market  ?  Did  it 
or  did  it  not  ?  Surely  they  had  a  right 
to  know  that. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  :  I  gave  an  illustra- 
tion in  which  I  thought  that  might  l>e 
done  which  ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  CARSON  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  to  indicate  what  was  to  be  tiie 
limit  of    the   amount   of    the    purchase 

Mr,  IV,  Kenny 


money  up  to  which  this  power  was  to  be 
exercisable,  and  contended  that  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  lay  down  such  a 
limit.  The  determination  of  a  tenancy  in 
the  20th  section  of  the  Act  of  1881 
covered  cases  of  purchase,  and  also  those 
in  which  the  tenant  had  voluntarily 
surrendered,  or  where  the  tenancy  had 
been  determined  by  the  operation  of  the 
law.  Was  the  Bill  to  apply  to  such  cases? 
If  so,  it  would  inflict  serious  injustice. 
Again,  the  Land  Act  of  1881  allowed  a 
fair  rent  to  be  fixed  subject  to  statutory 
conditions.  If  the  tenant  broke  one  of 
the  statutory  conditions,  the  landlord  had 
a  right  to  turn  him  out  and  i'^tenninethe 
tenancy.  He  should  like  to  know  if  that 
case  would  come  within  the  Bill  and  the 
tenant  be  put  back  ?  It  would  be  an 
extraordinary  thing  if  breaches  of  the 
statutory  conditions  of  the  Act  of  1881 
were  to  be  forgiven  by  Parliament,  and 
the  tenants  who  had  committed  these 
breaches  were  to  be  reinstated  in  their 
holdings.  He  pointed  out  that  the  13th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1891  was  permis* 
sive,  whilst  this  section  was  compulsory, 
and  so  long  as  they  retained  the  words 
'*  determination  of  a  tenancy,**  and  at  the 
same  time  had  a  compulsory  section,  they 
were  raising  a  number  of  cases  which 
were  entirely  outside  the  scope  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  if  they 
were  to  take  the  general  discussion  on 
this  particular  Amendment  it  would 
neeessarilv  rule  out  all  other  Amend- 
ments  on  this  particular  point.  He  sub- 
mitted that  on  this  Amendment  the  only 
thing  relevant  would  be  a  discussion  as 
to  whether  the  eviction  should  be  phy- 
sical or  within  the  meaning  of  the  law  ; 
but  the  Meml>ers  for  Dublin  University 
and  for  the  Stephen^s  Green  Division 
had  proceeiled  to  discuss  the  further 
question  of  the  nature  and  class  of  the 
tenants,  the  latter  hon.  Meml>er  antici- 
pating the  discussion  on  his  own  Amend- 
ment later  on.  If  thev  were  to  discuss 
the  larger  branch  of  the  question  now, 
he  submitted  they  could  not  also  discuss 
it  subsequently.  As  to  the  word  "  deter- 
mined," he  would  like  to  point  out  that 
it  came  from  the  evict iou-made-easy 
clause  of  the  Torv  Act  of  1887.  The 
point  of  the  objection  to  the  Government 
clause  was  that  they  had  copied  Section 
7  of  the  Tory  *Act  of  Parliament  of 
1887. 


■  Evicted  Tenanft 


!  JtJi.T  1894[  (Jretand)  ArhitraHfm  BUI.  IMSl 


Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  {BirmiuK- 
■in,  W.)  llimighl  the  lion,  odi]  learuoil 
)!{eniUir  Tor  Loutli  liad  miaappreheuileil 
)  objeut  of  this  Ameoilmeut.  Wb&t 
fby  were  reiaiog  whs  the  quest  Lou 
letlier  there  wn.s  auy  dtfferenue  between 
arioii  of 


HKid 

the  ii 
Billf 
than 


kcided  that  the  former  wonls  were  tn 
ktid  it  wonM  l>c  perfectly  in  Order  for 
By  hoii.  Sdember  hereafter  to  seek  to 
limit  Hie  cKuaes  for  which  that  deter- 
RiinAtiun  should  take  place.  The  deler- 
mtDatiun  of  a  tenancy  in  the  Act  of  1887 
wus  to  be  for  non-paymeDl  of  rent,  so 
thnt  it  Wits  not  relevnut  to  the  diseiis^iioii 
iu  which  they  were  now  engaged. 
Sorely  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  it 
desirable  to  limit  the  operation  of 
i  Bill  as  far  as  possible  to  the  cases  in 
fblcb  interreution  was  considered  to  be 

bsolntely  necessary.     It  could  not  be  to 

the  interest  of  the  Government  that  the 
Bill  should    deal    with    any    coses   other 
than  those  which  gave  rise  to  the  social 
administrative     difficulty    against 
ftlich  they  were  legislating,  neither  was 
^desirable  that  the  new  tribunal   to  he 
t  up  shoulft   be  occupied   in  the   con- 
Rderation  of  cases  which  the  Government 
did     not  intend  should  come  under  the 
Bill.      The    Solicitor  General    said    that 
they  must  trust  a  great  deal  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  tribunal  ;  but  surely  cases 
which  were  outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  go  before  that 
tribunal  merely  in   order   that   this   dis- 
cretion   might    be  esercised.     Think   of 
Ih6  loss  of  patience  on  the  part  of   the 
tribunal  called  on  through    the    laxity  of 
^^£urliameut  to    consider   cnses    whicli  it 
^^■tver  oDglit  to   have   been    called   ou  to 
^^■hsider  !    Take  the  case  of  a  tenant  who 
^^K'the  Tear  1479.  wishing  to  emigrate  to 
^^Slnericn,  voluntarily  went  out   and    wor- 
roQiIered  his  t«unncy.     In  that  CHse  the 
tenancy  was  determined  in   the  words  of 
the   clause.     Now,  did    the   right    hon. 
Getitleiimn     mean    that    the    man    could 
come  back  and  claim  to  1>a  reinstateil  in 
Ills  holding  ?     He  was  sure  be  had  only 
a  put  the  case  to  ensure  a  negative  au- 
That  dearly  could  not  be  his  in- 
fetion.    He  appoaleil  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
,  if  he  could  not  accept  these  wonln, 
(state  how  far  he  would  go  in    limiting 
1  eases    which    were    to    be    brought 
tore  the  tribunal. 


Mr.   sexton  (Kerry,  N)  saul,  if  I 
must  be  evident  [u  the  case  jnst  quoted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Btrminghani  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
thnt  the  tenant  who  had  surrendered  his 
tenancy  of  his  owu  free  will  and  gone  to.  4 
America,  and  then  returned  and  desired-  J 
against    the    will  of  the    Inndlord  t 
back  into  his  holding,  would  not  1«  per-'  I 
mitted  to  do  so.     The  arbitrators  luidep  f 
the  Bill  would  clearly  hold  that  there  was  | 
no  prima  /trie   case  for   reinstatement. 
[^Oppofifinn  laughter. 1   Hon.  Ger 
appeared  to  forget  that  the  tribunal  pro-  1 
posed  by  this  Bill  was   to  be  an  oHicial  I 
tribunal',    and    not     one     composed     of  I 
agitators  or  tenants.      The  laughter  the  J 
House  had  just   listened  to  wa$ 
respect    to  the  three  eminent  genilemeu  ' 
whom    it    was   proposed    to   appoint 
arbitrators.       One     of    them    wa*     tl 
leader  of  the  Equity  Bar  in  Ireland  ;  tl 
second  was  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
the  City  of  Dublin,  and  the  third  was  the 
senior  Adjudicator    in  fixing  fair  i 
under  the  Land   Act  of   18H1.      These  j 
gentlemen    were  surely  to  be  eninisted'  I 
with  the  making  of  an  Order  which  would  I 
be  consistent  with  justice  when  the  ([ues-  1 
lion  arose.       Would  it  be  seriously  con-'  J 
tended  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  1 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  orauyonfr  I 
else  that  if  a  tenant  voluntarily  left  hiB  f 
holding  and  went  lo  America,  anil    thet 
returned  and  sought  to  Iw  reinstated, thai 
his  case  would  l>e  listened  to  by  these 
gentlemen  ?       It     would     not     receive 
serious    attention   either   from    them    or 
from  any  other  body  of  arbitrators, 
had  pointed  out   the    character    at   the  I 
tribunal,  and  the  confidence   that   ought'  I 
to  be  reposed  iu   it,  and  now  he  would 
ask  what  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  ?'  < 
He  submitted  to  Members  on   lioth  side*'  | 
of  the  House    that  it    was  to  cov 
case  of  fenants,  who  since  1><73,  i 
sequence  of  the  agmrian  struggle 
hud  taken  place  in  Ireland,  had  lost  their 
status  as  tenants,  and  all  their  legal  rights 
adhering    to    that    Htalus.       This    was 
specially  so  in  the  case  of  the  present 
tenants.     The  object  of  the  Bill   was  to 
put     it      in      the     discretion     of      the' 
arbitrators    to    restore     tenants     of    this 
description    to   the  same  position    as    if 
their  tenancies    had    never    been    deter-  | 
nn'neil.    T>ie  Amendment  before  the  Cot 
miltoe    proposed     to     omit     the     word  j 
"tenaucv"  and  insert  "tenant,"  e 
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provide  that  the  clause  ehould  ou\y  cover 
cases  ''where  the  tenant  had  been 
evicted,"  Were  they  to  limit  themselves 
to  cases  of  absolute  physical  eviction  ? — 
and  not  being  a  lawyer  he  would  not 
presume  to  discuss  whether  certain  evic- 
tions were  physical  evictions  or  technical 
legal  evictions.  If  they  were  to  alter 
the  clause  as  now  suggested,  only  physi- 
cal evictions  would  be  meant.  If  the 
words  he  had  referred  to  were  put  in  they 
would  exclude  two  large  classes  of  cases 
in  which  assistance  might  be  absolutely 
required.  The  hou.  and  learned  Member 
for  St,  Stephen's  Green  (Mr.  Kenny)  had 
made  that  clear,  for  he  spoke  of  a  case 
where  the  tenancy  might  be  determined, 
not  by  eviction,  but  by  the  fact  that  the 
landlord,  instead  of  bringing  an  action  for 
the  recovery  of  possession  of  the  laud, 
brought  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  the 
rent,  obtained  judgment  against  the 
tenant,  and  proceeded  to  sell  the  tenant's 
interest  iu  the  holding.  The  landlord 
himself  1)onght  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  held 
that  the  eviction  of  the  tenant  consequent 
upon  that  proceeding  was  not  the  evic- 
tion of  a  tenant,  but  of  a  trespasser.  If 
that  were  so,  then  the  case  of  the  tres- 
passer should  be  provided  for  in  the  BilL 
In  the  early  years  of  the  agrarian 
struggle,  and  especially  on  the  estate  of 
Lord  Cloucurry,  although  it  was  the  case 
ou  other  estates  as  well,  the  landlord,  in- 
stead of  proceeding  for  the  land,  pro- 
ceeded for  the  rent,  aiul  obtained  a  writ 
iAfi.fa,^  and  sold  the  tenant's  interest  in 
the  land.  Tiic  landlord  bought  it  for 
28.  6d.,  or  £1,  or  £5  as  the  case  might 
be,  for  the  reason  that  on  estates  of 
this  kind  in  the  then  state  of  public  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  no  one  would  take  part  in 
the  bidding,  and  the  land  would  go  for 
any  price  that  was  offered.  The  tenant 
in  these  cases  was  deprived  of  his  status 
as  tenant  because  he  owed  one  or  two 
years'  rent,  and  he  suffered  as  much 
as  if  he  had  been  physically  evicted. 
The  Irish  Members  could  not,  therefore, 
for  one  moment  entertain  the  idea  that 
the  Bill  was  to  be  limited  only  to  cases 
of  physical  eviction.  The  other  class  of 
cases  to  Avhich  he  referred  was  one  with 
which  the  hou.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  was  very 
familiar — namely,  the  case  of  those  who 
under  the  Act  of  1887,  passed  by  the 
right   hou.    Gentleman  the   Member  for 

Mr,  Sexton 


Manchester  (Mr.  A.  J.Balfoi^') — were  uot 
physically  evicted,  but  bad  been  served 
with  registered  letters  of  eviction 
through  the  post.  Upon  the  receipt  of 
that  registered  letter,  delivered  to  whom  it 
might  be  by  the  postman  or  anybody 
else,  the  tenancy  was  detenmnedy  the 
tenant  ceased  to  be  the  tenant^  and  lost 
all  his  rights  and  all  he  had  iu  the  world — 
his  improvements,  his  right  to  compeu- 
sation  for  disturbance,  and  everything. 
He  was  turned  into  a  caretaker,  not  by 
physical  expulsion  or  eviction  such  as 
was  now  under  discussion.  The  moment 
the  tenant  became  a  caretaker  the  land- 
land  came  into  occupation  of  the  land. 
There  were  thousands  and  tens  of  thou- 
sands  of  such  cases  in  Ireland.  Many  of 
these  tenants  were  prevented  from  coming 
into  the  Land  Court  by  reason  of  that 
process,  and  it  must  be  obvious  that  if 
there  was  to  be  any  amelioration  of  the 
condition  of  things  in  Ireland,  anything 
to  contribute  to  the  healing  of  the  social 
sore,  the  claims  of  these  people  must  be 
equally  within  the  sphere  of  arbitration 
as  the  claims  of  other  evicted  tenants.  He 
need  say  no  more  than  that  the  insertion 
of  the  words  ''  that  where  the  tenant  has 
l)een  evicted  "  would  be  fatal  to  the  whole 
Bill. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thauet) 
said,  that  the  questions  which  had  been 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  which  were  no  doubt  very 
difficult  to  reply  to,  opened  up  a  very 
serious  problem.  This  Bill,  as  its  title 
showed,  was  introduced  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  deal  exclusively 
with  what  were  known  as  ^'  evicted 
tenants."  As  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  under- 
stood some  of  the  arguments  addressed 
to  the  Committee,  there  was  a  wish  on  the 
part  of  some  hon.  Members  to  very 
materially  enlarge  the  scope  of  the 
measure.  They  were  now  told  that  the 
term  ^'  evicted  tenants  '*  did  not 
adequately  describe  those  persons  for 
whom  public  money  was  to  be  obtained.  It 
was  suid  that  the  proper  time  for  taking 
exception  to  this  Bill  being  confined  to 
bond^fidc  evicted  tenants  was  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  moved  for 
leave  to  introduce  the  Bill.  Now  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  was,  he  (Mr. 
Lowther)  admitteil,  at  some  disadvantage 
in  expoutuling  Irish  law,  assisted  only  by 
no  doubt  very  eminent  legal  advisers,  but 
gentlemen  who  were    Scotch  represeuta- 
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tives,  and  who  would  be  the  first  to  ad- 
mit thaty  80  far  as  the  interpretation  of 
Irish  law  was  concerned,  they  were  ad  hoc 
laymen  and  could  not  claim  to  speak  as 
experts.  If  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  were  to 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
fortified  by  the  legal  advice  he  had  re- 
ferred to,  he  would  ask  him  what  he  in- 
tended by  the  Bill  ?  Did  he  intend  it  to 
apply  solely  to  evicted  tenants,  or 
did  he  not  ?  If  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  cor- 
rectly interpreted  the  words  of  the  clause, 
any  person  who  happened  at  any  period 
of  time  since  1879  to  occupy  a  holding 
in  Ireland  and  to  have  been  evicted  on 
any  grounds  whatsoever,  or  to  have  given 
up  a  farm  as  a  voluntary  act,  receiving 
hard  cash  for  doing  so,  would  under  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  be  able  to  come — 
although  he  ha4  never  been  evicted  in 
the  whole  course  of  his  life — and  ask  for 
a  share  of  this  public  plunder  which  was 
being  distributed  among  certain  of  these 
excellent  classes  in  Ireland.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  ?  He 
(Mr.  Lowther)  was  not  going  to  touch 
on  the  morality  of  the  Bill.  This  was 
not  the  part  of  the  measure  upon  which 
that  question  properly  arose.  He  was 
not  laying  down  that  those  who  had 
been  evicted  had  any  more  claim  (if  so 
great  a  claim)  to  public  money  as  those 
who  had  voluntarily  given  up  their  hold- 
ings for  causes  which  commended  them- 
selves to  their  judgment.  If  he  were  to 
discriminate  he  should  say  that  those 
who  had  given  up  their  holdings  accord- 
ing to  due  process  of  law,  and  had  not 
associated  themselves  with  criminal  con- 
spiracies, had  a  far  greater  claim  to  a 
share  of  the  public  fund  than  those  who 
had  been  connected  with  such  dis- 
creditable and  illegal  transactions 
as  those  which  had  specially,  appa- 
rently, enlisted  the  sympathies  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  clearly  ex- 
plain to  the  House  what  he  meant  by  his 
Bill — ^whether  or  not  he  intended  to 
shower  this  public  money  recklessly  on 
every  person  who  chose  to  apply  for  it  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  him  whether  he 
intended  to  confine  the  Bill  within  the 
seope  of  the  measure  the  House  gave  him 
leave  to  introduce.  But  the  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time,  and  they  must 
start  from  that  poiuU    The  principle  of 


the  Bill  was  to  appoint  a  tribunal  to 
which  certain  oases  of  dispute  could  be 
referred.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  used  the  very  expres- 
sion that  he  himself  would  have  used  to 
have  expressed  these  special  cases  when 
he  said  that  the  cases  that  should  be 
brought  under  the  Bill  were  those  ^'  thai 
gave  rise  to  social  administrative  difficul- 
ties." That  was  perfectly  true  ;  and  in 
order  to  carry  out  that  policy  it  was 
necessary  that  the  words  adopted  in  the 
Bill  should  be  of  a  very  general  character. 
If  that  were  not  so — if  the  words  were 
narrowed — it  would  be  impossible  for 
them  to  cover  every  kind  of  case  that 
might  arise,  and  they  would  be  doing 
their  best  to  baffle  the  object  they  had  in 
view.  That  was  his  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  put  the 
case  of  the  tenant  who  surrendered  his 
holding  in  1879  receiving  money 
for  it  and  going  to  America,  and  who 
subsequently  returned  and  sought 
to  be  reinstated.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  whether  it  was  intended  to  give 
relief  to  such  a  man  as  that.  Clearly 
nothing  of  the  kind  was  intended.  No 
doubt,  if  such  monstrous  cases  a^?  had 
been  suggested  were  brought  before 
the  arbitrators,  they  would  not  entertain 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had  spoken 
of  the  laxity  of  Parliament  and  had  said 
that  they  ought  not,  through  the  laxity 
of  Parliament,  to  throw  a  burden  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  arbitrators  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  bear.  But  '^  the 
laxity  of  Parliament  *'  was,  after  all,  only 
one  way  of  describing  what  they  really  in- 
tended. The  Government  wished  to  leave 
these  arbitrators  as  wide  a  discretion  as 
they  possibly  could.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  University  had  exercised  his  in- 
genuity in  placing  before  the  Committee 
a  number  of  hypothetical  cases  that 
might  arise,  and  had  said  what  a  moi> 
strous  thing  it  would  be  if  in  such  cases 
as  he  had  suggested  any  relief  were 
given  under  the  Bill.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  a  monstrous  thing  that  in  such  cases 
relief  should  be  given,  and  it  was  just  for 
that  reason  that  the  Government  felt 
they  could  safely  allow  the  claims  of  such 
tenants  to  go  before  the  tribunal.  The 
arbitrators  would  at  once  say  that  they 
were  monstrous  cases,  and  would  refuse 
to  accede  to  the  applications.     It   was 
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desirable  to  maintain  general  words  in 
the  clause.  Tbej  desired  to  leave  the 
tribunal  the  widest  discretionary  powers, 
and  to  shut  as  few  doors  as  possible  to 
their  arbitration  in  cases  which  they 
thought  it  desirable  in  the  interests  of 
peace  and  order  to  entertain.  Therefore, 
they  had  used  the  general  words  con 
taiued  in  the  Act  of  1891,  because  they 
wished,  as  the  framers  of  the  Act  did, 
to  cover  as  large  an  area  of  these  unfor- 
tunate cases  as  they  could.  He  could  not 
see  that  the  propriety  of  the  words  used 
had  been  shaken. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  should 
have  preferred  to  see  this  question  dealt 
with  bv  another  Amendment  lower  down 
on  the  Paper.  It  was  unreasonable 
for  the  Government  to  go  back,  he  con- 
tended, to  the  1 3th  clause  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1891  as  a  justification  for  the 
words  used  and  as  a  proof  that  no  harm 
was  likely  to  befall  the  landlord.  That 
clause  had  a  purely  voluntary  action,  and 
formed  the  machinery  alone  by  which 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant  could  be 
brought  together  for  negotiations  for  pur- 
chasing the  holding  ;  but  here  in  this  Bill 
there  was  a  special  inducement  for  every 
person  whose  tenancy  had  been  deter- 
mined since  1879  to  come  forward  and 
argue  his  case  before  the  arbitrators,  to 
whose  decision  everything  was  left.  This 
was  a  very  different  procedure  to  that 
under  the  1 3th  clause  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1891,  and  therefore  that  clause,  he 
maintained,  could  not  justly  be  quoted 
as  a  precedent.  Besides,  the  1 3th  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1891  had  reference  to 
purchase  and  not  reinstatement.  Take 
the  case  of  a  tenant  against  whom  a 
landlord  had  proceeded  for  rent.  The 
Sheriff  came  upon  the  laud,  seized  every- 
thing, and  sold  the  interest  of  the  farm. 
Supposing  that  after  everything  had 
been  sold  up  the  tenant  still  continued  on 
the  farm.  In  that  case,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  the  tenancy  was  not  legally  deter- 
mined— \cries  of  "  No,  no  ! "] — and  the 
landlord  would  have  to  proceed  to  eject 
the  tenant  by  physical  force.  ["  No, 
no! "]  Then  how  was  the  landlord  to 
get  him  out  ? 

Mr.  DILLON  :  The  tenant's  interest 
being  sold,  the  landlord  would  be  the 
occupier,  and  the  tenant  would  at  once 
become  a  mere  trespasser  on  the  land. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  That  is  the 
case  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and 

Mr,  J^  Morley 


this  Bill,  therefore,  is  a  Bill  to  deal  not 
alone  with  tenants,  but  with  trespassers. 
I  am  not  to  be  taken  as  opposing  that. 
You  would  find  in  a  large  number  of 
cases  that  that  would  represent  the  actual 
fact ;  and  while  admitting  only  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
that  such  men  would  be  trespassers,  I 
think  that  it  should  be  stated,  if  they 
really  regard  them  as  such. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  would  point 
out  thai  the  amount  of  money  is  only 
£250,000,  and  it  is  therefore  obvious  that 
the  Government  intend  to  apply  the 
fund  only  to  the  most  deserving  cases. 
If  the  arbitrators  entertained  such  cases 
as  some  hon.  Members  have  suggested — 
even  if  they  were  foolish  and  culpable 
enough  to  do  that — the  money  would  not 
be  enough  to  go  round. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FOBSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  that  as  a  layman,  and  one  re- 
presenting a  constituency  that  was  not 
agricultural,  he  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  Amendment.  It  seemed  to 
him  most  unfortunate  that  the  first 
operative  line  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  be 
relied  on.  The  title  of  the  measure  said 
it  was  a  Bill  for  the  relief  of  evicted 
tenants  ;  but  on  the  first  line  they  came 
to  discuss,  they  were  told  that  so  far 
from  that  being  the  case  they  were  pro- 
hibited from  inserting  the  title  in  that 
place,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  intended 
to  make  a  class  of  people  who  were  not 
evicted  tenants  beneficiaries  under  the  Bill. 
It  should  l)e  remembered  that  there  were 
many  business  men  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  who  of  late  years  had  had  trans- 
actions with  new  tenants  in  the  South, 
who,  if  that  class  of  farmers  were 
obliged  by  the  Bill  to  surrender  their 
holdings  in  order  tliat  some  evicted  tenant 
should  be  reinstated  in  his  old  farm, 
would  lose  their  security.  It  was  not, 
he  submitted,  an  impossible  case  that  a 
tenant  who  voluntarily  gave  up  his  hold- 
ing some  six  or  seven  years  ago  should 
subsequcntly,on  his  return  from  America, 
claim  to  l>c  reinstated.  Such  a  case 
actually  occurred  within  his  own  know- 
ledge. A  meeting  was  called  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  the  curious  thing 
was  that  the  question  raised  was  not 
whether  or  no  the  claim  was  a  vah'd 
but  .  solely     how     much 


one. 


com- 


pensation should  be  paid,  not  by 
the  ex-tenant,  but  by  the  sitting 
tenant      for      the      right    to    remain. 
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far  from  this  beiog  an  oiit-of-the-tvay 
reportsil  in  iho  local  papers, 
doeiiled   to  bold  a  meeting, 

luld  the  toiiant  prove  reuulcilraiit,  in 
lo  compel  liim  to  allow  the  teuaut 
AineritiB  ta  resume  posBesBiou.  He 
not  Ibiiik  such  a  <;age  was  unlikely 

jooiiraf^iu.     He  woiilit  like  to  know 

■tlier  if  tliey  were  clearly  lo  uuderstend 
that,  althougli  llie  yirciimsranees  by 
which  the  leuauisy  hail  been  determined 
c»me  within  the  purriew  of  the  Bill,  the 
repreeeatativea  of  a  tenant  wliu  li»d 
since  died  would  be  eutitled  to  luke 
poBBeasioii. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Maucliester, 
£,)  Eaid,  it  would  not  be  denied  that 
evon  if  the  Amendment  were  carried  the 
proviiions  of  tlie  Bill  would  still  (wver  h 
good  many  CBHea  which  in  the  judgmeut 
of  the  Houne  ongbt  not  to  benefit  under 
it.  That  was  practically  admitted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry,  as  well 
M  by  lue  Chief  Secretary  bimaelf.  Two 
argumetite  bod  been  addressed  to  the 
Committee  by  which  it  waa  sought  to 
allow  ihut  the  superfluoua  width  given 
by  these  words  would  be  practically 
kept  in  check.  The  firat  argument 
adduced    was    the   extraordinary  one    of 

le  bon.  Member  for  North  Loutb  with 
the  amount  of  mosey  l>eiog 

!A0,000,   and    therefore  that  for  mere 

ik  of  cash  the  cases  that  thoy  did  not 
include  could  not  be  dealt  with. 
If  the  argument  was  to  have  any  weight 
at  all  it  would  cause  tbe  new  tribunal 
not  to  decide  any  single  case  until  it  bad 
every  case  before  it — that  was  to  Hay, 
the  whole  body  of  tenantry  orex-Utnnulry 
to  be  relieved  by  tbe  Bill  must 
be  before  the  tribunal  before  it 
decided  tbe  allocation  of  tbe  fundi*. 
The  second  argument  was  that  on  which 
tbe  Chief  Secretary  relie<l.  It  was  to 
the  effect  that  tbe  Government  were 
appointing  a  number  of  gentlemen  to  form 
a  Commission,  and  that  their  discretion 
might  be  absolutely  Intsted  to  exclude 
from  tbe  operation  of  tbe  Bill  every  ease 
which  aaght  not  to  be  included  in  it.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  a  word  against  the 
excelleut  gentlemen  who  were  to  form 
this  Commission,  though  if  hon.  Meml>er8 
were  U>  go  on  covering  every  defect  in 
tbe  Bill  by  applauding  the  virtues  of 
these  gentlemen  it  would  in  all  proba- 
bility lie  necessary  for  someone  to  say  of 
these  gentlemen  that  wbaierer  might  be 


their  merits  they  did  not  inspire  thati 
abnormal  amount  of  confidence  whicfaf: 
appeared  to  be  rejiosed  in  them.  It  wwi 
sufficiuut  for  him  lo  point  out  also  that] 
these  gentlemen  were  distinctly  requiri 
by  the  Bill  to  take  inio  consideration  tti^J 
circumstances  of  the  district.  It  appeared' 
to  bim  that  if  a  tenant  came  ba<;k  in  th»l 
circumstances  which  had  jtiat  been  meui^j 
tioned  by  tbe  boo.  Member  for  Wert; 
Belfast,  and  if  be  contriveil  to  make  hiui-i 
self  sufficiently  dangerous  to  tbe  peace  of 
the  neigh bourbood,  and  sufficiently  dis- 
agreeable to  the  powers  that  be,  this 
tribunal  would  be  obliged,  from  the 
very  nature  of  their  mandate,  to  consider 
whether  he  ought  not  lo  be  reinstated  in 
his  holding.  But  even  if  that  should  not 
be  tbe  case,  he  put  it  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary whether  it  was  fair  to  put  tbe  land- 
lord to  the  cost  of  proving  to  the  tribuqal 
that  there  waa  not  a  primn  facie  ci 
consideration  i*  This  would  invol' 
landlord  going  to  his  solicitor  to  I 
case  made  out  and  tbe  necessary  affidavi 
drawn,  and  such  work  would  iuvolve  all 
the  initial  expenses  which  the  Legal  Pro-" 
fession  knew  so  well  how  to  accumulate. 
Granting  that  the  tribunal  would  d< 
justice,  be  urged  that  it  was 
burden  to  put  on  the  landlord  to  require 
him  to  prove  by  costly  process  that  such- 
and-such  a  tenant  left  his  holding  in  c' 
cumstancea  which  did  not  properly  brii  _ 
him  within  the  iuteutiou  of  tbe  Bill.  Let 
the  Committee  define  its  iuteul 
tiie  Kill,  and  then  none  of  those  difficulties 
would  arise.  In  that  event  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  done  Its  best  to  guide 
tbe  tribunal,  and  if  it  went  wrong  the 
blame  would  rest  on  the  Cc 
aud  uot  on  the  legislative  work  of  the 

Mr.  J.  MOKLEY   pointed   out    thfti 
the  right   bou.    Gentleman  appeared  tO>^ 
have    misapprehended    the  operation    of 
the  sub-seclion.     No  costs  could  fall 
the  landlord    until    tbe  arbitrators    had 
made  the  conditional  order,     Tbe  prima 
facie  case  had  to  operate  on  the  minds 
tbe  arbitrators  before  they  made  tbe  eo 
ditioual  order. 

Question  put. 

Tbe  Committee  divided  :— Aye*  21 J  i 
Noes  159. — (Division  List,  No.  1S9.) 

Mb.    BRODBICK    (Surrey,    Gui 
ford)  said,  be  bad  to  move  to  <|ualify  tlH 
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word  "  holding  "  by  iuserting  the  words 

*'  which  is  valued  under  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  valuation  of  rateable  property  in  Ireland  at 
not  more  than  thirty  pounds  a  year." 

This  was  by  do  meaDs  an  unfair  Amend- 
ment, and  it  introduced  no  novel  prin- 
ciple. On  the  contrary,  the  exceptional 
feature  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  left  out  this 
limitation,  which  was  included  in  almost 
all  previous  measures  of  a  similar  kind. 
He  looked  back  to  the  Acts  which  had 
been  brought  in  from  time  to  time  to 
relieve  either  temporarily  or  permanently 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  from  disaster  and 
trouble  due  sometimes  to  their  own 
action,  and  sometimes  to  causes  beyond 
their  control,  and  he  found  this  pro- 
vision occurred  in  almost  every  Act  and 
in  that  for  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  himself  responsible  in 
1880.  The  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill  of  1880,  which  had  been  so 
often  quoted  as  the  beginning  of  all  the 
trouble  in  Ireland,  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
(with  respect  to  arrears),  the  Arrears  Act 
of  1882,  and  the  Arrears  Bill  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  all 
were  confined  to  holdings  of  under  £30 
valuation.  Ho  well  remem])ered  the 
arguments  advanced  for  treating  these 
tenants  in  an  exceptional  manner.  They 
were  alleged  to  be  a  class  whose  poverty 
and  whose  ignorance  had  prevented  them 
from  benefiting  by  free  contract.  It  was 
important,  too,  to  l>ear  in  mind  that  these 
holdings  >vere  85  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
tenancies  in  Ireland,  and,  therefore,  the 
Amendment  would  not  exclude  the  men 
who  ought  not  to  be  excluded.  The  small 
tenants  were  precisely  those  who  had 
lost  most  bv  eviction.  The  tenant  of  a 
holding  of  300  or  400  acres  would  not 
be  appreciably  benefited  by  the  grant  of 
£50  proposed  to  be  made  under  the  Bill, 
whereas  the  tenant  of  a  farm  of  £30 
valuation  would  benefit  from  a  grant 
which  represented  nearly  two  years'  rent. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  in  1886 
made  a  speech  in  which  he  laid  down  a 
programme  specially  directed  to  the  case 
of  this  poor  class  of  tenants.  He  said, 
on  the  14th  of  October  in  that  year — 
^*  Would  they  not  be  better  off  with  30s. 
or  £2  a  week  and  their  hands  in  their 
pockets,  instead " 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  relevant  to  the 
Amendment. 

J\Ir,  Brodrick 


Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  be  thought  he 
would  be  able  to  show  that  it  was 
absolutely  germane  to  the .  Amendmenty 
because  special  inducements  were  held 
out  to  these  smaller  tenants  to  join  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  But  if  they 
took  the  ease  of  a  man  who  paid 
£40  a  year  in  rent,  and  offered  him 
£100  a  year  to  come  oat  and  sit  idly, 
surely  they  offered  such  a  man  a  strong 
inducement  to  quit  his  holding. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Amendment.  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  in  Order. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  bowed  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman,  and  would 
address  himself  to  other  arguments  in 
supporting  his  point  that  evicted  tenants 
of  larger  status  should  have  the  least 
right  to  look  to  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.  He  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  position  of  the 
tenants  on  the  Glensharoid  estate,  and 
more  especially  to  a  letter  written  by  the 
Bishopof  Limerick  on  the  13th  Mky,  1890, 
about  those  tenants — \^Cries  of  "Order, 
order  I  "  from  Nationalist  Members^] 
He  knew  that  that  letter  was  a  most  in- 
convenient citation  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway,  but,  all  the  same, 
he  proposed  to  read  it.  There  were  43 
tenants  on  the  Glensharoid  estate.  The 
old  rent  they  paid  was  £738  ;  the  judicial 
rent  was  £«542,  and  the  new  rent  pro- 
posed was  £384.  They  owed  fiXB  years* 
rent,  or  £2,611,  and  yet  the  landloid  was 
willing  to  accept  one  yearns  rent  at  the 
new  figure — namely,  £384,  and  allow 
them  back  again  to  their  holdings.  The 
Bishop  of  Limerick  was  anxious  that  the 
tenants  should  accept  those  terms,  and 
in  his  letter  he  made  an  appeal  to  one  of 
the  larger  tenants  not  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  a  settlement 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  has  not  appreciated 
what  I  said  just  now.  My  ruling  was 
that  the  mode  in  which  the  tenants  may 
have  lost  their  holdings  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  I  must  venture 
with  great  respect  to  say,  Mr.  Mellor, 
that  you  cannot  have  understood  the 
point  I  was  offering  to  the  Committee. 
It  is  this — that  those  large  tenants  have 
no  claim  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  confines  himself  to  that  he 
will  be  quite  in  Order.     But  he  must  not 
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go  into  the  question  of  the  way  the 
tenants  lost  their  holdings. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Mr.  Mellor 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  point  of 
Order  has  heen  settled. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  It  is  another 
point  of  Order,  Sir.  I  wish  to  ask  you 
whether,  when  you  have  given  your 
decision  as  to  a  matter  beiug  in  Order  or 
not,  it  is  in  Order  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  possession  of  the  House  to  argue 
the  matter  ? 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  desired  to 
show  that  one  of  the  tenants  who  had  a 
large  holding  on  the  Glensharold  estate 
was  appealed  to  by  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick  to  give  way,  and  that  if  that 
large  tenant  had  given  way  the  other 
tenants  would  have  followed  suit.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  if  the  larger  tenants 
on  all  those  Flan  of  Campaign  estates 
had  set  the  example  of  giving  way,  the 
smaller  tenants  would  have  been  only  too 
glad  to  have  availed  themselves  of  the 
terms  ofiered  by  the  landlord  ;  and  that 
was  why  he  urged  that  the  relief  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  should  be  confined  to 
the  smaller  tenants.  He  would  give  the 
Committee  an  example  of  the  larger 
tenants  whom  ho  sought  to  exclude  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill.  He  knew  the 
case  extremely  well.  It  was  that  of  a 
man  who  had  been  farming  between  four 
and  five  hundred  acres  of  land  and  paying 
£450  a  year  rent.  The  tenant  got  into 
arrear,  and  was  evicted  in  1881,  13 
years  ago.  The  landlord  took  up  the 
farm,  and  spent  between  £4,000  and 
£5,000  on  it,  one-third  of  which  amount 
was  sunk  in  permanent  buildings.  The 
tenant,  after  spending  10  or  12  years  in 
America,  came  back  last  year,  settled 
himself  down  at  the  landlord's  gate,  and 
nowexpected  to  get  back  to  the  farm  under 
this  Bill  without  paying  a  farthing. 
Surely,  it  was  preposterous  and  absurd  to 
reinstate  such  a  man.  The  arbitrators 
would  have  no  power  to  order  the  land- 
lord more  than  one  year's  rent,  £400,  and 
out  of  the  farm  he  would  have  to  go, 
after  spending  £4,000  in  improving  it. 
Would  it  be  surprising  if  the  landlord  in 
such  a  case — shaving  lost  all  his  capital 
and  having  a  worthless  and  bankrupt 
tenant  forced  on  him — laboured  under  a 
deep  injostice  ?  Surely,  such  a  man 
would  have  the  sympathy  and  support  of 
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every  honest  man  in  Great  Britain,  if  he 
fought  to  the  last,  by  every  legal  means, 
in  order  to  preserve  his  property.  The 
Committee  could  hardly  be  aware  of  the 
large  number  of  men  of  substance  and 
means  who,  unless  his  Amendment  were 
accepted,  would  be  reinstated  under  the 
Bill.  He  paid  recently  a  visit  to  the 
Pousonby  estate,  and  while  he  regretted 
to  see  many  small  houses  dilapidated  and 
fallen  in,  he  saw  a  few  houses  which  did 
not  arouse  his  sympathy  or  regret  at  all. 
He  saw  one  excellent  house,  the  lands  of 
which  were  at  present  stocked  by  the 
owners  of  the  estate.  He  found  out  that 
this  place  had  belonged  to  a  man  who 
carried  on  the  trade  of  a  butcher  in 
Youghal.  That  man  was  not  a  farmer 
in  the  ordinary  sense  ;  he  was  not  de- 
pending on  the  land  for  a  livelihood  ;  and 
was  it  not  monstrous  to  propose  that  in 
such  a  case  the  landlord  should  be  turned 
out  of  the  farm  and  the  Youghal  butcher 
allowed  to  come  back  like  a  conquering 
hero  ?  He  asked  the  Committee  to  ex- 
clude such  men  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Bill.  If  his  Amendment  were  accepted 
it  would  relieve  from  the  Bill  some  of  the 
more  objectionable  and  ridiculous  features 
of  the  Bill  ;  it  would  make  the  Bill 
less  demoralising  ;  and  more  just,  so  far 
as  justice  could  at  all  enter  in  its  pro- 
posals. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page   1,  line 

5,  after  the  word   "holding,"  to  insert 

the  words 

"  which  is  valued  under  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
valuation  of  rateable  property  in  Ireland  at  not 
More  than  thirty  ^^unds  a  year."  —  (3/r. 
Brodrlek.) 

Question  proposed ,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  really  brought  forward  a  Second 
Reading  set  of  objections  to  the  Bill. 
The  Amendment  would  exclude  farms 
the  valuation  of  which  is  over  £30  a 
year  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  There 
were  1,483  holdings  inquired  into  by  the 
Mathew  Commission,  and  of  these  226 
were  holdings  over  £30  a  year  rent,  which 
though  not  quite  the  same  thing  as  the 
valuation  is  about  the  same,  so  that  if 
the  Amendment  were  carri^  it  would 
exclude  something  like  14  or  15  percent, 
of  the  cases  inquired  into  by  the  Mathew 
Commission.  I  cannot  say  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  made  out  any  particular  case 
for  excluding  large  holdings  and  allowing 
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small  ouGMi  to  come  in  nnder  the  Bill  ;  but 
iu  auy  evcut  I  do  uot  desire  to  lay  dowu  a 
hard  and  fast  rule  like  this  for  the  arbi- 
trators. The  arbitrators  must  have  a 
wide  discretion  ;  they  will  be  an  arbitrating 
tribunal ;  and  if  the  circumstances  of  the 
district,  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
holding — whether  it  be  a  large  holding 
or  whether  it  be  a  small  holding — ^justify 
the  issue  of  a  conditional  order,  and  after- 
wards the  making  of  the  conditional  order 
absolute,  in  view  of  the  policy  of  the 
Bill,  the  size  of  the  holding  has  no 
bearing  on  the  question  the  arbitrators 
will  have  to  settle.  The  question  of  the 
landlord's  improvements,  which  is  the 
question  really  raised  by  the  Amendment, 
is  dealt  with  in  another  part  of  the  Bill, 
and  as  there  are  Amendments  down  to  it, 
I  will  deal  with  the  question  when  we 
come  to  them.  But  I  must  resist  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
the  tribunal  was  going  to  be  an  arbi- 
trating Bill.  But  the  arbitrators  would 
)>e  bound  by  the  terms  of  this  Act,  and 
therefore  they  would  be  bound  to  deal 
with  all  oases  that  came  before  them 
nnder  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  said  just  now  that  there  was  onlv 
£2oO,OCH)  to  deal  with  under  the  Bill, 
therefore  in  his  opinion  (hey  ought  to 
confine  the  money  to  the  most  deserving 
cases  ;  Jind  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
was  perfectly  right  in  bringing  in  an 
Amendment  to  limit  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  to  the  most  deserving  cases,  or,  as 
he  would  put  it,  to  the  least  undeserving 
cases.  lie  thought  the  large  men  were 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves.  The 
principle  that  the  large  men  were  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves  nin  through  all 
the  land  legislation  of  the  House.  Tlie 
large  men  were  excluded  from  the  Arrears 
Act  of  1882,  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian,  and  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  ran  on  the  lines 
of  that  Act.  Again,  when  the  Purchase 
Act  of  1891  was  introduced,  Mr.  I'arnell 
moved  an  Amendment  to  limit  it  to  hold- 
ings valued  under  £50. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  He 
was  not  dealing  with  the  evicted  tenants. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  said,  that  was 
so,  but  Mr.  Parnell,  in  making  that  pro- 
posal, admitted  that  the  large  men  were 
well  able  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
He  maintained,  indeed,  with   regard  to 
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these  evicted  tenants,  that  they  were 
capable  of  taking  care  of  themselves,  but 
certainly  the  bigger  men  could  make 
terms  with  their  landlords  if  they  pleased 
to  do  so.  The  amount  of  money  to  be 
advanced  was  not  a  large  snm.  If 
there  were  any  deserving  cases  at  all 
among  the  evicted  tenants  they  were  to 
be  found  among  the  small  men,  and  he 
cordially  supported  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  he  was  not  able  to  support  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  Mr.  ParnelPs  Amendment  to  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891.  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  supported 
Mr.  Parnell  on  that  occasion  ;  he  (Mr. 
Russell)  vtertainly  did  not,  and  he  knew 
that  in  another  place  Lord  Londonderrj 
carried  a  clause  which  practically  made  an 
end  of  Mr.  ParnelPs  proposal.  Bat  he  had 
a  more  apt  illustration  for  the  Committee. 
The  late  Government  proposed  to  rein- 
state evicted  tenants  under  Clause  18 
of  the  Act  of  1891,  and  they  did  not 
limit  the  operation  of  that  section  in  the 
way  the  Amendment  proposed.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  evicted  tenants 
who  had  been  reinstated  under  that  sec- 
tion were  in  the  possession  of  holdings 
valued  above  £30  a  vear.  Therefore,  he 
was  not  going  to  l>e  driven  from  the  13th 
section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1891  ;  he 
stood  hv  it,  and  if  the  Unionist  Go- 
vernment  put  no  limitation  on  that  section 
he  was  not  going  to  adopt  a  limitation 
now.  Besides,  there  were  other  grounds 
for  rejecting  the  Amendment.  They 
must  face  this  Bill,  having  passed  its 
Second  Reading,  as  a  Bill  that  might 
become  law  ;  ami  he  was  not  prepared  to 
leave  lt5  per  cent,  of  the  evicted  tenants 
behind,  like  an  open  sore  festering  and 
breeding  corruption.  With  regard  to 
the  Youghal  butcher  to  whom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred,  if  he  had  chosen  he 
could  have  gone  back  to  the  farm  under 
the  13th  section  ;  l)nt  he  should  say,  in 
reference  to  the  roturne<l  American,  who 
had  settled  down  at  the  landlonl's  gate 
waiting  to  get  possession  of  his  holding, 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  get  the  Bill  until  he  provided 
directions  excluding  the  arbitrators  from 
dealing  with  such  a  case  as  that. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Tvrone  that  the  Bill 
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_  ight  possibly  become  law ;  but  be 
could  uot  understAuil  tliai  that  was  any 
gruund  for  refustug  a  perfectly  rea^^ou- 
able  Amendment.  It  wbh  perfectly  true, 
as  bis  liou.  Frieiidliod  poiuted  out,  that  the 
IdthsBOtiou  of  ttie  1891  Act  drew  do  sueli 
litnilatinu.  But  it  must  be  remembored 
that  tliis  Bill  proposed  to  devote  the 
liiaU  sum  of  £260,000  to  the  reinstate- 
meot  of  evicted  tauautd,  wbieh  uumbered 
4,000.  It  wait  obvioui^  that  that  sum 
was  abflolutely  inadequate  to  carry  out 
"i  a  purpose;  and,  therefore,  even 
Nm  the  Groverument's  point  of  view,  it 
highly  desirablo  that  the  raooey 
wuld  be  put  to  the  beet  poasible  ail  van- 
tage. Teoaots  over  £30  a  year  valuation 
would  be  well  able  to  provide  the  re- 
sources  for  roinstatomeut  themselves ; 
4lBd  it  WHS  tbe  poor  man  that  should 
IKve  tbe  Krat  pull  ut  the. limited  sum 
d  at  the  disposal  of  the  arbitrators. 
believed  the  Amendment  would 
raugtben  the  Bill  rather  thao  weaken  it. 
[  there  was  to  be  apy  favour  shown  to 
101;  claw  of  teuaotu  it  should  be  shown 
_  iO  the  smaller  class,  very  few  of  whom, 
he  believed,  would  have  gone  out  if  it 
had  uut  been  for  the  coercion  put  upou 
tbeia  by  othera  who  could  pay  their 
^—XOats,  but  did  not  chose  to  do  so.  If  the 
^^^^tneudments  which  were  proposed  to 
^Hbia  Bill  were  to  be  met  by  simply  re- 
^^Brring  to  the  discretiou  which  was  to  be 
^^^aceroised  by  the  tribuuiil,  aud  if  no 
aUempt  were  made  to  show  some  reuaou 
sgainst  them,  thi:  arguments  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  would  become  ridiuuli 
Ho  hoped  before  the  discussion  t 
eluded  some  wiser  reason  would 
abowu  for  rejecting  this  Amendment 
than  had  yet  been  given.  He  was  i 
vinced  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
ODe  far  which  tbe  arbitrators  themselves 
would  be  thankful. 

BCoLOMEi.  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
)  was  rather  surprised  that  Uie  boo. 
DUber  for  South  Tyrone  saw  auy  difli- 
It;  in  supporting  tbe  Amendment. 
The  boo.  Member  appeared  to  eee  such 
«lUEculty  altogetlier  because  of  the  fact 
that  he  was  a  supporter  of  the  13th 
ctanse — he  believed  he  was  partly  tbe 
tliithor  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  ;  I   was 
tbe  author.     I  moved  it. 

GoLOMBL   SAUNDERSON: 
■aaj  be  led   to  suppose,   then,   that   he 
dof  it? 


Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  do  now. 
CoLoxcL  SAUNDERSON  said,  hia 
lu.  Frieud  would  see  tdat  there  was  an 
immense  differeuce  between  the  arrauge- 
made  uuder  Clause  1!),  and  the 
proposal  under  this  Bill,  aud  indeed  the 
hon.  Member  bail  alluded  to  it  himself. 
Under  the  Bill  of  1891,  the  arrangement 
lietween  tbe  landlord  and  teuaut  was 
irely  compulsory,  whereas  under  the 
present  Bill  it  was  a  matter  of  forcing 
the  evicted  tenant  back  upou  tbe  lau£. 
He  did  not,  therefore,  see  any  logical 
grounds  npon  which  bis  hon.  Frieud 
could  refuse  to  support  what  he  regardeil 
as  a  reasonable  proposal.  Ho  thought 
in  this  discunsion  they  bad  arrived  at  the. 
guiding  principle  which  would  influence 
right  bnu.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  ou  the, 
Treasury  Bench  in  meeting  the  various^ 
iirguments  that  were  addressed  from, 
that  side  of  the  House.  They  had, 
heard  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the. 
Soliuitor  tieneral,  and  both  right  hoUf, 
Geutlemeu  evidently  realised  that  the, 
proposals  in  this  Bill  were  proposals  sucb 
as  had  never  yet  been  giibmilted  to  aujr 
Legislative  Aesembly  lu  the  world,  and 
proposals  which,  he  imagined,  even  tlieif 
ingenuity  was  not  sufficient  adequately, 
to  grapple  with.  Therefore,  as  fur  as  liS; 
could  make  out  from  the  speeches  of  tli<l_ 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  Solicitor  Oeueral,, 
they  appeared  to  agree  on  tliis  point : 
that  all  those  difficulties  aud  objoctioDS,i 
which  tbey  must  have  already  discerned, 
could  only  be  overcome  iu  one  way,  and 
one  alone,  Tbey  appeared  to  agree  tlrnt, 
all  these  difficulties  would  ho  solved 
because  they  had,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  Ireland,  discovered  three 
upright  aud  unbiased  Irishmen  who, 
when  this  difficult  point  was  submitted 
to  them,  would  give  a  righteous,  upright. 
and  logical  decision.  There  was  one 
remark  whioh  the  Chief  Secretary  made 
to  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  which 
threw  some  light  on  the  course  the  Go-, 
vernment  had  taken.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  if  they  accepted  the 
Amendment  it  would  strike  at  the  very 
principle  of  the  Bill.  Tbe  priueiple 
of  the  Bill  was  certainly  very  clear.  It 
was  a  Bill  to  reinstate  a  certain  class  of 
evicted  tenants — namely,  the  Plan  o! 
Campaign  tenants.  Tbe  hon.  end  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  indicated  this 
fact  when  be  said  that  the  arbitrators 
would  have  little  diiliculty,  because  aa 
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the  rium   thcv    had    to    deal    with  was 
limited    it   eonhl.  odIj   lie  applied   to  a 
limited  number  of  tenants.     The  natural 
inference,  therefore,  was  that  when  these 
three   upright,    intelligent,    and    logical 
gentlemen  met  to  examine  this  Bill  they 
would  say  it  was  brought  into  the  House 
and  carried  through  Parliament  with  a 
certain  object,  and  that  was  to  reinstate 
a  certain  class  of  tenants — namely,  that 
class   which  was  a  public  danger — the 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenants.     As  this  sum 
of  money  was  liarely  sufficient  to  deal 
with  them,  the  money  must  be  allocated 
in  that  direction,  and,  therefore,  on  these 
grounds,  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was   a   reasonable  proposal.      The  Bill 
would  be   just  as  objectionable  to  him 
even  if  this  Amendment  passed  ;  but  he 
supported  it  because  he  wanteil  to  limit 
the  scope  of  these  upright  and  just  gen- 
tlemen.    As  the   Bill  was  drawn  there 
was  absolutely  no  limit  to   the  scoi)e  of 
these  gentlemen  when  they  met  together 
in  solemn  conclave,  and  he  supported  the 
Amendment,  not   because  he  thought  it 
would  make  the  Bill  a  gmnl  one — for  no 
Amendment   could    do  that   except  tlie 
Amendment  he  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months — 
but  because  it  would  define  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent the  scope  of  the  operations  of  these 
three  just  Judges  who  were  to  meet  in 
Ireland  and  decide  the  fute  of  landlord 
and  tenant. 

ViscoiNT  WOLMKK  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  said,  the  Solicitor  Cieneral  had  stated 
that  the  polic-y  of  tlio  Ciovernment  was 
to  make,  through  this  Bill,  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  difficulty.  It  was  impossible, 
from  the  nature  of  the  case,  that  it 
could  do  that.  It  would,  however, 
awaken  hopes  anu>n<;  the  evicted  tenants 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  fulfil 
because  of  the  limited  amount  of  the 
funds.  If  the  (iovernment  were  not  j)ro- 
pared  to  face  the  problem  as  it  really 
existed,  and  ask  for  more  money,  surely 
they  ought  to  accept  an  Amendment  to 
narrow  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  thus 
enable  some  of  the  hopes  that  had  been 
awakened  to  be  satisfied. 

Mk.  J.  LOVVTHEK  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  that  when  he  first  heard  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  he  felt  a  doubt  as  to  how 
far  he  could  consistently  support  a  policy 
which  proposed  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  lar^^er  and  smaller  tenants, 
because  he   had   ahvavs  contended  that 
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the  sub-divisiou  of  the  land  ixkio  small 
holdings  was  one  of  the  carses  of  Ire- 
land.    He  regarded  with  great  jealoasy 
any  premium   pat   upon    the    indefinite 
sub-divisiou   of  holdings  and   any    dis- 
couragement offered  to  the  aggr^ation  of 
laud  in  holdings  of  a  reasonable  sise,  and 
therefore  if  his  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
had  to  be  considered  apart  from  wider 
considerations    he    certainly    could    not 
support   it.     He   held  that  the  fund  at 
the  disposal    of  the    Government   was 
miserably  inadequate  to  accomplish  the 
object  for  which  the  Bill  had  ost€nsiblj 
to  he  passed,  and  it  would  not  deal  with 
more   than   the  fringe  of    the   subject. 
Any  proposal,  therefore,  which  snggested 
the  withdrawal  of  a  material  percentage 
of    the   claimants   on   that   limited  and 
inadequate  fund  was  deserving  of  careful 
consideration.      The  financial  •proyiBion 
was   beneath  contempt  as  a  settlement 
of  what  was  called  a  great  question,  though 
he   might   say   in   passing    he    did    not 
admit  that  there  was  any  question  to  be 
settled  at  all .     These  people,  who  were 
to  be  treated   with  consideration — both 
those  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  exempt 
and  those  Avho  came  within  the  provisions 
of  the   Bill  —  were   discharging  a  very 
useful  object-lesson  on  the  high  road  bj 
demonstrating  that   dishonesty   did    not 
always  pay  in  this  world,  and  the  longer 
they  remained  to   illustrate  this  valuable 
object-lesson   the  l)etter  it  would  be  for 
the  community  at  large.     The  proposal 
of   his    hon.    Friend    would   relieve   the 
fund  from  a  verv  substantial  number  of 
claimants,   but  even  if  the  Amendment 
were  adopted,  the  Bill  would  still  renukin 
one  which   he  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the   House  would  refrain 
from  passing  into  law. 

•Sir  T.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  said, 
that  whilst  he  agreed  that  the  Bill  as  it 
stooil  was  a  bad  Bill,  it  had,  after  all, 
]>assed  the  Second  Heading,  and  if  there 
was  any  administrative  difficulty  they 
ought  to  do  Avhat  they  could  to  lessen  or 
avoid  it.  Having  on  the  various  Land 
Bills  endeavoured  to  give  them  the 
widest  scope,  so  that  tenants  might 
oVitain  the  utmost  privileges  they  could 
by  legislative  enactments,  he  thought 
they  ought  not  to  limit  the  operation  of 
this  clause.  In  the  case  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  of  1891  the  Government 
desired  to  limit  its  benefits  to  tenants 
under    £30  valuation,  but  he  moved  to 
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extend  the  limit  to  £oO,  wliich  was 
altimBtely  agreed  to.  The  policy  of  a^ 
parties  in  Ireland  up  to  the  present  time 
had  been  to  extend  these  Acts  without 
reatriciions  of  any  kind,  and  they  who 
diaapproved  and  disliked  the  principle  of 
this  Billv  now  that  it  had  passed  the 
Seeond  Reading,  should,  if  ■  there  was 
any  chance  of  its  doing  away  with  this 
administrative  difficulty,  be  willing  to  see 
it  extended  to  all  farms  on  an  estate. 

•Me.  fisher  (Fulham)  had  no  diffi- 
ealty     whatever     in     supporting     this 
Amendment,  for   the   very   reasons   ad- 
duced by  the  hon.  Members  for  South 
Tyrone    and     South    Londonderry    for 
opposing   it.     They  said  that,  in  their 
opinion,  there  was  a  social  and  adminis- 
trative difficulty  and   a  question   to  be 
settled,  and  if  the  Bill  was  to  become 
law  they  asked  the  House  to  extend  the 
Bill  with  a  view  to  settling  the  question 
as  much  as   it  was   possible.     He  also 
desired  to  see  as  much  as  was  possible  of 
the  question  settled ,  and  for  that  reason 
he  should  support  an  Amendment  which 
would    limit    the    application    of    this 
£250,000  in  the  first  place  to  estates  with 
holdings    under    £30.      This    £250,000 
would  not  adequately  settle  the  question. 
They  had,  on  the  Chief  Secretary's  own 
ehowing,    to    provide    certain    ^ums    of 
under  £50  for  tenants  whose  houses  had 
been  destroyed.     Out  of  that  £250,000 
they  would  also  have  to  provide  other 
large  sums  of  money  unless  they  were 
going  to  do  a  great  act  of  injustice  to  the 
landlords  who,  for  many  years  past,  had 
been    in    possession    of    large   holdings 
which  they  had  themselves  improved  in 
many  ways  and  made  profitable  ;  and,  in 
the    third    place,   they   would    have   to 
provide  one   year's  arrears.     The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  made  an  altogether  in- 
accurate and  misleading  estimate  of  the 
amount  of  money  that  would  have  to  be 
provided  for  arrears.     He  told  them  that 
the  estimate  ought  to  be  formed  on  the 
basis    of    holdings    having    an   average 
Taiue  of   £15,  similar   to   the   holdings 
inquired  into   by  the  Evicted  Tenants' 
Commission,  and  in  that  case  the  total 
which  would  be  required  for  the  whole  of 
the  holdings  which  would  be  inquired 
into  by  the  three  arbitrators  would  amount 
to  £60,000  for  the  one  year's  arrears 
of  font.     But,  taking  the  total  number  of 
eases  whiob  were  embraced  in  Appendix  G 
of  the  Report  of  the  Mathew  Commis- 


sion, in  which  tlie  tenants  claimed  rein- 
statement,   the   amount    the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  require  would  be  nearer 
£130,000  than  £160,000.  That  shattered 
the    whole    fabric    of    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman's  figures,  and  would  make  an 
enormous  inroad  into  the  £60,000  quite 
outside  any  calculations  he  made  to  this 
House,  and  the  £25u,000,  therefore,  was 
totally    inadequate    to  deal    with  these 
cases.     That  being  so,  and  following  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  he  said  that  the  application  of 
this    money    should   be    limited    to    the 
smaller   estates.      In   the   case    of    the 
Olphert  estate,  there    was  not  a   single 
tenant  evicted  whoso  tenancy  was  above 
£30  ;     therefore,    if   some    Amendment 
were  carried  limiting  the  application  of 
the  monev  to  estates  under  the  value  of 
£30,  they  would  bo  sure,  if  the  Bill  were 
carried  into  law,  that,  at  any  rate,  they 
would  have    enough    to    go  and  settle 
the    question    on    such  estates.     If    no 
limitation  was  made,  and  the  amount  of 
money  at  the  disposal  of  the  arbitrators 
were   not  increased,  the   bigger   tenants 
would   exhaust   the   funds,   the   smaller 
tenants  would  find,  when  they  came  there, 
that  the   cupboard   was   bare,  and  they 
would  thus  defeat  the  very  object  of  this 
Bill  by  being  able  to  heal  only  very  few 
instead  of  a  great  number  of  these  sores. 
It  was  not  onlv  the  amount  of  arrears  of 
rent  they  ha<l  to  consider,  but  also  the 
fact  that  the  larger  tenants  required  very 
much  more  capital  than  the  others  before 
they  could  enter  upon  the  farms  with  any 
prospect  of  success.      Again,  in  dealing 
with   these  estates,  they  must  have  an 
enormous  sum  for  compensation  to  the 
landlord  to  go  out  of  the  farms  which  he 
had  held  and  worked  with  profit  for   12 
or  14  years  past.      Outside  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  estates,  there  were  scores  of 
cases  of  farms  where  the  rental  was  over 
£200,  and  hundreds  where  it  was  over 
£100,  where  evictions  took  place  many 
years  ago,  and  which  had  for  years  been 
in  the  occupation  of  the  landlord.     On 
these    grounds    he   should    support   the 
Amendment.     He  should  have  preferred 
that  it   should  have  stated  that  estates 
of  £30  should  first  be  dealt  with,    and 
the  money  afterwards  applied  to  estates 
of  greater  value  than  £30,  but  in  order 
to  secure  some  limitation  in  the  applica- 
tion of  this  money  he  should  support  his 
hon.  Friend  if  he  went  to  a  Division. 
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Mr.  WYNDUAM  (Dover)  said,  the 
Amendmoiit  before  ibe  Houi^e  was  not  tu 
limit  this  decliori  to  e^tatCR  under  £80, 
but  to  holiting^  under  that  amount.  If 
the  Bill  was  to  go  through  in  its  preneut 
fomi  he  might  perhaps  vote  against  the 
Amendment :  bnt  whjr  shmilil  the; 
aijBndon  nil  hope  of  converting  the 
Goveroraont  to  their  owo  view,  (hat  a 
voluntary  clause  was  profornble  to  n 
oompulsory  one  'i  Let  them  give  the 
Oovernment  the  benefit  of  the  doubt; 
and  until  they  had  shown  they  would 
not  a<!opt  the  view  that  was  held  by  the 
Opposition,  lie  could  not  support  an 
Amendment  which  would,  in  LiK  miud, 
damage  the  principle  of  volunlary  pur- 
rhase. 

Mk,  CAltSON  said  that,  of  course,  if 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  (five 
an  undertaking  that  they  would  reduce 
their  Bill  to  the  purely  voluntary  prin- 
ciple he  should  agree  with  the  views  of 
the   hon.  Member    behind    him.     There 


',  the  » 


lopes 


the  Govemmeut  doing  any  Huch  thing, 
and,  at  all  eveutB,  until  tlicy  did  he 
thought  sufficient  renson  was  kIiowu  for 
limiting  t!ie  numlier  of  peraons  who  were 
to  come  under  this  Bill,  and  to  receive 
this  small  sum  of  £250,000.  He  bait 
been  looking  ihrnngh  the  B«port  of  the 
Mathew  Commi^Bion,  ami  he  would 
<|uole  lue  case  on  the  Luggacurrcu 
estate,  owned  by  the  MorqueBe  of  Lans- 
downe,  which  would  serve  to  show  how 
small  the  amount  of  money  was  which 
WHS  provided  for  carrying  out  the  ob- 
jects of  this  mill  in  relation  to  the  large 
number  of  renanis  who  would  have  to 
c'ome  in  if  this  Amendment  or  a  similar 
one  were  not  ndopled.  Ou  the  Lugga- 
lurreu  estate  there  was  one  holdiuK  he- 
iDging  to  a  Mr.  Dunne.  Ho  held 
lethlng  like  1,300  acres  at  a  rent  of 
£1,300  a  year.  Mr.  Dunne  waH  nue  of 
the  ringleaders  of  the  Plan  of  Campiiign, 
and  was  evicted  from  his  holding.  Was 
this  House  ^ing  to  allow  a  gentleman 
like  that,  who  held  1,300  nerex  at  £1,300 
jft  year,  to  come  in  and  claim  to  be  rein- 
itiated in  his  holding?  Look  at  the 
great  injustice  which  anything  like  that 
would  inflict  I  In  the  first  place,  it  wotil' 
allow  one  man,  at  the  cost  o!  the  StaH 
to  reap  a  large  amount  of  money  onl  of 
all  proportion  to  the  money  which 
would  be  distributed  among  the  other 
evicted  tenants.      Is  the  peoond   place, 


^RoDg 
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niich  greater  amount  of  money 
jvould      l)e     required     by     (he     State. 

oust  not  be   forgottea    that  such    a 

nt  could  lie  put  back  against  the  wish 
of  the  landlord,  and  therefore  that  llie 
landlord  was  entitled  U>  compensation. 
Had  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  considered 
the  amount  of  money  that  the  Inndlonl 
must  have  expended  in  keeping  up  the 
farm  during  the  six  year»  it  was  upon 
his  hands  ?       Such  a  case  as  thai  might 

omparalively  rare,  but  there  were  a 
uUDiber  of  fanns  that  had  been  let  at  a 
rental  of  from  £300  to  £400.  To  all  the 
(|uestionB  that  had  been  askeil  by  hon. 
"  itiers  on  his  aide  oF  the  House  the 
Government    had    apparently    but    one 

rer  to  make,  and  that  was  that  it 
would  be  a  matter  for  the  discretion  of 
tribunal.  That  seemed  to  hint  n 
preposterous  answer  to  make.  If  ill© 
Government  were  willing  lo  paBS  one  Act 
of  Parliament  whiidi  was  to  he  oousinied 
accoriling  to  the  discretion  of  a  limited 
tribunal,  why  should  they  hesitate  to 
adopt  that  course  in  other  cases?  For 
example,  why  should  they  nol  pass  a 
Land  Act  that  would  lie  applied  in  llie 
Slime  discretionary  way  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  133  ; 
Noes  198.— (Division  List,  No.  190.) 

Mn.  HANDL'KY  moved,  in  page 
1,    line    6,    after    "Ireland,"    to    iuaert 


the 


First  Schedule  to  this  Act."  Heexplained 
that  his  object  in  moving  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  make  the  Bill  a  practicable 
measure.  In  the  first  place,  if  they  were 
to  extend  the  scope  of  the  Bill  indefinitely 
so  as  to  take  In  tenants  of  all  deaorlp- 
tiona  who  had  been  evicted,  or  whose 
tenancy  hat!  terminated  Itetweeu  1879 
and  November  Isl,  1^94,  it  was  clear  tliM 
the  number  of  tenants  would  lie  ao  large 
that  the  small  sum  of  money  available 
for  this  purpose  would  not  lie  sufficient 
to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  It 
was  also  clear  that  they  were  tied  by  the 
limitation  of  time,  t>ecau8e  the  arhitralora 
were  only  appoitttod  for  two  yoare,  anti 
if  they  did  not  strictly  limit  the  number 
of  tenants  who  could  come  withitt  tha 
scope  of  the  arbitration,  two  years  would 
ho  inadetpiale  lo  deal  with  the  number  of 
cases  tliat  would  come  before  tbem. 
But,  assumiug  that  there  was  this  large 
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number  of  teuants,  were  they  going  to 
be  dealt  with  on  the  principle  of  first 
€K>me  first  S'^rved  ?  That  would  be  an 
unfair  principle  to  adopt.  Or  were  they 
to  refuse  to  deal  with  any  of  them  until 
all  the  tenants  had  sent  in  their  claims  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  desired  to  call 
attention,  as  a  point  of  Order,  to  a  ruling 
made  in  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  with 
regard  to  a  schedule  made  by  Mr.  Play- 
fair,  who  was  then  Chairman.  Mr.  Gib- 
son (the  late  Irish  Lord  Chancellor)  had 
made  a  Motion,  and  the  Chairman  stated 
that  no  Amendment  could  be  moved  in 
reference  to  a  schedule  which  was  not 
before  the  Committee,  and  that  this 
should  be  done  on  Report. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  pointed  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  that  it  was 
out  of  Order  to  move  an  Amendment  to 
a  schedule  which  had  not  been  brought 
up,  but  ^incc  then  he  has  brought  up  a 
schedule. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  submit  that, 
according  to  Mr.  Playfair^s  ruling  of  that 
day,  it  is  not  competent  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  move  a  schedule  which  did 
not  exist,  and  that  it  goes  the  length  of 
saying  that  it  cannot  even  be  brought  up. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think 
the  ruling  went  so  far  as  that.  An  hon. 
Member  is  always  at  liberty  to  move  an 
Amendment  with  a  schedule.  As  the 
original  Amendment  was  ruled  out  of 
Order,  the  hon.  Member  has  brought  up 
an  Amendment  and  a  new  scheilule,  so 
that  he  has  practically  put  himself  in 
Order, 

Mr.  HANBURY  remarked  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Louth  had  raised  a  good  numl>er  of 
points  of  Order  without  success.  When 
he  was  interrupted  by  the  hon.  Member 
he  was  about  to  state  the  reasons  which 
induced  him  to  put  down  the  Amend- 
ment with  reference  to  the  time.  One 
year  only  would  be  allowed  wherein  to 
lodge  claims.  The  result  would,  there- 
fore, be  that  one  year  only  would  be 
available  to  deal  with  the  enormous  mass 
of  claims  sent  in,  and  this  period  was  far 
too  short.  With  the  view,  therefore, 
of  making  the  Bill  a  practical  one,  he 
moved  this  Amendment,  because  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Committee  should  act 
in  this  matter  in  the  full  light  of  day,  and 
should  know  exactly  with  what  tenants 
they  were  dealing.  A  great  number  of  evic- 
tions bad  taken  place  since  1879,  and 


opinions  differed  largely  as  to  the  num- 
ber. The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  put  the  number  at  30,000, 
and  the  evictions  were  going  on  even 
now  under  the  rule  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. The  Chief  Secretary  said  that  the 
number  was  only  about  3,900 ;  but  he 
should  like  to  kuow  where  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  that  infonnation  ?  Some 
definite  information  was  needed  as  to  the 
number  of  tenants  and  as  to  what  tenants 
were  likely  to  apply.  About  1,403 
tenants  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates 
had  the  opportunity  of  sending  in  their 
claims  under  the  Mathew  Commission, 
and  there  were  2,755  more.  He  proposed, 
therefore,  that  these  men  should  be  the 
tenants  dealt  with  under  the  Bill,  and 
this  number  was  sufficient  to  occupy  the 
whole  time  of  the  arbitrators.  They 
were  the  most  important  class  of  tenants, 
and  they  were  those  in  whom  the  Irish 
Members  had  taken  most  interest  and 
knew  most  about.  If  they  were  the  most 
dangerous  tenants  and  those  with  whom 
they  ought  to  deal  first,  then  let  them  be 
put  in  the  forefront.  If  any  class  of 
evicted  tenants  were  to  be  singled  out, 
surely  it  was  those  who  had  already  sent 
in  claims.  Their  number  was  quite  as 
great  as  the  arbitrators  would  be  able  to 
deal  with  in  a  single,  year,  and  for  that 
reason  he  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  5, 
after  the  word  ^^  Ireland,"  to  insert  the 
words  ''  situate  on  any  estate  mentioned 
in  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act." — {Mr, 
Hanbury.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  remarked  that 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Amendment 
hinged  on  the  Schedule,  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Committee  to  discuss  an 
Amendment  which  referred  to  the  Sche- 
dule if  they  did  not  know  what  the 
Schedule  was. 

Mr.  hanbury  said,  the  Schedule 
had  reference  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants,  and  was  the  Schedule  of  the 
Mathew  Commission. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  wrong.  The  Schedule  in  ques- 
tion was  not  confined  to  Plan  of  Campaign* 
estates,  but  included  Lord  Cloncurry's  and 
another  estate  where  evictions  took  place 
ia  1882. 
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The  chairman  said,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  this  method  of 
moving  the  Amendment  was  a  most  in- 
convenient course  to  adopt. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  to 
show  what  mature  consideration  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  had  given  to 
this  important  matter  of  the  Schedule  he 
might  mention  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
simply  taken  the  list  given  on  page  10 
of  the  Mathew  Commission  Report  with 
the  exception  of  the  estate  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hunts.  What  weight 
could  the  Committee  attach  to  an 
Amendment  and  a  schedule  defining  the 
area  over  which  the  Bill  was  to  extend 
when  the  schedule  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  taken  at  random  from  the  pages  of 
that  Report,  and  of  which  he  knew  so 
little  as  to  say  they  were  all  Plan  of 
Campaign  estates,  when  there  wore  two 
which  were  not  Plan  of  Campaign  estates 
on  which  evictions  took  place  in  1882  ? 
He  thought  that  he  might  be  dispensed 
from  the  necessity  of  arguing  upon  a  case 
presented  to  the  Committee  in  that  way. 
In  selecting  these  estates  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  doing  that  which  hon.  Members 
who  sat  around  him  had  declared  they 
would  not  do — that  was  to  say,  give 
special  favour  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  if  he  was 
compelled  to  choose  between  the  evictions 
that  took  place  between  1879  and  1886, 
and  those  which  took  place  after  1886 
on  the  Plan  of  Gampuign  estates,!  he 
should  vote  for  the  former,  and  for  this 
reason  :  If  they  were  going  to  consider 
the  question  at  all,  there  was  something 
to  be  said  against  the  evictions  which  took 
place  after  1879  and  up  to  1882,  for  the 
House  of  Lords  threw  out  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Bill,  which  might 
have  saved  these  evictions.  But  when 
they  came  to  consider  the  evictions 
which  took  place  after  1886 — that  was 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  evictions,  he 
was  absolutelv  clear  in  his  own  mind 
that  there  was  nothing  to  be  said  for 
them  on  the  merits  at  all.  What  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  doing  ? 
He  Avas  compelling  them  to  elect  be- 
tween the  evictions  from  1879  to  1886, 
and  from  1886  to  1890,  and  was  asking 
them  to  deify  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
He  should  have  nothing  to  do  with 
any  such  policy,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
that  it  could  receive  any  support  from  hon. 


Gentlemen  opposite  who  had  declared 
over  and  over  again  that  they  would  hold 
no  terms  whatever  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaigners.  He  considered  the  Amend- 
ment ought  not  to  be  persisted  in. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  there  was, 
undoubtedly,  some  force  in  the  objection 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
that  in  extending  this  Amendment  they 
were  extending  the  favours  of  this  BUI 
to  a  list  which  if  it  was  not  the  same  as 
the  list  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates* 
broadly  speaking,  coincided  with  it.  He 
did  not  think  that  was  what  his  hon. 
Friend  intended  by  his  Amendment. 
He  said  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
who  introduced  the  Amendment  was 
largely  based  upon  the  very  sound  con- 
sideration that  they  ought  to  legislate  for 
estates  about  which  they  knew  some- 
thing and  for  tenants  as  to  whom  they 
had  made  inquiry  rather  thani^^r  estates 
and  tenants  of  which  they  knew  nothing 
and  as  to  whom  there  had  l>een  no 
inquiry.  They  had  all  felt  that  they 
were  asked  to  legislate  for  all  Ireland  and 
for  15  years  on  a  Report  which  did  not 
deal  with  all  Ireland  and  which  only  re- 
ferred to  four  or  dve  years.  The 
Amendment  exposed  what  was  the  real 
purpose  of  the  Bill — namely,  to  give 
relief  to  the  promoters  and  the  victims 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  it  showed 
it  in  its  true  light  as  an  expedient  to 
relieve  certain  Irishmen  of  obligations 
which  they  had  undertaken.  Having 
served  its  purpose  he  would  suggest  to 
his  hon.  Friend  that  it  would  not  be  wise 
to  insist  on  a  Division.  They  had  had  a 
not  uninstructive  discussion  and  had 
practically  gained  their  object. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  :  Yes,  wasting 
time. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  time 
had,  in  their  opinion,  been  by  no  means 
wasted. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  wished  only 
to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  as  to  why  the  estate 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts 
should  be  excluded  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  The  Mathew  Commission 
actually  found  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  started  on  that  estate  not  because  of 
anything  that  had  occurred  between  the 
owner  and  his  tenantry,  but  because  the 
former  had  ventured  to  interfere  in  a 
dispute  on  a  wholly  diiferent  property. 
Surely    it    would    not  be  suggested  the 
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arbitrators  were  bonnd  in  a  case  like  that 
to  interfere  in  order  to  restore  these 
tenants  to  their  holdings. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  the  object  of  the 
next  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name  was  to  give  a  speciric  and  definite 
meaning  to  the  word  ^' holding*^  in  the 
first  sub-«ection.  There  was  some  dis- 
cossion  on  the  point  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate  on  the  Second  Heading,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  not  now  have  addressed 
to  them  the  argument  already  put 
forward  bj  the  Government  that  night, 
that  they  had  no  wish  to  specify  any 
category.  The  57th  section  of  the  Act, 
1881,  provided  that  a  holding  should 
mean  a  parcel  of  land,  and  his  hon.  Friend 
had  pointed  out  that  unless  they  had  in 
this  Bill  some  definition  the  word 
might  be  taken  to  include  demesne  lands 
and  town  parks,  and  would  not  neces- 
sarily be  confined  to  agricultural  or 
pastoral  land.  Surely  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  bring  such  holdings  as 
those  within  the  purview  of  the  Bill  ?  He 
thought  the  Amendment  was  essential, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

5,  after  the  word  *'  Ireland,"  to  insert  the 

words — 

**  to  which  before  ite  determination  The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  as  nmende<l  by  The 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  - 1887,  applied  or 
woold  have  applied  liad  such  tenancy  been 
existing  at  the  passing  of  the  said  Act  of  ISSl." 
— (ifr.  IK.  Kenny, ^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  J.  MOKLEY  said,  he  thought  a 
very  few  sentences  would  suffice  to 
describe  the  attitude  of  the  Government 
towards  the  Amendment.  They  thought 
the  proper  place  in  which  to  settle  the 
point  would  l)e  in  the  Definition  Clause. 
It  was  fair  that  they  should  be  asked 
whether  they  did  mean  or  not  to  retain 
the  various  categories  of  exclusion 
enumerated  in  the  68th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1881.  They  did  propose  to  maintain 
those  categories  of  excUision,  and  he 
hoped  this  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  inserteil  as  it  stood 
fanetions  '  would    be    imposed    on    the 


arbitrators  which  it  would  be  impossible 
for  them  to  discharge.  Let  them  take 
the  case  of  tenants  evicted  in  1879  or 
1880.  Surely  the  only  thing  to  be  done 
in  that  case  was  to  enable  them,  in  the 
first  instance  if  they  desired  to  have  a 
fair  rent  fixed,  to  go  before  the  regular 
tribunal. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  that  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  undertaking  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  he  under- 
stood it — namely,  that  an  Amendment 
would  be  inserted  in  the  Definition  Clause 
which  would  exclude  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  all  tenants  who  could  not 
have  come  into  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1881  as  amended  bv  the  Act  of  1887. 
Therefore,  no  one  would  have  a  right  to 
apply  under  this  Act  who  held  a  purely 
pastural  farm,  or  any  such  holdings  as 
were  detailed  in  Section  58  of  the  Act 
referred  to.  If  that  were  the  meaning  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  should 
advise  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  to  withdraw  his  present  Amend- 
ment. 

Mk.  sexton  said,  he  could  not 
accept  any  such  understanding,  ami  he 
for  one  would  not  wish  to  be  bound  by  it. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  bind  himself  by  any  pledge 
that  would  exclude  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  the  tenants  who  could  not  take 
advantage  of  the  Act  of  1881  because 
they  were  evicted  before  it  was  passed. 
If  these  tenants  were  entitled  to  have  a 
fair  rent  fixed  they  could  go  before  the 
Sub-Commissioners  in  the  ordinarv  way. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  But,  sup- 
posing the  Bill  stands  as  it  is  framed  and 
the  tenant  is  admitted,  the  arbitrators 
would  be  forced  to  fix  the  rent. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  If  the  landlord 
agrees. 

•Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  pointed  out 
that  the  Land  Commission  might  sul)- 
sequently  decide  that  the  particular 
tenant  did  not  come  within  ihe  operation 
of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  the  result  would 
be,  as  he  had  gone  back  into  possession, 
that  it  might  be  troublesome  to  get  him 
out  again. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  mistake  upon  this  point. 
They  intended  that  the  holdings  dealt 
with  under  the  Bill  should  be  those 
specified  in  the  Act  of  1881,  agricultural 
and  pastural  holdings,  and  they  intended 
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to  exclude  from  the  operation  of  the  Act 
those  holdings  which  were  precluded  by 
Section  68  of  the  Act  of  1881  from  having 
a  fair  rent  fixed.  That  was  the  policy  of 
the  Bill.  Speaking  broadly,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  wish  and  had  no  intention 
of  putting  a  reinstated  tenant  in  a  better 
position  than  he  would  have  occupied  if 
he  had  not  been  evicted.  The  desire 
and  intention  was  to  place  him  in  the 
exact  position  he  occupied  before  he  was 
displaced,  and  no  tenants  who  were 
excluded  from  the  provisions  of  the  Acts 
of  1881  and  1887  will  come  within  the 
operation  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  as  to  the  case  of 
tenants  from  year  to  year  evicted  by  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  lease- 
holders evicted  by  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1887.  Would  they  come  within 
the  purview  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  ought  to  have 
said  the  Land  Act  of  1881  and  the  Acts 
amending  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  would  not 
have  the  effect  of  excluding  from  the 
Bill  the  tenauts  who  ought  to  come 
withiu  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1881 . 
The  right  of  a  tenant  to  come  iti  ought 
not  to  be  left  to  tiie  decision  of  the 
arbitrators.  Surely,  before  they  finally 
determined  so  difiicult  and  delicate  a  legal 
point,  the  tenants  ought  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  going  before  the  Laud 
Commission  and  getting  a  legal  decision 
in  the  ordinarv  way. 

Mr.  W.  ' KENNY  thought  that 
the  object  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was  to 
have  clearly  specified  in  the  Act  the 
class  of  tenants  which  would  not  come 
within  its  purview.  As  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  had  given  an  undertaking  to 
deal  with  the  point  in  the  Definition 
Clause,  and  had  indicated  that  holdings 
mentioned  in  the  68th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1881  were  to  be  excluded,  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
that  the  decision  of  the  arbitrators  as  to 
the  right  of  a  tenant  to  come  in  under  the 
Bill  should  not  finally  exclude  the  tenant 
from  the  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  had  raise<l 
a  very  important  question,  which  he 
trusted  would  receive  due  consideration 
when  the  subject  again  came  on  for  dis- 

Mr,  J.  Morley 


ouseion.  There  was  an  Amendment 
further  down  on  the  Paper  which  raised 
the  same  point,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
have  the  support  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  could  not  view 
with  very  much  favour  the  suggestion  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  He  did  not  think 
there  should  be  any  such  exclusion  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to. 
These  tenants  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go 
before  the  arbitrators,  and  to  apply  also  to 
the  Land  Commission  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Unless  he  agrees 
with  the  landlord. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Yes,  but  if  he  is  not 
entitled  under  the  Act  of  1881,  then  you 
exclude  him  from  the  benefits  of  this 
Bill.  I,  for  my  part,  cannot  accept  their 
absolute  exclusion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.   barton,   in   the    absence  czi 
the  hon.  Member  for  North   Islingto 
moved  an  Amendment  to  exclude  fro 
the  operatiou  of  the  Bill  all  tenancies 
holdings  ^*  upon  which  a  judicial  rent 
not  been  fixed   before  the  date  of  t 
determination   thereof.'*     These  tenan 
who   had   had   a    presumably   fair   rei 
fixed,  and  had  yet  not  paid  their  reiir~. 
would  come  back  and  say — "You  m 
reinstate    us,  although   you   have   Bx( 
our    rents    as    fair."      He    ventured 
submit  his  Amendment  on  these  groun 
— namely,   that   the   Bill   should   ap 
to   the   eases   in  which  the  Legislat 
ha<l  not  come  forward  to  help,  and  sho 
not  apply  to  the  cases  in  which  an  actir 
fair    rent    had    been    fixed    by    Act 
Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
after  the  word  *'  Ireland,"  to  insert 
words 


A 


"upon  which   a  judicial   rent   had    not 
fixe^l    iMifore    the  date   of    the  detenninat"-:^ 
thereof.' ' — (  Mr,  Ba  t'ttm.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  woi 
be  there  inserted." 


he 


D 

on 


Mr.      J.      MORLEY:      The     h^^n- 
and  learned  Gentleman  forgets  that  t:>^^ 
Relief  Act  of  1887  never  dreamt  of  ^^** 
eluding    tenants    who   had    had  judic?  ^'^ 
rents    fixed.     On    the   contrary,    it    \t/** 
exactly  those  tenants  who  were  entitZ^ 
to  the  relief  extended  by  the  Act.  There 
is  auothei*  smaller  point  which  I  shouid 
like  to  take  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member's     AmendmeDt.      There     are,  evicted  and  the  Dumber  of  evicted  farms 

amoDg  those  coDtemplated  in  this  Bill,  was  accounted  for  bj  the  fact  that,  in  a 

tenants  who  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  number  of  cases,  two  evictions  took  place 

Liand  Act  of  1881  had  rents  fixed  which  on  the  same  farm. 

are  now  admitted  to  be  higher  in  their  Several  Irish  Members  :  Sub-tenants. 

scale  than  they  have  been  since.     If  we  -^.g     rr  axt-dttov      •  i  u    j«j 

were  to  accept  the  Amendment  these  ,^,f  HA^BURY  said,  he  did  not  care 

would  be  excluded.  Z^^^""  ^7   were   sub-tenants  or  not, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Act  of  ^"*    ^  ^rl     """^  i^'   .  /  ^^  '^^'''i  q"m 

1887  did  not  apply  the  scale  to  a  present  ^7^^«-  ^  ^^e  ""^^^  of  farms  was  l,3oO, 

rent  fixed  in  Court,  if  my  memory  serves  ^"f,,^^^  ^T^"  ""!  ^"''''^'.  ^'''''^vi  "^""t 

me  rightly.     It  only  dealt   with   rents  ^'f^'     ^»^-/«"«y^^  ^ve^e   m  a  different 

fixed  Woii  a  certain  period;  not,  1  think,  ^^],"^°;       ^^^^^^efore,    they  might   have 

np  to  the  date  of  the  ^sing  of  the  Act!  \'^^.  tenants  applying  for  1,350  farms 

Mb.    sexton  :    Very   nearly.      It  «^^^^»g'  ^^  ^he  face  of  the  Return,  o3 

applied  to  rents  fixed  from  1881  to  1886.  ^'^'  ^f.  ^oMe  tenancy,  and  there  was 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Up  to  the  ??  T     T.""  i      """*  ^'°^  f'"*  *^"''"''" 

November-  gale  of  1886.  ^^  ^^^"g^/  ^^^^  ^"?^'  to  have  some  in- 

ViscouNT    CRANBORNE    did    not  formation  from  the  right  hon   Gentleman 

think  the  argument  of  the  Chief  Secre-  ^  1?^}'V!  ^  intended  to  deal  with  cases 

tary  very  conclusive.     The  tenants  to  be  ^^  ^"^®  *^*""* 

relieved  under  this  Bill  had  a  perfectly  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,   line 

fair  rent — ICries   of  "Oh  I  "] — which  6,  after  the  won!  "determined,"  to  insert 

they     did     not     pay,     otherwise     they  the   words   "once  only." — (Mr.    Han^ 

could  not  have  been  evicted.      Tenants  hury,) 

mieht  Lv   their   rents  w^errjl^    hieh  Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

f  •    ^l  /           *t                             f  '  be  there  inserted. 
ana,  in  that  case,  there  was  a   case  for 

giving  them  relief  ;  but  the  tenants  who  Sib  R.  T.  REID  was  of  opinion  that 

hail  a  fair  rent  fixed  ought  to  have  paid  it  might  be  left  to  the  arbitrators  to  select 

that  fair  rent,  and  ought  to  receive  no  the  more  meritorious  cases. 

relief.      The  Amendment    was   a  very  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  According  to 

sound  one,  and  ought  to  be  supported  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  man 

the  House.  who  has  been  evicted  once  is  not  so  de- 

Q      ..           .        ,          f"      1  serving  of  the  sympathy  of  this  House 

^              P    '              ®           *  as  the  man  who  has  been  evicted  twice, 

Mb.    HANBURY    moved,    in    page  although  the  probability  is  that  the  man 

1,    line    6,  after   "  determined,^^   to    in-  who  had  already  been  evicted  twice,  when 

sert  "once  only.'*     He  said   his  motive  compuisorily  reinstated,  will  shortly  re- 

for  the  Amendment  was  this  :  that  in  the  quire  to  be  evicted  again.     Are  we  to  be 

course  of  the    16  years  a   tenancy  might  asked  to    pass   another   Bill  for   again 

have  been  determined  several  times,  and  reinstating   him  ?     I   hope  this  arbitra- 

what,  he  asked,  was  to  be  done  in  that  tion  Commission  will  not  be  particularly 

case  ?       Was      it     to    be   left    to    the  anxious  to  exercise  their  delicate  func- 

arbitrators  to  say   which  of  four  or  fiwe  tions  in  again   putting  on  a  farm  a  man 

tenants  was  to  have  the  best  claim,  or  who  has  twice  shown  himself  incapable 

was  it  to  be  the  last  tenant  ?     There  was  of  working  it  at  a  profit.     I  leave  that 

no  provision  in  the  Bill  to  meet  such  a  case  which  has  so  touched  the  sympathetic 

case.      It   would   be   very   hard   on  the  soul  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 

tenant  whose    tenancy    had    last  deter-  and  I  turn  to  the  case  where  two  men 

mined  that  he  should  be  supplanted  by  a  have  been  evicted  from  the  same  farm. 

man  who  might  have  left  that  part  of  the  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought 

country  for  four  or  five  years.     The  right  these  cases  would  give  the  Commission 

hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  a  definite  an  opportunity  of  showing  what  excel- 

rule  on  this  point.     Undoubtedly   there  lent  stuff  it  was  made  of.     But  how  on 

had  been  such  cases.     He    saw    in   the  earth  are  these  three  gentlemen  going  to 

evidence  of  the  Mathew  Commission,  on  decide  ?     I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 

page  20,  that  the  difference  between  the  that  the  only  possible  way  of  determining 

aoibb^    of  Plan    of  Campaign  tenants  the  merits  of  the   rival  claimants  is  to 


1071  Evieied  TenanU  {COMMONS}  (Ireland)  ArbUroHon  Bill.  1072 


consider  who  is  the  most  dangerous — 
who  is  the  greatest  menace  to  the  safety 
and  the  peace  of  the  neighbourhood. 
That  is  the  man  entitled  to  consideration, 
or  to  be  put  back,  and  his  more  peaceable 
and  quiescent  rival  has  no  chance  in  this 
struggle.  I  do  not  know  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  raised  his  Amendment  in  the 
very  best  way,  but  certainly  the  point 
he  has  raised  is  a  substantial  one. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  the 
case  of  the  Bodyke  tenants  bore  exactly 
on  the  point.  They  were  evicted  in  1887, 
because  they  simply  could  not  pay  their 
rents,  and  then  a  settlement  was  made  with 
the  landlord,  by  which  they  were  to  pay 
dds.  an  acre  rent,  while  on  the  adjoining 
estate  of  Lord  Leconfield  land  of  a  pre- 
cisely similar  character  was  let  for  lis. 
an  acre.  In  the  autumn  of  1892  Colonel 
O^Callaghan  sought  to  raise  the  rents 
from  33s.  to  44s.  an  acre,  and  some  of 
these  tenants  had  been  evicted  since.  No 
one  who  had  the  slightest  knowledge  of 
the  facts  could  say  that  these  Bodyke 
tenants  were  to  blame  for  their  eviction. 
He  believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  never  adopted 
on  the  Bodyke  estate.  Here  was  a  set  of 
tenants  paying  four  times  the  value  of  the 
land  as  estimated  by  Lord  Leconfield,  and 
they  had  been  twice  evicted  ;  and  if  the 
words  of  this  Amendment  were  adopted 
they  would  not  receive  the  benefit  of  the 
Bill. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Sir  R,  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  his  reason  for  rising  was  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  (Mr.  E.  J.  C. 
Morton)  had  attacked  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ilanbnry), 
and  it  was  desirable  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  l>e  answered  by  an  English 
Member.  The  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
port  had  adduced  the  case  of  Bodyke  us 
one  that  would  be  very  seriously  affected 
by  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  his 
point  was  that  Bodyke  was  a  place  where 
the  same  set  of  people  had  been  evicted 
twice  over,  and  the  second  eviction  could 
not  have  been  investigated  by  the  Mathew 
Commission. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  reply  was 
that  it  was  impossible  for  Members  to 
enter  into  the  merits  of  this  particular 

Mr,  A.J.  Balfour 


case,  or  to  accept  it  as  being  truly  rele- 
vant to  the  question.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  consider  that  if  a  man  had 
been  evicted  twice  within  the  last  few 
years  his  case  was  peculiarly  hard. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  his 
argument  was  that  the  Amendment 
would  exclude  that  case. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  question 
whether  a   man    who  had  been  evicted 
twice  within  the  last  15  years  could  be 
a  fit  object  for  the  merciful  arrangements 
contemplated   by   the  Bill  was   one   for 
the  Committee   to  consider.       He   con- 
tended   that   he   was   not   a  fit   object. 
Within  that   perioil   of  time   there   had 
been  passed  an  Act  for  the  reduction  of 
rents,  and  then  an  Act  for  a  revision  of 
judicial   rents.     If  there   had  been  two 
evictions  within  the  period  there  might, 
as  his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out,  have 
been  two  claimants  for  the  same  farm. 
In  such  a  case  what  in  the  world  were 
the  arbitrators  to  do  ?     Were  they  to  sit 
like  King  Solomon  giving  judgment  be- 
tween the  rival  mothers  ?     If  ouq  man 
was   comparatively   deserving    and    the 
other  was  wholly  undeserving  they  might 
have    no   difficulty,    but    this    was   not 
likely   to  be   the   case.     The   two  men 
would  probably    be   either    equally    de- 
serving or  equally  undeserving,  and  the 
Commissioners     would     l>e     unable    to 
satisfy  both.     If  it  should  be  impossible 
for  the    arbitrators  to  arrive   at  a  just 
decision  it  would  be  better  to  exclude  the 
matter    from    their    consideration    alto- 
gether.      Let  them  not  be  given  juris- 
diction in  a  class   of  cases  where  they 
could     not     exercise     it     satisfactorilv. 
He  desired  to  impress  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary, if  they  appointed  arbitrators,  that 
there   should    be    some    clear    terms    of 
reference    in   order   that   the  arbitrators 
might    understand    the    limits   of  their 
duties.     It  would  not  do  to  give  them  a 
roving    commission    over    an    unknown 
class  of  cases,  without  anv  instructions 
whatever    and    without    anv   terms    of 
reference  being  laid  down.     He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  give 
this  matter  their  consideration  before  it 
was  too  late.     If  his  hon.  Friend  went  to 
a  Division  he  would  be  glad  to  support 
him. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  he 
had  some  misapprehension  as  to  the  scope 
of  the    Amendment    which    had    been 
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moved.  He  took  it,  however,  that  it  eou* 
fined  the  cases  to  such  as  tliose  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat 
down — ^those  of  separate  evictions  od  the 
same  estate.  He  did  not  see  why  par- 
ticnlar  arrangements  should  be  made  in 
the  case  of  persons  who  had  been 
twice  evicted  from  the  same  estate. 
What  they  had  to  consider  was  a  matter 
which  he  did  not  think  had  been  properly 
broofifht  before  the  Committee.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  arbitrators 
should  be  instructed  how  to  proceed  in 
dealing  with  the  two  cases  of  claimants 
for  one  farm  ?  These  were  not  hypo* 
thetioal  cases,  they  were  actual  cases, 
because  they  knew  as  a  matter  of  fact 
that  two  men  had  frequently  been  evicted 
from  the  same  holding  within  the  period 
of  14  or  15  years  which  this  Bill  em- 
braced. Hou.  Members  would  remember 
that  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  set 
aside  the  Statute  of  Limitations,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  the  arbitrators  should  have 
some  definite  instructions  what  they 
should  do  in  the  case  of  two  rival  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted  from  the  same 
farm.  According  to  the  Bill,  the  claimant 
had  simply  to  give  notice  to  the  present 
occupier  to  determine  the  tenancy,  and 
yet  this  man  might  have  paid  to  the  out- 
going tenant  a  sum  of  money  for  his 
right  to  enter.  Such  payments  had  been 
made  over  and  over  again,  even  before 
the  tenant  had  a  tenant  right  in  the 
estate  to  his  improvements.  The  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  last  spoken  had 
talked  of  the  questions  raised  under 
the  Bill  as  subjects  for  the  wisdom 
of  Solomon,  but  he  would  go  further,  and 
assert  that  this  Bill  would  constitute  a 
problem  for  Solomon.  The  question  was, 
how  were  the  arbitrators  to  decide  be- 
tween the  two  rival  claimants  ?  If  they 
should  determine  to  cut  a  holding  in  two 
and  give  one-half  to  each  claimant,  would 
they  go  further  and  cut  the  dwelling- 
house  in  two  also  ?  If  they  did  not  do 
so  the  Government  would  have  substi- 
tuted one  grievance  for  another,  and  the 
tenant  who  was  put  iu  possession  under 
the  Bill  would  have  an  armed  watch-dog 
to  harass  him.  Then,  in  the  case  of  two 
claimants  to  the  title  of  an  estate,  sup- 
pose one  should  forego  his  right,  what 
would  the  arbitrators  do  ?  He  thought 
the  only  way  in  the  case  of  two  claimants 
would  be  to  proceed  by  interpleader,  so 


that  it  might  be  determined  which  of 
them  had  the  best  claim.  The  Bill,  how- 
ever, contained  no  such  provision,  but  left 
to  the  three  arbitrators  the  power  of  dis- 
pensing justice  like  so  many  cadis  sitting 
under  a  tree.  He  thought  it  was  right 
that  they  should  press  the  Amendment, 
inasmuch  as  they  were  asked  to  rely 
absolutely  on  the  discretion  of  the  arbi- 
trators. It  was  impossible  for  them 
without  some  guidance  to  arrive  at 
any  certain  line  of  conduct  with 
regard  to  cases  of  this  kind.  The  Go- 
vernment would  be  face  to  face  with  a 
vast  amount  of  discontent  if  they  allowed 
thus  ambiguity  to  remain  on  the  face  of 
the  Bill.  He  considered  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  perfectly  reasonable  pro- 
posal, and,  as  such,  he  was  prepared  to 
support  it,  and  hoped  it  would  be  given 
effect  to. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  asked  for  an  answer 
to  the  question  whether  it  would  he  pos- 
sible for  the  arbitrators  to  divide  the 
holding  between  two  rival  claimants  who 
had  both  been  evicted  from  the  same 
holding  since  1879  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  he  took 
it  that  the  arbitrators,  if  they  l>ecame,  as 
he  hoped  and  assumed  they  would  be- 
come, the  tribunal  for  dealing  with  these 
matters,  would  have  reganl  to  all  the 
equities  of  the  case.  He  could  not  say 
anything  more  precise  than  that. 

Mr.  barton  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  a  very 
unsatisfactory  reply  to  thb  hou.  Baronet, 
and  it  showed  the  extraordinary  upset 
which  would  be  made  in  ordinary  busi- 
ness. There  were  two  cases,  at  least, 
which  would  have  to  come  i)efore  the 
arbitrators.  The  Chief  Secretary  pro- 
posed to  allow  to  be  put  in  the  claims  of  per- 
sons twice  evicted  from  the  same  holding. 
The  question  arose  whether  those  persons 
ought  to  be  put  back  at  all,  having  been 
twice  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent. 
Was  it  fair  to  assume  that  a  man  who  had 
been  twice  evicted  should  be  put  back  ? 
Either  he  must  be  a  very  unlucky  man 
or  a  "  good-for-nothing."  Then  they 
came  to  the  case  of  the  two  different 
tenants  who  might  have  held  the  same 
holding.  The  one  might  have  held  up 
to  1880,  and  the  second  tenant  evicted 
might  have  held  up  to  1888.  In  the 
first  case  the  man  might  have  had  a 
great  deal  of  difficulty  iu  paying  his  rent^ 
but  in  the  second  case  the  tenant  might 
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hHV6  had  a  better  chauce,  beoaiiee 

more    valuable    GoiiBiilt<ratioii 
holding,  liaviag  reaped  the  benefit  Of  hie 


pre. 
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Irelaiiil  during  the  laat  fourteen  jeara. 

Tlie  arbitrators    u-onlil    have    to   docid« 

bich  of  the  two  teuaDt«  evictml  oaght 

>  be  reitistuteil.     This  was  not  a  matter 

■liicb  they  sliould   leave  to  the  arbilra- 

irs   nioue  ;     the  Hornse  ought   to  give 

tbem  some  guidance  an  to   whiuU  of  the 

in    ought     to    he    reinstuted,    if 

ought,    and     be     thought    tliej 

would  be  Bhirking  their  own  functions  if 

they  Failed  to  give  these   iustruetiona  to 

the  arbitrators, 

Mr.  macartney  eaid,  they  had 
en  considering  upstairs  for  some  con- 
siderable time  the  manner  in  which  the 
Laud  Act!  had  been  carried  ont,  and  they 
had  found  that  the  great  diffiuulty  iu 
ig  eSect  to  those  Acts  had  been  the 
fact  that  no  direotious  bad  been  given  to 
:he  Suh-Commisaioners  as  to  how  they 
ihould  adjust  the  rents  that  came  before 
them.  Now  the  Government  proposed 
,  up  another  tribunal,  a  semi- judicial 
nal,  which  would  be  more  in- 
capacitated than  the  one  preceding  it,  to 
give  full  effect  to  the  Laud  Acts  which 
bad  been  passed  during  the  last  14  years. 
They  should  uot  leave  these  matters  to 
the  responsibility  of  the  arhitraiors.  The 
Solicitor  General  said  that  iu  the  case 
here  a  tenant  bad  failed,  the  arbitrators 
would  decide  between  the  one  who  was 
industrious  and  the  other  who  bad  heeu 
connected  with  the  i'lau  of  Campaign. 
He  did  not  see  how  it  wan  possible  for 
the  new  tribunal  to  dei^ide  between  the 
merits  of  the  two.  He  was  rather 
inclined  to  tbiuk  tbut  it  would  be  very 
awkward  for  tbem-if  they  decided  agaioat 


decided  beti 

to  light  it  out  or  lo  toss  up  ?  Tbe 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  bad  suggtisted 
to  the  Government  that  probably  the 
man  who  had  taken  the  more  active  part 
in  the  Flan  of  Campaign  would  be  the 
person  most  entitled  to  the  farm.  They 
liad  come  to  the  conclusion  that  tbe 
mind  of  tbe  Government  was  most  un- 
eeltled  with  regard  to  their  Bill.  It  was 
not  too  much  to  ask  that  these  holdings 
should  be  excluded  from  the  Bill.  As 
to  the  second  aspect  of  the  case — ^that  of 
a  man  who  during  fourteen  years  had 
been  twice  evicted— ^iid  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary not  consider  that  it  was  impossible 
to  reinstate  him  iu  that  eveut  ?  That 
was  the  queetion  whioh  they  had  to  con- 
sider   in  oouneotion    with    this    Amend- 

Mb.  HANBURY  aaid,  the  Committee 
bod  heard  such  a  strange  explauatiou 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  with  regard  to 
the  course  tbe  arbitrators  might  take 
that  he  WUH  tbe  more  inclined  to  press 
tbe  Amendment.  Tbe  question  which 
bad  l)een  put  to  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
whether,  in  the  case  of  two  ex-tenants 
competing  for  a  farm,  it  would  be  within 
the  power  of  tbe  arbitrators  to  divide  it 
between  them  ?  Were  they  to  under- 
stand from  tbe  answer  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  that  would  be  left  to 
tbem  ?  He  contended  that  it  should  not 
be.  Unless  they  received  a  more  satis- 
factory answer  be  was  afraid  they  would 
have  to  introduce  other  Amendments  on 
tbe  subject. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he 
thought  tbe  Chief  Secretary  would 
do  well  to  give  his  attention  to  this 
matter.  His  own  view  was  that  the  fact 
of  two  tenants  having  been  evicted  from 
the  same  holding  iu  fourteeu  years  was 
a  very  good  reason  for  reinstating 
neither.  But  that  was  not  the  poiut 
immediately  before  them.  The  Chief 
Secretary  threw  the  responsibility  of 
deciding  back  on  the  arbitrators  as  to 
which  of  the  two  tenants  should  go  back. 
The  Solicitor  General  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  seemed  to  take  tbe  same  view, 
that  tbe  arbitrators  should  decide  tbe 
point.  He  knew  of  bis  own  knowledge 
that  there  had  been  double  evictions  in 
Mr.  Barton 


lite 
The 


principle  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
only  way,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  to  solve 
tbe  difficulty  between  the  two  rival 
tenants  would  be  for  tbe  arbitrators  to 
make  a  conditional  order  in  favour 
of  one  teiiBut,  and  then  that 
tbe  other  should  take  stepa  lo 
have  that  conditional  order  set  aside. 
Tbe  tribunal  was  to  make  a  conditioaal 
order  in  fuvour  of  one  or  other  of  the 
applicants,  but  if  tbe  clause  was  left  in 
the  way  tbe  Chief  Secretary  proposed  to 
leave  it,  it  would  be  a  direct  incitement  to 
a  disappointed  man  to  use  every  engine 
iu  bis  power  to  remove  tbe  successful 
man  from  tbe  farm  be  ihougbt  ho  ought 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  thought  this  was  a 
case  iu  which  tbey  were  entitled  to  get 
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answer  from  tlie 

AiAeniiiDent  tbey  vert   told   tbev 

Uot  iuterfere  with  these  vague  and 

\i  powers  conferred  by  tliis  clause. 

le  period  that  had  been  cootemplateil 

this  aeution  of  tiie  Bill  w&h  the  periml 

'<liC  15  yfiare,  nod  any  tenant  evicted  within 

period  could  apply  to  this  Couueil 

be  reinatiited.     It  was  uot  impossible 

they  might  have  the  case,  contem- 

iited  by  the  Amendinent,  of  two  tenants 

tvidg    beeu  evicted    within  the  period 

where  there  was  a.  primd  facie  case  for 

reinstatemeDt ;  iu  the  district  they  might 

have  all  the  circiini  stance  §  that  would 

retify  a  reiustatemeut ;  they  might  have 

tbere  were  circumstances  under  which 

9vi<itioa  took  place  in  each  case,  and 

they  had  not  got  either  of  these  they 

lUight  have  other  general  sweeping  words 

oontAioed  in  other  sub-sectious  given  to 

tblfl   tribunal   of  three  to   justify  tliem. 

But  how  were  they  to  come  to  a  coucln- 

ns  between  the  two  petitions  ?     As 

lie  notion  of  splitting  up  the  holding 

twcen  the  two,  he  thought  that  was 

trfeclly    idle,  hut  he  maintained    thoy 

re  entitled  to  some  aiiHwor  as  to  which 

isut  was  entitled  In  get  tbe  holding. 

WHr.  HAVK8  FISHER  said,  the  diHi- 

ilty  would  arise  in  elites   where  there 

ire  two  or  more  tenants  who  had  bee 

ictcd  between  1879  and  1894.    Was  h 

nnderstand  that  it  was  in  the  powerof  th 

>itrntors  to  decide  whether  the  whole  of 

holding  should  be  given  toone  tenant 

lether  it  should  be  divided  between  tv 

was  that  what  the  right  bon, 
rutleman  meant  ?  Ho  could  not  lielp 
ikiug  that  in  any  case  they  wen 
lacing  both  the  arbitrators  and  thi 
nnls  in  a  very  difficult  position,  and 
it  both  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
irnoi)  Solicitor  General  were  playing 
ito  tbo  hands  of  the  lawyers,  for  it 
the  disyretion  of  the  nrhi- 
itors  to  say  wbieh  of  two  tenants.  A 
iolad  in  IB79  or  B  evicted  in  1884, 
lotild  be  entitleil  to  petitiou  and  have  n 
Mnditional  order  made.  If  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  did  not  sny  in  his  Bill  which 
rf  the  two   should    be   entitled 

it  appeared  to  him  {Mr,  Fisher) 

both  of  these  tenants,  or  If  there 

three  any  one  of  them,  would  be 

an  action  in  the  oniinary  co 

it  declared  which  was  the  fonner 

Id  result   in  a  fruitful 

>p  of  litigation,   very    mi 
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lienefit  of  the  lawyers,  with    whom,  be 

was  told,  just  now  trade  was  somewhat 

bad.     He   would    invite    the   right  bon. 

Gentleman's  atteutiou  to  this,  and  ask 

m  to  sny  if  be  intended  that  the  arbi- 

ttors  should  absolutely  decide,  without 

y  power  of  appeal,  as  to  whom  was 

the  former   tenant  ?     That  would  meet 

the  difficulty,  and   though  no  doubt  the 

tenant  who  failed  to  obtain  tbe  conditional 

onlor  would  feel  aggrieved,  it  would  stop 

him  from  bringing  au  action  to  establish 

what  he  might  consider  his  right. 

Mr.   BRODRICK  hoped    the   Chief 


Secretary  would  finally  settle  which  of 
the  two  tennnis  was  to  be  entitled  to  tbe 
holding.  It  was  absurd  to  suppose  the 
arbitrators  should  decide  to  what  extent 
ft  landlord  was  justified  in  evicting  one 
tenant  as  compared  with  another.  If 
they  were  to  pass  a  general  amnesty,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  landlord,  who 
was  the  primary  person  interested,  would 
have  no  appearance  before  these  arbi- 
tmtors  at  ail  ;  be  would  not  be  able  to 
give  any  evidence,  and  he  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
wished  to  know  whether  this  Star 
Chamber  was  to  sit  in  secret  and  to  decide 
without  hearing  the  parties,  at  all  events, 
without  hearing  the  landlord,  whether  n 
tenant  who  might  ouly  have  bad  the 
holding  for  a  year  was  to  have  the  pre* 
ference  over  a  tenant  who  might  have 
held  the  iiolding  for  a  generation  f  From 
what  they  had  heard  upstairs — to  which 
be  would  ouly  allude  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  half  the  difficulties  they 
had  to  deal  with  there  were  due  to  the 
fact  that  no  sort  of  guidance  was  given 
to  tbe  Commissioners  how  they  were  to 
set  about  their  work — the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  throwing  ou  the  arbitrators  a 
new  duty,  whieh  none  of  them  kuew 
until  this  evening  was  thrown  upou 
them  ;  and  from  that  it  would  seem  that 
he  had  learned  little  from  his  experience 
in  the  Committee  Room  upstairs  during 
tbe  many  days  they  had  sat  there.  The 
right  lion,  (rentleman  had  undoubtedly 
learned  one  thing,  that  a  majority  was 
everything,  and  that  with  the  force  of  a 
majority  he  could  do  what  he  chose. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  (rentleman  would 
favour  the  Committee  with  some  sta- 
tistics as  to  the  number  of  holdings  upon 
which  there  had  been  two  evictions  since 
1879  ?  Without  the  Amendment  ho 
feared  tbe  Bill  would  only  lead  to  future 
trouble  in  Ireland. 
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Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said,  |  evidence  as  a  juryman,  that  bis  decision 


there  was  some  misconception  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  powers  which  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  must  confer  upon  the  arbitrators. 
It  was  not  the  practice  to  fetter  arbi- 
trators in  this  country,  or,  so  far  as  he 
knew  in  Ireland,  with  directions  and  re- 
strictions on  law.  In  this  country,  if 
they  referred  a  matter  to  arbitration, 
they  referred  it  even  in  a  wider  manner 
than  to  the  Law  Courts,  because  they 
made  him  absolute  judge  of  the  law,  and 
no  matter  what  mistake  he  might  make 
so  long  as  it  did  not  appear  on  the  face 
of  the  award — and  he  took  care  that  it 
should  not — there  was  no  appeal. 

Mr.  BRODHICK  :  Under  what  Act 
of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  that  statutory 
arbitrations  and  all  kinds  of  arbitrators 
were  the  same  ;  after  the  reference  to  the 
arbitrator  there  was  no  appeal  and  no 
redress,  and  one  did  not  wish,  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  that  it  should  be  presented 
in  a  form  that  would   make  it  difficult 
and  obnoxious.     The  essence  of  the  Bill 
was  that   they   had   chosen    three   men 
whom  they  were  proposing  to  trust,  and 
they  had  left  to  them  a  very  large  discre- 
tion as  to  the  way  in  which  they  would 
carry  it  out.     If  that  was  so,  he  asked 
why  should    they  withdraw  from  tbem 
the  choice  between  two  tenants  ?     That 
seemed  to  him  one  of  the  very  matters 
it  was  most  important  to  leave  to  the 
discretion    of    these    gentlemen ;     they 
would  know   the  facts  and  would  come 
to  the  matter  with  an  unfettered  discre- 
tion, looking  into  all   the  circumstances, 
so  tliat   they  could   do   justice  between 
man  and  man. 
*Mr.    BUCKNILL    (Surrey,  Epsom) 
said,  that  as  he  practised  in  the  Common 
Law    Division,   he  might  say  he  knew 
something  about  arbitration  cases,  and  it 
was  absolutely  incorrect  to  say  that  arbi- 
trators were  not  fettered  in  this  country. 
A  person    going    to   arbitration    in  this 
country  under  the  Arbitration  Act  passed 
a  few   years  ago    was,   as  the    learned 
Solicitor  General    knew  perfectly   well, 
entitled  to  ask  of  an  arbitrator  that  he 
should  state  a  special  case  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Court,  and  if  the  arbi- 
trator was  in  danger  of  going  wrong  in 
law  he  might  be  taken  to  the  Court  on 
such  a  ease  ;  it  was  only  on  questions 
of  fact,  where  he  acted  as  a  jury  and  took 


was  always  held  to  be  final.  The  hoc. 
and  learned  Member  shook  his  head, 
but  would  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
look  at  the  Act,  because  he  (Mr.  Buck- 
nill)  said  fearlessly  it  was  so,  and  he 
said  it  feelingly,  because  at  the  present 
moment,  there  was  a  case  of  his  going 
to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and 
he  knew  exactly  the  machinery  by 
which  it  was  done.  It  was 
stated  the  arbitrators  were  to  have 
no  greater  power  than  arbitrators 
in  any  other  branch  of  the  law,  but  he 
affirmed,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  if  the  first  clause  was  to  stand  as  it 
did  now  as  to  their  discretion,  as  to  a 
primd  facie  case,  without  the  Committee 
giving  some  instructions  as  to  what  the 
arbitrators  were  to  do  and  what  they 
were  not  to  do,  there  would  be  nothing 
but  confusion  and  enormous  loss  of  time. 
Could  there  be  any  harm  in  the  su^ 
gestion  that  they  should  let  the  arbi- 
trators know  if  they  were  to  deal  with 
cases  where  there  had  been  more  than 
one  eviction  from  one  holding,  and  that 
they  might  or  should  direct  in  certain 
cases  the  holding  was  to  be  divided  ? 
He  had  heard  within  the  last  half-hour 
that  those  who  lived  in  Ireland  knew 
there  might  be  two  evictions  upon  one 
estate. 

Mr.   T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Upon  one 
holding. 

•Mr.  BUCKNILL  said,  this  was  a 
matter  which  Englishmen  as  well  as 
Irishmen  had  taken  some  trouble  to  try 
and  settle.  He  had  read  through  the 
Report  of  the  Mathew  Commission,  and 
found  there  were  many  cases  where  there 
had  been  evictions  and  re-evictions  on 
one  holding.  He  had  no  wish  to  ob- 
struct, and  had  not  done  so,  but  he  did 
wish  to  take  such  a  part  in  the  matter, 
the  Bill  having  passed  the  Second 
Reading,  as  should  enable  justice  to  be 
done  to  all  parties. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  only  rose  to 
make  a  few  observations  on  this  Amend- 
ment, for  the  reason  that  he  happened 
to  know  of  a  particular  case  in  which 
the  exact  point  might  arise.  He 
knew  of  a  holding  from  which  a  Plan 
of  Campaign  tenant  was  evicted, 
which  was  then  taken  by  a  so-called 
planter,  and  from  which  the  planter  had 
been  evicted,  and  what  he  wished  to 
know  was,  if  the  planter  and  the  previous 
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teuaut  came  before  the  arbitnitoi-H,  who 
was  to  get  the  hoidiug  ?  Would  tiic 
matter  be  decided  according  to  who  gave 
the  most  trouble  in  the  neighbourhood, 
or  who  gave  the  most  trouble  at  the 
eviction,  because  he  saw  uo  other  alter- 
native put  forward  in  the  Bill,  and  when 
they  were  laying  down  this  matter  it  was 
worthy  of  consideration  whether  they 
should  provide  that  the  person  first 
evicted  or  the  person  who  was  the  second 
evicted  should  be  entitled  to  this  so- 
called  equity  to  be  restored  to  the  hold- 
ing ?  Every  argument  had  been  pressed 
upon  the  Front  Bench  opposite  as  to  this 
question  of  discretion,  and  he  supposed 
that  before  the  Bill  was  over  they  would 
be  saturated  with  the  question  of  the 
disoretion  of  these  three  gentlemen, 
though  he  was  not  so  sure,  when  it 
came  to  be  a  question  of  deciding  the 
description  of  what  tenants  fell  within 
the  58th  section,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  would  be  so  well  satisfied,  and 
he  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
when  the  hon.  Memlier  for  Ha^ldiugton 
(Mr.  Haldane)  and  others  talked  about 
arbitrators,  these  gentlemen  were  not 
arbitrators  at  all.  They  could  not  make 
them  arbitrators  by  calling  them  arbitra- 
tors, and  they  were  really  being  set  up 
aa  Judges  with  power  to  administer  some- 
thing quite  different  to  any  law  that  ever 
existed  before  in  this  country.  These 
gentlemen  were  not  to  arbitrate  as  to  legal 
rights  but  to  establish  legal  rights,  there- 
fore how  could  they  l>e  arbitrators  ?  As 
liad  been  said  before,  they  were  nothing 
more  than  legalised  confiscators,  but 
whether  they  were  arbitrators  or  not, 
why  should  not  the  arbitrary  jurisdiction 
of  these  gentlemen  be  determined  and 
guided  by  rules  laid  down  by  the 
House  ?  He  thought  they  should 
see  what  they  were  going  to  do 
by  this  Bill,  and  should  lay 
down  proper  rules  and  regulations  of 
procedure  as  had  been  done  with  respect 
to  other  Courts.  He  thought,  however, 
it  was  time  they  brought  this  question 
as  to  the  discretion  of  the  arbitrators  to 
an  end. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hem.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  it  was  time  they  brought  this 
argument  as  to  the  discretion  of  the 
arbitrators  to  a  close.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  talked  as  if  there  had 

VOL.  XXVII.     [fouktii  seuies.] 


been  uo  Land  Act  of  1881,  for  ho  said 
they  must  lay  down  rules  for  the 
guidance  of  the  arbitrators.  What  was 
this  Court,  and  the  powers  they  were 
going  to  set  up,  compared  with  the 
Land  Commission  and  the  powers  given 
to  the  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Subject  to 
appeal. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  they  were 
subject  to  a  kind  of  appeal.  The 
intention  of  Parliament  was  perfectly 
distinct  in  the  Act  of  1881,  and 
no  one  knew  it  better  than  the 
hon.  Meml>er  who  interrupted  him  ;  it 
was  entirely  distinct,  and  there  were  no 
guiding  words,  though  their  decisions 
were  of  a  much  more  important  de- 
scription. With  all  respect  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  it  was  ridiculous 
to  say  they  had  no  right  to  set  up  an 
Arbitration  Board  without  giving  rules 
for  their  guidance. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  the  powers  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  had  reference 
t^  legal  rights. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  What  legal 
rights  ?  He  did  not  understand  what 
legal  rights  were  at  stake.  When  a 
couple  of  sub-Commissioners  went  on  to  a 
farm,  and  valued  the  rent,  the  discre- 
tion was  in  the  value  of  tlie  rent,  and 
legal  right  had  very  little  to  do  with 
it,  and  no  one  knew  that  better  than 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  As 
to  the  particular  Amendment  before  the 
Committee,  he  would  take  one  case  to 
show  the  weight  of  the  argument  now 
pressed  upon  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr. 
Barton)  said  that  a  man  who  had  been 
evicted  twice  must  be  a  bad  and  worthless 
fellow.  ["  Hear,  hear  I  "]  Someone  said 
^^  Hear,  hear  I "  but  he  would  put  it  in 
another  way.  If  a  man  after  being 
evicted  was  deliberately  re-admitted  by 
the  landlord,  surely  that  was  rather  an 
argument  that  he  had  not  been  a  bad 
tenant.  But  this  was  a  most  trivial 
point,  and  they  had  uo  more  to  say  upon 
this  subject.  He  thought  it  was  time 
the  discussion  should  close,  and  if  the 
hon.  and  leiirned  Gentleman  thought  it 
right  to  take  a  Division  on  this  not  very 
substantial  Amendment  he  hoped  he 
would  do  so  at  once. 
•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  reply  had 

2  Z 
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dealt  with  the  case  of  a  double  eviction 
of  the  same  people,  and  he  admitted 
that  he  had  dealt  effectaally  with  that, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  liad  never 
once  referred  to  the  double  eviction  where 
the  persons  were  different. 

Mr.  Clancy  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question  put,  ^'  That  the  Question  be 
now  put," 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  162  ; 
Noes  94.— (Division  List,  No.  191.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  '*  That  the 
words  *  once  only  '  be  there  inserted." 

.  The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  107  ; 
Noes  183.— (Division  List,  No.  192.) 

Mb.  barton  moved,  in  page  1,  Hue 
6,  after  "  determined,"  insert  "  by  legal 
process  by  reason  of  the  non-payment  of 
rent  thereof." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.  He  submitted  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  exactly  the  same  in  effect  as 
one  which  had  been  already  passed  over 
and  which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  W.  Kenny.) 

•The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Sir  J. 
Goldsmid)  :  The  Amendment  is  in 
Order. 

Mb.  barton  said,  what  they  asked 
was  that  they  should  know  who  were  the 
tenants  and  what  were  the  evictions  that 
this  Bill  were  concerned  in,  and  their 
contention  was  that  they  should  be  re- 
fused to  cases  of  eviction  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent.  Supposing  it  happened 
that  tenants  had  voluntarily  surrendered 
their  holdings  to  the  landlord,  and  their 
tenancy  had  been  determined.  Without 
his  Amendment  these  tenants  would  be 
able  to  come  back  under  the  Bill.  Under 
the  Land  Act  of  1881  tenants  might  be 
evicted  for  breach  of  statutory  conditions, 
such  as  persistent  waste  by  dilapidation 
of  buildings.  Such  tenants,  again,  with- 
out his  Amendment  would  be  able  to 
come  in  under  the  Bill,  and  would  then 
get  £50  to  repair  their  dilapidated  build- 
ings. If  a  tenant  had  been  evicted  be- 
cause he  was  bankrupt,  or  because  he 
had  opened  a  house  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  or  for  a  shop  debt  by  a 
mortgagee,  he  would  be  able  to  apply  to 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 


the  arbitrator  and  demand  to  be  rein- 
stated at  the  expense  of  the  State. 
These  cases  would  show  that  it  was 
perfectly  absurd  to  introduce  a  measure 
of  this  kind  giving  carte  blanche  to  the 
arbitrators  to  reinstate  when  such  absurd 
things  took  place.  He  was  told  there 
were  cases  of  tenants  whose  tenancies 
were  terminated  by  legal  process  and 
sale  by  the  Sheriff,  of  public  auction 
under  a  writ  of  fieri  facias^  and  that 
such  cases  ought  to  be  included  ;  and, 
although  he  thought  they  onght  not  to 
be,  yet  if  the  Government  thought 
differently  they  could  include  them  by 
special  provision.  The  answer  to  all 
this  was,  "  Trust  the  arbitrators,"  but, 
although  one  of  them  was  his  private 
friend,  he  would  not  trust  that  friend  in 
a  matter  of  property,  while  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  arbitrators  were  subject  to 
criticism  from  day  to  day  in  flaming 
articles  in  The  Freeman^s  Journal 
every  morning  after  every  one  of  the 
day's  proceedings,  and  it  was  not  a  fair 
argument  to  introduce.  There  was  no 
man  so  angelic,  ino  Christian  gentleman 
so  perfect  that  they  were  entitled  to  trust 
the  property  of  others  on  the  large  dis- 
cretion proposed  to  be  given  in  these 
cases.  The  Member  for  Haddington 
came  in  like  a  Daniel  come  to  judgment, 
and  he  claimed  him  for  his  side.  He  had 
said  this  was  entirely  misconceived,  and 
that  these  were  powers  that  all  arbitrators 
had.  He  (Mr.  Barton)  would  remind 
him  that  in  the  cane  of  ordinary  arbitra- 
tions it  was  one  specific  matter  that  was 
referred  to  them.  But  here  they  were  to 
use  their  discretion  in  thousands  of 
matters.  They  had  referred  to  them  the 
property  of  3,700  people,  and  that  was  a 
very  different  thing.  He  thought  there 
ought  to  be  a  right  of  appeal  for  the 
arbitrators.  Under  the  19th  section  of 
the  Arbitration  Act  of  1889  an  arbitrator 
might  be  required  to  state  a  case  for  the 
opinion  of  a  Court  on  any  question  of 
law  arising  in  course  of  the  reference. 
•The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  said, 
the  hon.  Member  would  see  that  he  was 
now  dealing  with  a  question  which  hardly 
arose  on  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  barton  said,  that  as  he 
believed  the  only  answer  that  could  be 
^iveu  was  that  they  must  trust  the 
arbitrators,  he  declineil  upon  this  great 
(}Ucstion  of  how  many  tenants  were  to  be 
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brought  up  in  this  Bill  to  agree  to  that 
arguineut,  aod  he  thought  the  least  they 
could  do  was  to  not  allow  these  unfor- 
tunate men  to  be  led  into  temptation. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6|  after  the  word  '*  determined,"  to  insert 
the  words  ^  bj  legal  process  by  reason  of 
the  non-payment  of  rent  thereof." — {Mr, 
B^nrfan,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Govern- 
ment before  they  replied  to  read  the  Rule 
against  tedious  and  irrelevant  repetition. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  whether  it  were 
relevant  or  not,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
he  was  sure  recollect  that  it  had  been 

Ktnted  out  that  there  were  other  reasons 
r  which  a  man  might  have  been  evicted 
than  failure  to  pay  rent,  and  that  there 
might  be  ways  of  determining  a  tenancy 
other  than  by  eviction,  and  he  thought 
he  himself  would  see  that  it  would  be 
improper  and  really  a  waste  of  time  on 
his  part  if  he  were  to  repeat  a  second 
time  the  arguments  he  submitted  to  the 
Committee  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  that 
they  had  a  right  to  ask  the  Government 
why  thej  were  to  give  public  funds  at 
ail  if  they  objected  to  the  words ''  for  non- 
payment of  rent."  It  was  because  the 
whole  of  their  case  rested  on  this,  that  a 
certain  sentiment  attached  to  the  difficul- 
tiee  which  had  arisen  in  Ireland  owing 
to  the  non-payment  of  rent.  It  was  idle 
to  ask  the  House  to  vote  these  large 
sums  of  money  in  order  to  rescue  men 
who  had  lost  their  holdings  from  any  other 
ground  than  these  :  that  they  had  cither 
been  nnable  to  pay  their  rent  owing  to 
hard  circumstances  in  Ireland,  or  that 
thej  had  been  unwilling  to  pay  their 
rent  owing  to  political  views  which  they 
did  not  share.  These  were  the  only  pos- 
sible grounds  for  exceptional  legislation, 
and  unless  the  Government  would  limit 
their  Reference  to  these  cases  he  did  not 
think  they  could  ask  the  House  to  vote 
that  money. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  wished 
to  point  out  that  a  person  who  had 
been  turned  out  of  his  holding  by 
judicial  process  had  been  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  evicted,  and  was  exactly  in 
the  same  position  as  an  evicted  tenant. 


He  thought  they  should  be  told  whether 
there  was  to  be  this  differentiation  macie 
in  respect  of  tenants  put  out  of  their 
holdings,  when  the  tenancy  had  been 
ended,  either  by  the  auctioneer  or  the 
instruction  of  the  tenant  to  the  landlord. 
Sir  R.  T.  REID  explained  that  tlie 
Bill  would  only  apply  to  cases  where 
tenancies  had  been  determined.  Cases 
in  which  tenancies  had  only  been  trans- 
ferred would  be  excluded. 

Mu.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  the  fact  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  argue  the  question 
was  no  reason  why  this  Amendment 
should  not  be  pressed.  Those  who  sup- 
ported its  principles  had  a  right  to  put 
tboir  case  before  the  Committee  and  the 
country.  What  he  wanted  to  know  was 
this :  Was  this  Bill  to  apply  to  any 
persons  besides  those  who  had  lost  their 
holdings  by  process  of  law  ?  Where  the 
tenancy  had  been  determined  by  the 
voluntary  act  of  a  tenant  who  found 
himself  unable  to  pay  his  rent,  would  he 
have  the  right  to  appeal  to  this  tribunal 
of  confiscators  to  restore  him  to  his 
holding  ?  Then  supposing  a  man  had 
had  a  fair  rent  fixed  subject  to  statutory 
conditions,  and  supposing  ho  had  been 
turned  out  of  his  holding  for  a  breach  of 
those  conditions,  was  he  to  bo  allowed 
to  make  a  claim  under  this  measure  ? 
They  ought  to  know  clearly  with  what 
class  of  tenants  they  were  dealing.  If 
the  matter  was  not  cleared  up  landlords 
might  be  overwhelmed  with  costs  in- 
curred in  resisting  claims  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  made. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  wished  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  point  which  was  raised  by 
the  Amendment  which  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper.  He  «on tended  that  the  only 
cases  contemplated  in  the  terms  of  Refer- 
ence to  the  Mathew  Commission  wore 
cases  of  tenants  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  rent.  Supposing  a  predecessor  of  the 
man  now  in  actual  possession  of  a  holding 
had  had  to  purchase  the  farm,  and  had 
paid  money  for  it,  was  it  contemplated 
that  the  person  who  had  been  out  of 
possession  for  10  years,  and  the  landlord 
had  become  the  transferee,  was  to  have 
the  right  to  go  back  into  possession  ? 
Was  a  trespasser  to  have  the  right  to  go 
to  the  landlord  at  the  end  of  10  years  and 
say — You   must  reinstate   mo.     If    the 
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Bill  wati  to  apply  to  caseti  of  iLe  sort 
meotiouetl,  tliie  was  uot  an  Evicleil 
Teiiants  Bill,  but  a  Bill  for  tljc  reiustato- 
ment  of  trespassera. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  I  do  not  riee  to  ask  tbe  Govera- 
meat  to  defend  their  Bill,  liecaaee  it  is 
olear  thej  do  not  mean  to  do  so.  I  rise 
to  ask  them  what  thej  want  to  happen 
under  the  Bill.  Now  we  know  that,  in 
tbe  first  place,  tbey  want  to  enable  tenants 
who  have  been  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  rent  to  be  reinstated,  I  can  under- 
stand that,  in  ad^lition,  they  may  desire 
to  reioatate  a  tenant  who  has  not  been 
evicted  for  non-payment,  but  who  has 
been  sold  up  for  non-payment.  If  they 
want  these  two  things,  what  more 
do  they  want  ?  If  the  words  in  the 
second  sub-section  moan  anything,  they 
mean  that  those  who  drafted  the  Bill  and 
are  responsible  for  it  had  in  their  minds 
eviction,  and  eviction  alone.  Do  the  Go- 
veromeDt  mean  under  the  terra  "eviction" 
prooesses  which  are  not  commonly  called 
.eviction  at  all  ?  Do  they  include  such  a 
case  as  that  mentioued  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friead  F  Do  they  include  the 
case  of  the  tenant  who  sot  up  a  public- 
house  for  the  illicit  sale  of  spirituous 
liquors  and  was  evicted  for  that  breach  of 
statutory  conditions  P  If  they  mean  that, 
whatever  be  the  circumstances,  the 
reasons,  or  the  conditions  nnder 
which  a  tenancy  has  been  deter- 
mined, the  tenant  is  lo  have  the  right 
to  go  back  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  arbitrators,  then  we  should  know 
what  they  do  mean,  and  I  should  admit 
that  the  clause  carries  out  their  meaning. 
But  if,  ou  the  other  hand,  there  are 
certain  classes  of  reasons  which  in  their 
judgment  should  exclndefrom  the  l>cncfits 
of  the  Act,  let  tliem  tell  us  so  in  plain 
words,  even  if  tlioy  refuse  to  insert 
Amendments  which  wonld  ciirry  out  their 
avowed  meaning. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moiilkv,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
taxes  us  with  not  wanting  to  defend 
Bill,  i  will  admit  that  we  do  not  v 
to  defend  our  Bill  20  times  over  ou 
same  point.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Meni1>er  for  St.  SicjibenV  (irecn 
succeeds)  ou  this  Amendmcut  in  gating 
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a  ruliug  of  the  Chairman  on  a  previous 
Amendment.  « 

•The  DEPUTV  CHAIRMAN:  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
that  as  that  Amendment  was  not  moved 
it  will  not  be  iu  Order  to  refer  to  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  quite  concur  in 
what  you  say.  Sir,  but  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman  was  that  the  decision  we  had 
come  to  on  an  earlier  Amendment  had 
rendered  the  subsequent  Amendment  nn- 
necessary. 

•The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  :  The 
Chairman  and  I  conferred  together  abont 
all  tlicse  Ameudmouts. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  talks 
about  a  public-house.  He  forgeta  ve 
have  already  had  that  pubtic-bouse. 
How  many  times  are  we  to  deal  with 
that  public-house  ?  With  every  deeira 
to  answer  all  arguments  brought  forward 
and  to  meet  all  Amendments  with  which 
we  may  be  confronted,  I  really  cannot 
see  that  any  new  point  whatever  has  been 
raised  by  this  Amendment  which  was  not 
met  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  at  an 
earlier  stage  of  the  evening.  I  think  I 
should  be  setting  a  very  bad  example, 
iu  view  of  the  270  or  inure  Amend- 
ments already  put  down,  if  I  were  to 
reiterate  arguments  already  put  forward 
from  this  Bench. 

Mil.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  did  oot 
ask  for  arguments.  1  asked  for  a  plain 
statement.  I  gave  up  the  arguments — I 
could  not  get  blood  out  of  a  stone.  I 
could  not  wring  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
opposite  a  single  argument,  but  I  thought 
wo  might  get  an  answer.  I  am  not  to  be 
counted  among  the  gentlemen  who  were 
said  to  be  absent  earlier  in  the  evening. 
There  is  not  a  man  in  this  House,  outside 
the  Governnicnl,  who  knows  at  this 
present  moment  whether  they  do  or  do 
not  mean  to  include  in  the  purview  of 
their  Bill  classes  of  tenants  who  have 
heeu  evicted  for  reasons  other  than  uon- 
payment  of  rent,  if  they  do  meau  to 
include  other  classes  of  tenants  let  them 
tell  us  so.  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  not  carrying  out  his 
object  by  not  answering  a  plaiu  and  re- 
spectful question  in  as  concise  and  brief 
Icrnis  us  we  clunmnd. 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
H.  T.  Reii>,  Dumfries,  &c.)  :  I  will 
answer  the  question.     The  iutcntlon  and 
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,lDrpiiRo  of  tht  Hill  is  tlmt  it  may.  If 
tlie  Iribiiiial  thinks  (if.,  iinprens  every  case 
of  A  teuaiiuy  of  a  iiolilinj;  in  Irelnud 
which  haa  hccn  iletermiDeil  siuce  May 
1st,  1879,  Tbat  is  «n  explicit  nnawer. 
I  limy  add  tlmt  I  innde  Ihal  vpry  statc- 
iiieot  ill  the  opeuing  seiileiices  uttered  by 
me  ou  tho  hral  Ainendmeut. 

•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  : 
The  answer  of  tho  Solicitor  Geueml  is 
certttialy  oxplicit.  Knw,  after  au  lionr'a 
diaeiiBsioii,  the  Govemmeol.  come  forward 
aud  toll  us  tbat  tboy  are  prepared  to 
leave  to  tbe  ilistTotiou  of  the  arbitrators 
ciues  of  eviction  tvbidi  are  not  at  all 
founded  on  uou-piiymout  of  rout,  Tbat, 
Sir,  ie  golug  altogether  beyond  the  ^cope 
of  the  Bill,  und  until  tbe  Solieitor 
__0ei)enii  had  it  dra|;god  out  of  biui  there 
%$&  not  a  man  in  ibe  House  who  nnder- 
1  that  ibe  Bill  covered  any  such  pro- 

I.  J.  LOWTHEK  (Kent,  Tbanet) 
lid,  that  the  nnnouncemeiit  made  by  tbe 
dicitor  General  raised  a  very  important 
The  procoediiigfl  wore  a.\y- 
ihing  the  disorderly.  The  Bill  was 
Itroduced  to  make  provision  for  the 
llomliou  of  evii^ted  tenants  to  their 
ildiof^s  in  Ireland,  and  now  tbe  hou.  and 
ifld  Solicitor  General  had  risen  and 
tbe  Committee  that  tbe  Bill  wa»i  to 
very  much  further.  He  was  sure  that 
Cuannellnr  of  the  Exchequer  eould 
hardly  have  \vu\  hie  nttontion  lirawn  to 
this  fluhjuct,  and,  now  tliat  tbe  right  lion. 
Gentleman  waa  in  his  place,  he  desired 
to  ask  him  how  he  iuloniled  to  prowioJ.  The 
IIoiiHO  of  Commons  gave  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  (or  a  ajioaial  purpose,  which 
ttild  not  be  exceeded  or  depitrted  from 
iopt  hy  tbe  leave  of  tbe  House  licing 
'a  obMined.  He  would  ask  tlie  Chair- 
I,  as  A  point  of  Order,  whether  the 
iteotion  and  action  of  the  Government 
in  this  matter  were  within  rhe  Orders  of 
tlie  Hiinae  ? 

Mil.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lontb,  N.)  said, 
ire  were  18  words  to  which  the  Tory 
ty  Itttd  down  14  Amondmeuts,  and 
It  thoao  Words  were  Ihc  very  words 
led  under  Section  13  of  the  Act  of 
81. 

PThe  DEFCTY  chairman  :  I 
logifht  the  hon.and  learnodMembcrrose 
bthe  [Kiint  uf  Ui'iler.  That  nm^t  lie  lirst 
fctllr.1. 


Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  rise  lo  the  point  of  Order. 
This  purports  to  be  a  Bill  to  fiicili^toi 
and  make  provlsimi  for  the  restoration  of 
evicted  tenants  to  ibeir  holdings  in  1 
land.  It  is  laid  down  in  Sir  Ersk 
May's  honk  tbat  a  Bill  must  not 
hoyouil  the  order  of  leave,  and  the  order 
of  leave  follows  tbe  title  of  the  Bill, 
this  case  the  order  of  leave  was  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  facilitate  and  make  pro- 
vision tor  the  restoration  of  evicted 
tenants  to  their  holdings  in  Ireland. 
IB  now  evident,  from  tbe  statement  of  tb»' 
Solicitor  General,  that  the  Bill  goea 
altogether  beyond  tho  title  and  the  ordet 
of  leave.  But  Sir  Erskinc  May's  book 
goes  on  to  say  that  an  objection  of  this 
kind,  which  would  be  fatal  in  the  earlier 
stages  of  the  Bill,  would  not  he  treated 
in  exactly  the  same  way  after  the  House 
had  passed  the  Second  Reading.  We 
are  in  the  position  of  having  passed  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  may. 
therefore,  under  Sir  Erskine  May's  state- 
men  t.  be  deliftrreil  from  nrgiug  this 
irregularity.  But  in  a  note  Sir  Erskine 
May  gives  a  case  in  which,  after  a  Secotid 
Reading,  notice  was  taken  of  an  irregu- 
larity, it  being  staled  that  the  irregularity 
wan  passed  over  by  the  House  on  the 
Second  Reading,  under  a  misapprehension 
as  to  what  was  included  in  tho  Bill. 
Now,  Sir,  I  say  tbat  that  is  precisely 
the  ease  now.  It  was  alisolutely  impos- 
sible for  anyone  but  a  Member  of  the 
Government  to  know  that  a  Bill  for  thi 
restoration  of  evicted  tenants  to  their 
holdings  was  going  to  include  provision 
for  the  restoration  of  persons  who  wei 
not  tenants  and  who  had  not  been  evict 
I  say  tlmt  the  j>oint  was  not  raised 
the  Second  Reading,  and  it  did 
into  the  mind  of  any  hon.  Member  of 
this  House,  and,  tbereforo,  it  was 
donhtedly  a  case  of  misapprehension 
I  think.  Sir,  you  will  find,  on  refereoco 
to  Sir  Erskine  May's  liook,  tbat  on  tbe 
occasion  to  which  I  refer  the  Bill  was 
thereupon  withdrawn.  1  do  not  know 
whether  a  now  Bill  was  inirudiiced,  bnt- 
at  any  rate  the  objection  was  allowed  on, 
tbe  gronud  of  misapprebensioi 
time  when  the  Second  Reading  was  takett] 
and  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  I  must  saj'] 
I  think  this  perhaps  in  some  senat  a  nei* 
point;  bill  it  is  one  of  such  oliurmoua.1 
iinportant^e,  Vmth  to  the  Government  Huii 
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the  procedure  of  the  House,  that  I  almost 
think  the  oceatiioD  m  one  ou  which  to 
invite  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Ou  the  point  of 
Order  I  have  to  point  out  that  these 
words  we  are  now  considering  occur  in  a 
prior  Act  of  Parliament.  The  title  of 
the  Act  is  '^  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland) 
Act,  1891,*^  and  the  words  are  ^^  An  Act 
to  provide  further  funds  for  tlie  purchase 
of  land  in  Ireland,  to  make  permanent 
the  Land  Commission,  and  to  provide  for 
the  improvement  of  the  congested  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland.^*  On  a  title  of  that 
kind  it  was  considered  relevant  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  affecting  evicted  tenants. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is 
clear  that  that  case  does  not  apply. 
Upon  the  other  ()oint  it  is  obvious  that 
if  the  House  had  been  aware  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  on  the  Second 
Heading  attention  would  have  been 
called  to  the  point  by  some  hon.  or  right 
hon.  Member,  and  then  the  ordinary  pro- 
cess would  have  had  to  he  followed  which 
is  well  known  to  the  House.  But,  as  I 
understand  it, from  wantof  knowledge  the 
Bill  w^as  read  a  second  time  containing  a 
clause  which  is  not  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  title  of  the  Bill.  Of  course,  if 
the  Government  think  themselves  bound 
by  the  information  conveyed  iu  the  title, 
they  will  so  alter  the  clause  as  to  make  it 
consistent  with  the  title,  but  the  tiling  has 
gone  too  far  for  mo  to  decide  now  that 
they  cannot  proceed  with  the  Hill. 

Mr.  A.  J.BALFOUR  :  I  understand. 
Sir,  you  are  of  opinion  that  the  matter 
h'iis  gone  too  far  for  you,  as  Chairman,  to 
give  a  decision  on  the  point.  May  I  ask 
whether  we  can  appeal  to  Mr.  Speaker 
on  a  point  which  you  have  indicated  that 
you  are  incom[)etent  to  deal  with  at  the 
present  time  ? 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  :  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
quite  conveyed  the  opinion  I  expressed. 
I  said  that,  of  course,  if  the  intention 
hiul  been  known  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing, then  either  a  fresh  Bill  would 
have  had  to  be  drawn  or  this  Bill  would 
have  had  to  be  practically  altered  in  Com- 
mittee so  as  to  make  it  correspond  with 
the  title.  But  attention  was  not  called 
to  the  point,  not  through  the  fault  of  any 
hon.  Member,  but  simply  from  want  of 
knowledge.  I  said  that  if  the  (iovern- 
Micnt  thought   it  right   the  most  regula 

Mr,  ./.  Chnmherlam 


course  would  be  that  they  should  with- 
draw those  parts  of  the  Bill  which  are 
not  in  accordance  with  the  title,  owing  to 
the  unfortunate  circumstance  that  the 
House  was  not  acquainted  with  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  on  the  Second 
Reading.  But  it  was  too  late  for  me,  as 
Chairman,  to  say  that  they  oanuot  pro- 
ceed with  the  clause  in  question  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  not  consistent  with  the 
title  of  the  Bill.  I  trust  the  Committee 
thoroughly  understands  the  view  I  take. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  responsibility  for  me 
to  give  a  decision,  but  I  believe  that  is 
the  right  decision  t-o  give. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  do  not 
know  whether,  after  your  ruling,  ant 
Mem])er  of  I  he  Government  would  wish 
to  make  a  statement  on  the  present  situa- 
tion. It  is  evident  that  we  have  been  led 
into  an  irregularity.  I  understand  you 
to  state  that  if  this  matter  had  come 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  House  it 
would  have  lieen  within  the  power  of  any 
hon.  Member  to  call  attention  to  it,  and 
that  in  that  case  an  alteration  must  have 
been  made.  Unfortunately  we  were  not 
in  possession  of  this  information,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  open  to  any  of  as 
to  call  attention  to  the  point  at  that 
time. 

•The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
quite  catch  what  I  said.  In  the  ordinary 
course  the  Bill  would  have  been  with- 
drawn unless  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  make  the  clause  consistent  with 
the  title.  If  they  wished  to  extend  it 
they  would  have  had  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  and  bring  in  a  fresh  one. 

Mu.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  under- 
stood  your  statement  to  be  to  this  effect : 
that  if,  at  the  proper  time,  notice  had 
)>een  (tailed  to  this  irregularity,  one  of 
two  courses  would  have  been  taken : 
either  the  Bill  would  have  had  to  be 
withdrawn  or  the  Government  would 
have  had  to  alter  it  in  acconlance  with 
the  title.  We  have  lost  that  opportunity 
owing  to  our  ignorance  of  the  intention 
of  the  Government  with  reference  to  this 
matter.  I  think,  perhaps,  the  Govern- 
ment would  desire  to  make  some  state- 
ment on  the  existing  situation,  and  to 
say  whether  they  are  prepared  to  make 
an  alteration.  If  they  are  prepared  to 
recognise  the  fact  that  the  House 
has  proceeded  under  a  misapprehenaiou 
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Kod  to  de&l  with  the  mstter,  I  do  not 
suppose  the  Committee  would  offer  any 
objeotioD.  Oa  the  other  haud,  if  tlioy 
BTe  not  prepared  to  corroot  the  misappre- 
heoaion,  I  think  the  proper  course  will  be, 
as  you,  Sir,  have  said  that,  as  Chairman, 
jou  cAunot  rule  furtticr  on  the  mutter,  to 
move  to  report  Progresii  iu  order  that 
Ur.  Speaker  may  be  appealed  to. 

Sin  W.  HAHCOUET  :  I  understand 
yonr  ruling.  Sir,  to  be  that  you  have  not 
power  or  diaposition  to  etop  the  progresf 
of  the  Bill  to-night.  We  do  not  admit 
the  question  of  misapprehension,  and 
therefore,  under  the  otrcumatanceB,  thore 
is  nothing  for  the  Committee  to  do  but 
to  go  on  with  tbo  Bill. 

11b.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Then, 
Sir  JulisD  Goldamid,  under  these  circnm- 
staoces,  I  beg  to  move  that  you  do  now 
report  Progreu  in  order  that  we  may 
have  the  advantage  of  Mr.  Speaker's 
opinion  upon  the  case  which  has  arisen. 
Although  the  Government  desire  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill,  I  cannot  believe  that 
they  will  in  any  way  oppose  this  Motion, 
made  with  the  direct  purpose  and  in- 
tention of  having  the  opinion  uf  Mr, 
Speaker  upon  what  is  ackuowlodged  to 
be  a  very  important  issne. 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  J, 
CAamberlain.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALY  :  I  venture  to  say 
that  to  the  whole  courso  of  the  history  of 
this  House  a  grosser  impositloa  was 
never  perpetratod  upon  a  Coinmitlee  than 
the  performance  which  wc  have  just  wit- 
nessed, Hera  is  a  Bill,  as  I  utidorstaud, 
to  restore  evicted  teuuuts  in  Ireland  lo 
thnr  holdings.  An  boo.  Gentleman  nays, 
"  Oh,  but  ita  going  to  restore  somel>ody 
else,"  and  ii|tan  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  IJirininghani  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlaiij)  Kots  up  with  a  tmlemn  face 
and  says — "  Wu  have  heard  eomts  extra- 
ordinary pieces  of  information,  anil  there- 
fore we  mint  move  to  report  I'rogrQus." 
We  hare  on  various  Bills  iu  this  House 
witnessed  some  extraordinary  perform- 
ances, but  certainly  this  is  about  the 
flimsiest  proceeding  wo  have  ever  wit- 
uesaed  from  the  other  side.  The  title  of 
the  Bill  is  to  restore  the  evicted  tenants, 
and  the  Amendment  is  that  only  a  ['crtain 


class  of  evicted  tenants — namely,  those 
evicted  for  uou-parmeut  of  reut — shall  bo 
restored.  The  G-overument  say  that 
other  evicted  tenauta — for  instance,  those 
whose  farms  have  been  sold — shall  be 
restored,  and  upon  that  this  mare's  nest  is 
discovered,  and  a  Parliamentary  crisis  of 
the  firet  magnitude  is  given  birth  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. This  Amendment  has  been 
debated  all  the  evening  long,  and  the 
words  are  taken  from  words  passed  three 
years  ago  on  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  SoLitb  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell),  and  assented  to  by  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Thoee 
wortls  are  that, 

"Where  a  tcnancj  of  a  holding  has  been  de- 
termined since  the  l«t  ot  May.  1ST9  " 

•The  deputy  CHAIRMAN : 
Order,  order  !  I  should  like  to  explain 
to  the  Committee  that  there  is  really  no 
question  to  submit  to  Mr.  Speaker  even 
if  the  Debate  were  adjourned.  The 
Speaker  has  no  control  over  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee.  I  have  decided 
that  I  have  no  right  to  stop  tiie  work  of 
the  Committee,  because  the  question 
ought  to  have  been  raised  on  the  Seoond 
Reading.  Of  course,  the  right  hoQ. 
Gentleman  has  a  perfect  right  to  proceed 
with  bis  Motion  for  reporting  Pn^resa, 
but  not  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  the 
case  to  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  has 
finished  his  observations — which  did  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  strictly  relevant  to 
tiie  question — may  I  ask  the  Government 
to  consider  whctiier,  now  that  it  has  been 
pointed  out  that  thoy  have  been  pressing 
their  Bill  under  a  misconception,  and  as 
they  are  asking  to  ilo  by  the  first  section 
of  this  clause  something  which  is  incon- 
sistent hotli  with  the  title  and  the  second 
section,    they    will   so   modify  the    first 

ection  of  this  clause  as  to  bring  it  into 
iccord  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill  P 
;"Thb  deputy  CHAIRMAN  ;  We 
had  better  dispose  of  the  Motiou  one 
way  or  other  first.  Does  the  right 
Qentleraun  (Mr.  J.  ChamborUin) 
persevere  ? 
Mr.   a.  J.   BALFOUR  i  I  suppose 

pon  that  Motion  it  is  relevant  for  the 
Government  to  give  ns  their  observations 
>n  iho  situation  ?  They  have  not  yet 
roiidescendcd  to  do  so. 
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Ur.  J.  MORLET:  The  Committee  I  Go verDment  either  to  withdraw  the  BUI 


ought  not  to  forget  that  the  Btatemetit 
which  haa  created  what  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  catle  an  extriiordiDar}r 
ParJiamentBry  crisis — namely,  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Solicitor  General — 
was  made  several  hours  ago.  It  was 
made  before  8  o'clock. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) : 
No,  no. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
may  contradict  me  in  that  discourteous 
manner  if  he  thinks  fit,  but  the  fact  is 
that  the  statement  of  my  hon.  uud  learned 
Friend  as  to  our  intention  in  using  the 
word  "  determined  "  in  this  clause  was 
made  three  hours  ago.  That  being  the 
ease,  no  new  conditions  have  arisen.  The 
right  hoQ.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
was  perfectly  aware  of  the  couKtrnution 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  placed 
upon  the  words  and  the  intentions  of  the 
Government.  No  change  has  taken  pli 


irregularity  P 
*The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN :  It 
may  be  cured  by  an  amendment  in  tbe 
title,  as  well  as  in  other  ways. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  wish, 
in  the  first  place,  to  take  notice  of  what 
was  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  tbe 
Chief  Secretary.  It  is  perfectly  true  my 
attention  was  called  to  this  irregnlwitj 
three  hours  ago,  and  I  brought  it  on  that 
occasion  to  the  notice  of  tbe  ChaimuiD 
and  the  Government.  I  was  met,  t^i^, 
with  the  reply  you  have  given — namely, 
that  the  time  to  take  that  objection  was 
before  the  Second  Reading.  You  will 
allow,  Sir,  that  to  the  statement  wbicb 
you  have  rea<l  there  is  appended  a  note 
to  this  effect — 

''  Olijcctinn  being  taken  after  Beport " 
that  is,  at  a  much  later  stage  than  now — 
"anil  recommitment  of  the  Income  Tax  and 
Inhabited  Rouse  Duties  Bill,  1B71,  that  the 
Bill  com|>ri>ied  |>roviaionB  bcjond  tlie  onler  of 
since  then,  and  as  the  Chairmati  has  !  leave,  aud  thnt  tbe  secoml  reading  had  been 
ruled  that  the  time  has  pa8*>eJ  for  the  |  |'^.*'.f''"^;.',<^V"  miffpprchf-'™  -'  " 


fiirtlier  consideration  of  the  question,  I 
bope  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  will,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  all  this  was  known 
three  or  four  hours  ago,  withdraw  his 
Motion, 


•The  deputy  CHAIRMAN :  I 
should  like  to  read  tbe  passafre  in  Sir 
Erskine  May's  book  on  which  I  base  my 
ruling,  and  which  the  Clark  has  now 
found.  It  will  be  seen  that  it  is  as  clear 
as  possible.     It  runs  as  follows  : — 

"In  pieiunng  DiUb  care  muHl  I)e  taken  that 
tbc7  do  not  cnntain  provisions  which  arc  not 
attthnrised  by  the  unlcr  of  leave,  that  the  pre- 
fatory ]>ani[rni|ih  pixstixed  to  tbe  IMI!  wbieh  ;  to 
dcGiicM  (he  object  thereiif,  knnun  ox  the  lille 
of  tbe  Bill,  corrcBiKtnda  with  Ihc  order  of  leave, 
and  that  tlie  Biil  Itself  is  iirctwrcH  ^lursuant  to 
tbe  order  o(  leave  and  in  proper  form  ;  for,  if  it 
shoaltl  appear  that  tbcNc  rules  have  not  been 
obserTed,  the  House  will  order  it  to  be  with- 
drawn. Such  objections,  however,  should  be 
taken  Ixtfore  the  Second  Rcaiiing  ;  for  it  Is  not 
the  practice  to  order  Bills  to  bo  withdrawn 
after  they  tare  committed  on  account  of  any 
irregularity  which  can  bo  cured  while  the  Bill 
is  In  Committee  or  on  recommitment.  (Sir 
Grskine  May's  Parliamentary  Prartire,  lOth 
edition,  page  410.) 
Consequently  the  point  is  perfectly  plain. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  May  I,  Sir  ar 
Julian  Goldsmiil,  ask  you,  on  the  point  of  tli 
Order,  whether  that  rule  does  not  carry  m 
with  it  the  obligation  on  tlio  [wrt  of  the    g( 


That  was  the  case  on  which  I  confeaaed 
I  wished  to  have  the  decision  of  the 
Chair.  I  iinderstanit  that  you  think.  Sir, 
in  your  discretion,  that,  although  in  this 
CAxe  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  beyond 
the  order  of  leave,  and  although  the 
Second  Reading  has  passed  under  a  mis* 
apprehension  of  that  fact,  you  are  still 
not  entitled  to  interfere.  I  accept  your 
decision,  and  under  these  circumstances 
I  shall  beg  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion 
I  have  made,  but  I  do,  on  sitting  down, 
make  a  further  appeal  to  the  Govcrnmeut 

isiilcr  their  decision. 

DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  :  The 
right  hun.  Gentleman  bad  better  with- 
draw the  Motion  first. 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  lie  there  inserted," 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :    On  that 

Question  I  would  make  an  appeal  to  the 

Government.      We  are    iudebted  to  the 

Chair  for  s    very  distinct    statement — 

namely,  thnt  the  Bill   is  irregular.     We 

lot  talking  now  about  the  rights  or 

position    of    the  Chair ;    but,  as    a 

or  of  I'nct,  the  Bill   in  irregular,  and 

beyond  the  order  of  leave.     It  was 
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r  of  llio  Oppodilion   to  pre- 
t  tlml',  and   ihat  power  war  only  not. 
Elerdised    owing  to  a  inisapprehenaion. 
i«k  thfiGovprmnent — ulmostiii^  n  matter 
(  bbnotir,  I    was  (foing   to  f,«.y  ;  nt  utiy 
Ue,  as  a  mtiltfr  of  cniiaiilerslioii  to  the 
kf>}><Mitioti — wdelher  they  ilo  not  think 
Piey  oiiglit  to  put  file  thing  baiik  into  the 
^itiuu  in  whi(;h    it  would  Imve  licen  if 
lliere  hiid  been  no  misnppreheusion  ? 
Ml(.    ,1.    MOHLEY  :    My  riglit  hon. 

IrHenU  hiiB  made  a  good  many  aflrinmp- 
jbns  iu  hiH  rciniLrlcA.     I  am  not  sure  tliiil 
bii.  Sir  Jnliao  Goldsmi'l,  did  lay  down, 
fc  indeed — if  I  may  wiy  so  witli  perfeut 
Hpeet — hiid  tiie  power  to  liiy  down,  all 
lose  propositione  whicli    my  right  hon. 
Firleud  Impiites  lo  yon.     But  yon  have 
kid  tI>At  if  there  baa  been  iiu  irregnlurity 
\  may  well  be  nmendeil   hv  some  nltem- 
tiftn  in  the  lirle  of  tlie   B'ill.     The  Go- 
vernmeut  will  consider  what  weight  there 
U  in  the  varioiiH  prupositious  which  have 
Ixtcn  advanced    in   <:onneeiiou  with  this 
point,  and  if  it  xhonid  1>e  found  on  con- 
Bidonitiiin— whiyh  I  am    not  at  all   pre- 
Jiarod  to  annnmc — that  nomo  alteration  iu 
tl)e  title  of  l)ie  Bill   la  neuesiiary,  then, 
Whether  (rom  tlie  point  of  view  of  honour 
I         or  of   considenifion  for  the  Opposition, 
^Mve  shall  be    prepareil    to  make   an   an- 
^^Hpun cement  to  tlio  Committee, 
^Kuk.  J.  LOWTJIER  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
^^K,Uke  it  that  one  of  two  tbiogs^— 
^^MTmb  DKl'UTV  CHAIRMAN :  Order, 
^^ftder  !     I    think   that    thit    qiiceition  of 
H^Bfder  has  heoo  fufticiently  decided.    Tlic 
^^xurtber  diHcnxsion  mnxt    \>e  eonHned  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM    iDovcr)  said,  the 

Oppotiitinn    were   encouraged    to    agtitu 

urge  ibe  Amendment  on  the  Hoiiae  after 

Trhnt  bail  taken  plaee.    It  was  no  answer 

for  the   Government   to   say    thai    tbey 

woittd  make  n  change  in  ibe  title  of  the 

Bill.     The  irt>jectinn  of  the  OppOHiliou 

■mMDot  one  of  form  bnt  one  of  siibshitiCe, 

Ttie  Bill  wt  it  ntoud  uut  only  did    not 

Kjl^roe  with  the  tllla  bnt    disagreed   with 

the     policy     of     the     Ciovernnieut,    ait 

fuimcint^d  on  the  Firitt  Reading  and  the 

^^^ecoDd  Beaiiing.    The  Govenimeut  wore 

^^^■ideaToaring    to    ride   off  upon  a  mere 

^^^EeetioD    of    law.       There    was     eome 

^^^ftnngeneM  in  the  comparison  made    by 

^^^■le  lion,  anit  learned  Member  for  Lontli 

^Kifr.  T.  M.'Healy)  between  this  Bill  and 

^^■le  I'nnilwse  A<ft  of  1891. 

^^H  VOL.  XXVII.  £FouitTn  series.] 


•The   deputy    CHAIRMAN: 
have  decideil  tbtt  that  has   no  refereuiief 
to  this  question. 

Mr.  J.  I.0WTH!<:R  said,  the  poiuti 
VieFore  the  Committee  was  whether  by  i 
further  Amendment  they  conid  not  briu^ 
tlie  Bill  into  harmony  with  the  order  o 
leave.     If  the  Amendment  of  hiH  hotwl 
Friend  (Mr.  Burton)  were  accepted,  thel 
most  captions  critic  of  the  drafting   > 
Bills  could  banlly  say  tbat  it  would  notfl 
bring  the  cliiuso    into  aceordance   wttb  1 
the   order  of    leave.      The  Amendment 
woidd  confine  the  operation   of  the  Rill 
to  cases  where  the  tenants  hiui  heewliond 
fide  evicteil  on  acconnt  of  the  i 
ment  of  rent,  and  would  enable  the  Go- J 
vemmeut  to  get  out  of  all  their  difficnlties.] 
He  thougbl  that  on  its  merits  tbe  Amend- f 
ment  deserved  very  careful  consideratioli I 
on    (he   part   of    the  Committee.      Tha  I 
Government  did    not   propose    lo  lulmifl 
among  thoaw  wlm  were   to  reo 
benefits  of  the  Bill    persons  who  might  1 
have  received  full  value  for  tbeir  interest  I 
in  tbe  holdings  from  which   tbey  were  I 
evicted  !    tbe  position  indicated  v 
one    which    was    oontemplHtod    by    the  I 
House  when  leave  was  given  to  introduce  I 
the  Bill,  and  therefore  he  hoped  ilmt  tfafi-l 
Amendment  would  he  accepted. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:    We  ar«  I 
rc<lui?ed   now  to  a   consiileration   of  the  I 
Amendment  n|>on  its  merits,  and   I  will  f 
ask  the  Committee  to  consider  very  care- 
fidly  tbe  position  in  which   the  Govern- 
ment is  placed.     I  am  merely  going  to 
speak    in   the  interests  of  peaco :  bnt  I 
must  just  make  my  case  clear  by  referring 
to  some  of  the  examples  of  jicrsons  who 
arc  not  evicted   tenants  in  any  ordinary 
aiiceptutiou  of  tbe  term,  btif  who,  never- 
theless, by  tbe  determination  and  decision 
of  the  Government  are   to  l«  ioclnded 
withm  the  operation  of  tbe  Bill.     I  re- 
ferred earlier  in    niir  discussion  tg    the 
case  of  a  tenant  who  hiMl  reiinqulahed  hit: 
tenancy,     voluntarily     surrendered 
holding   and    had  gone   away,   and    yet 
coming  back  might  seek   to  establish  a 
claim  under  the  Act  to  he   reinstated  iu 
his  holding,   the  holding  he  once  occu- 
pied, bnt  which,  after  all,  would   uot  be 
tlie  same  holding,  because  tn  the  interval, 
of  fen  or  fifteen  years  past  the  conditioai 
of  the  holding  may  have  been  altogether; 
altered.     But  the  tenant  may  mak 
claim  to  \ie  re-established  at  the  oli 
on    Ibe  holding,  ibongh  practically  thi 
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holding  may  not  be  the  saino  thuig. 
Again,  there  is  the  class  of  tenants  who 
may  have  agreed  to  give  up  their  hold- 
ings, their  interests  having  been  pur- 
chased, notwithstanding  which  they — 
possibly  refusing  to  be  bound  by  this  or 
any  other  contract — have  had  to  be 
evicted.  These,  under  this  new  arrange- 
ment,  would  have  the  right  to  make 
claims  for  reiDstatemeut,  with  all  the 
rights  for  which  they  had  received  ample 
purchase  value.  Then  there  is  a  third 
class.  The  Act  of  1881 — I  do  not  know 
whether  the  lion,  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  will  call  that  Chamberlain^s  Act  ? 
He  was  good  enough  to  attribute  to  mean 
Act  of  Parliament  in  which  I  had  no 
responsibility  or  honour  beyond  the  rest 
of  my  colleagues  in  the  Government. 
He  might  as  well  call  the  Act  of  1881 
'' Ghamberlain^s  Act,"  as  the  Arrears 
Act.  This,  however,  by  the  way. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Hear,  hear  I 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes,  I 
only  answer  by  the  way,  for  I  do  not 
consider  it  necessary  to  reply  otherwise. 
The  Act  of  1881  contains  a  number  of 
statutory  conditions,  the  breach  of  which 
involves  forfeiture  of  his  holding  by  the 
tenant.  Now,  suppose  a  tenant  has  de- 
liberately forfeited  his  rights  by  breach 
of  statutory  conditions  proposed  by  my 
right  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian, and  accepted  by  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1881  ;  of  course,  having 
forfeited  his  holding,  he  goes  out,  his 
tenancy  is  determined.  Is  he  a  man  you 
are  going  to  reinstate  ?  Are  you  going 
to  bring  all  these  cases  before  your  new 
tribunal,  loading  it  with  a  number  of 
fictitious  claims  ?  It  seems  to  me  the 
greatest  absurdity  in  the  world.  Look 
at  the  injustice  of  this.  Owing  to  any 
of  these  circumstances,  let  us  suppose  a 
tenant  has  ceased  to  be  such,  that  his 
tenancy  is  determined,  that  the  landlord 
has  entered  into  possession  and  sold  his 
land  to  somebody  else,  obtaining  a  higher 
price  because  of  the  full  property  in  the 
land  which  he  had  to  dis{K)se  of.  Under 
ordinary  circumstances,  a  landlord  is  only 
a  partner  in  the  proprietorship.  He  is 
only  part  owner,  and  can  only  dispose  of 
his  partnership  rights.  Let  us  suppose 
that  a  tenant  has  half  the  rights  in  the 
property,  the  landlord  the  other  half ; 
then  if  one  partner  sells  his  rights  he, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  gets  the 
value  of  half  the  ownership,  but  if  the 

Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 


rights  of  the  tenant  have  been  cleared 
out  either  by  surrender,  purchase,  or 
forfeiture,  owing  to  breach  of  statutory 
conditions,  then  the  landlord  would  poa* 
seas  the  whole  rights.  Very  welL  Now, 
suppose  that  the  landlord  has  sold  his 
rights  to  a  second  occupier,  who 
has  paid  for  the  whole.  Are  you 
under  this  Bill  going  to  allow  any  num- 
ber of  persons  to  raise  claims  arising 
over  a  period  of  15  years  against  these 
new  owners  ?  I  say  it  would  be  a  mon* 
strous  injustice..  That  is  not  all.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
did  not  say  a  single  word  about  these 
tenants  either  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  or  the  Second  Reading.  He  laid 
before  the  House  certain  calculations^  and 
on  the  introductory  stage  he  expressed 
his  opinion  in  regard  to  the  sum  he  then 
had  at  his  disposal,  and  again  on  the 
Second  Beading  in  regard  to  the  much 
larger  sum  at  his  disposal,  which  he  said 
would  be  ample  for  the  purposes  intended. 
The  sum  may  be  ample — I  do  not  contest 
that  at  the  moment — to  provide  for  the 
evicted  tenants ;  but  is  it  considered 
ample  to  provide  for  all  these  other 
tenants  ?  Why,  even  the  .  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  made  an  ad- 
mission by  way  of  answer  to  my  hon* 
Friend  near  me.  He  said  the  sum  of 
money  was  not  large  enough  to  permit 
the  tribunal  to  deal  witli  all  the  cases 
that  might  be  brought  before  it,  and 
apparently  he  thinks  that  this  wonderful 
tribunal,  with  a  discretion  unknown  to 
English  law,  is  not  only  to  look  into  the 
merits  of  all  those  cases,  but  is  to  have 
somehow  or  other  and  continually  a  view 
of  the  money  behind  it  at  its  disposal,  so 
that  it  may  say,  ''  Here  is  a  case  we 
should  like  to  deal  with,  but  if  we  do 
deal  with  it  we,  having  only  a  total  sum 
of  £250,000  at  our  dispoj^al,  shall  have 
so  much  less  for  other  cases.^*  Conse- 
quently, they  are  to  exclude  certain  cases, 
not  on  the  ground  that  there  is  no  prima 
facie  case,  not  only  because  of  the  oir- 
cumstauces  of  the  eviction  and  the  other 
matters  detailed  in  the  Bill,  but  because 
there  are  not  sufficient  funds  to  allow  of 
such  cases  being  dealt  with.  Now,  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
are  those  the  "  other  circumstances  "  the 
tribunal  must  take  into  consideratiou  ? 
Why,  Sir,  up  to  the  present  time  we  have 
never  been  able  to  get  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench   the  slightest  idea  of  what 
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these  other  oircumstances  are.  Now  we 
know  it  is  the  limit  of  £250,000  which 
is  a  oontrolling  eircumstauce,  and  upon 
that  ground,  I  suppose,  the  tribunal  is  to 
decide  whether  or  not  a  person  making 
applioatioo  is  a  proper  person  to  be  re- 
instated on  a  holding.  Now,  what  is 
going  to  be  the  result  of  all  this  ? 
The  result  of  all  this  is  we  are 
to  be  engaged  in  discussing  this 
point  when  hon.  Members  opposite, 
at  whose  dictation  this  Bill  has  been 
brought  in  —  because  anybody  who 
believes  that  this  is  a  Government  Bill  in 
the  sense  that  the  Government  are  going 
heartily  with  it  must  have  an  extra- 
ordinary amount  of  credulity — we  are  to 
be  engaged  in  discussing  this  point  in  the 
Bill  when  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  say  that  none  of  these 
cases  will  he  included  by  the  tribunal. 
Well,  then,  why  not  exclude  them  by  the 
Act  ?  What  is  the  good  of  leaving  to 
the  tribunal  a  discretion  in  a  vast  number 
of  oases  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
themselves  declare  ought  not  to  be 
inoluded  ?  There  is,  so  far  as  I  under- 
stand, general  agreement  on  this  point. 
Nobody  will  get  up  and  say  tliat  cases 
such  as  we  have  put  ought  to  be  included 
in  the  reference  to  the  tribunal ;  why  on 
earth  should  the  Grovernment  persist  in 
their  irregularity ;  why  should  they 
determine  to  refer  these  cases  to  the 
tribunal  when  they  hold  the  opinion  that 
no  just  or  impartial  tribunal  could  declare 
there  was  a  prima  Jacie  case  to  proceed 
upon  ?  I  cannot  conceive  a  more  obstruc- 
tive prooeeding. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  141  ; 
Noes  198. — (Division  List,  No.  193.) 

Mr.  barton  :  I  have  submitted 
the  terms  of  an  Amendment  which  I  pro- 
pose to  insert  after  the  word  '*  deter- 
mined.** I  think  it  is  very  important 
that  we  should  clearly  undcrstantl  those 
general  propositions  which  have  taken 
us  so  much  by  surprise.  I  propose, 
therefore,  to  insert  after  the  word  *'  deter- 
mined **  the  words — '*  otherwise  than  by 
way  of  breach  of  statutory  conditions.*' 
In  other  words  I  propose,  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  consent  to  confine  the  cases 
under  the  Bill  to  those  of  eviction  for 
non-pajment  of  rant,  to  ask  them  to 
oonsent  to  ei^clude  the  cases  of  tenants 


whose  evictions  have  resulted  from  breach 
of  statutory  conditions.  I  will  not 
repeat  arguments  used  in  support  of  the 
previous  Amendment ;  but  I  will  give  one 
or  two  illustrations,  and  I  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  considera- 
tions that  may  affect  his  opinion  of  my 
proposal.  I  venture  to  say  that  to- 
morrow, when  in  Ireland  it  becomes 
known  that  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  may  extend  beyond  those 
cases  to  which  we  have  endeavoured  to 
confine  it,  tfiere  will  be  alarm  in  the  house- 
hold of  any  tenant  who  has  taken  a 
farm  from  which  a  previous  tenant  has 
been  evicted  for  breach  of  statutory  con- 
ditions, and  in  the  mind  of  every  land- 
lord who  has  resumed  possession,  for  this 
reason  :  A  feeling  of  uncertainty  as  to 
title  will  arise  among  the  various  {)ersons 
in  Ireland  who  under  the  operation  of 
the  law  have  entered  into  possension  of 
land  under  circumstances  to  which  no- 
body raised  objection.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, I  am  sure,  will  recognise  this. 
Further,  let  me  point  out  that  nobody  has 
ever  found  fault  with  these  statutory 
conditions.  During  the  inquiry  upstairs 
by  the  Committee  on  the  Land  Acts  I 
do  not  believe  that  any  objection  was 
urged,  and  neither  in  the  amending  Act 
of  1887  or  in  any  of  the  Bills  introduced 
by  Irish  Members  has  there  been  any  at- 
tempt made  to  alter  the  law  as  to  these 
statutory  conditions.  My  present  Amend- 
ment declares  that  if  a  man  has  been 
evicted  from  his  holding  for  breach  of 
the  statutory  conditions  upon  which  he 
held  his  tenure  under  the  Act  of  1881 
that  that  man  shall  not  come  under  the 
operation  of  this  Bill.  I  am  (|uite  sure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Loutli 
will  find  it  difficult  to  question  the 
reasonable  character  of  this  proposal. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  will 
correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,  hut  I  think  I 
am  within  the  fact  when  I  say  that  no 
tenant  has  ever  in  any  public  way  made 
objection  to  the  law  as  regards  breach  of 
statutory  conditions  ;  it  has  always  been 
recognised  that  these  conditions  arc  such 
as  ought  to  apply  to  a  holding,  and  that 
a  tenant  should  be  evicted  for  breach  of 
them.  During  the  past  11  years  there 
have  been  many  cases  of  eviction  from 
this  cause,  but  cvqry  man  so  evicted  can 
make  a  claim  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.    T.  M.    HEALY  :  One  of    the 
statutory  conditions  is  that  a  tenant  shall 
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pa7  rent  nt  the  appoiuted  times.     Look 
at  Se<!tioa  5  of  the  Land  Act. 

Mil.  BARTON  :  lam  not  referring  to 
that,  the  bon.  unil  learned  Gontlunian 
knows  very  well  what  the  statutory  con- 
ditions are. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  But  there  ie 
your  AmGndmout. 

Mk.  BARTON:  Broach  of  conditioue 
is  committod  by  dilapidation  of  bui'ditiga, 
deterioration  of  soil,  rcEueal  of  the  right 
of  the  landlord  to  enter,  building  a 
public-house  ou  the  laud  without  consent 
of  the  landlord— these  are  examples  of 
the  eonditions  wMuh  this  House  has  said 
should  attach  to  the  occupation  of  a 
farm,  aud  which,  if  a  man  breaks,  out  be 
must  go.  Ko  tenant  has  ever  objected  to 
accept  the  conditions,  they  are  admitted 
to  be  fair,  aud  yet  a  man  evicted  for 
breach  of  these  will,  under  this  Bill,  have 
a  claim  to  be  brouglit  back.  I  can  tell 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  this  will  come 
with  the  utmost  surprise  upou  the  great 
body  of  tenants  in  Ireland  who  neither 
wish  ur  expect  anything  of  tho  kind,  it 
will  disturb  titles  aud  odd  to  existing 
land  difficulties. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  after  the  woi^  "determined,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  otherwise  than  by  way  of 
breach  of  statutory  conililions." — [Mr. 
Bar  Ion.) 

"That  those  words 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  riwotoa  point 
of  Order.  The  Committee  have  already 
negatived  a  proposition  in  respect  to  non- 
jHiyment  of  rent  iu  the  last  Amendment. 
In  Section  .7  of  the  Act  of  1881,  which 
dofincH  tho  stjitntory  conditions,  tho  yery 
first  Roudttion  is  that  the  tenant  shall 
pay  rent  at  the  appointed  time  ;  aticord- 
'"g'/i  't  appears  to  me  ihat  wo  have 
Already  dealt  with  the  Ameudmenlof the 
bon.  Member. 

•Thk  chairman  (Mr.  Meli.oii)  : 
Thou,  on  that  particular  poitil,  the 
Amendment  is  out  of  Order;  that  is 
to  say,  if  tho  payment  of  rent  is  in- 
cluded among  the  statutory  conditions. 
I  was  not  nwaro  of  that,  but  If  that  Is  so 
then  the  point  upon  wliieli  the  Committee 
have  already  come  to  a  decision  niusit  not 
agiiin  be  included  in  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BARTON  :  Then,  Sir,  I  propose 
to  nmend  my  Amendment  so  that  it  shall 
Mr.  r.  M.  Healif 


MOKLEY  ;  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  may  I  ask,  is  tlie  hon.  and 
learned  Memlier  allowed  to  more  mi 
Amendment  to  an  Amendment  which  has 
not  been  dealt  with  ? 

*The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
is  out  of  Order  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  li 
entitled  to  move  it  iu  its  altered  form. 

Amendment  proposed  to  tho  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  "  condi- 
tions," to  insert  "  2  to  6." — {Mr.  Barton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  Thattliose  words 
be  there  iuserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 

•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  going 
to  make  an  appeal  which  I  do  not  expect 
the  Government  will  be  able  to  resiat. 
One  of  the  statutory  conditions  is  that 
a  public-house  shall  not  be  opened  on 
the  property  without  the  consent  of  tfaa 
landlord.  You  assume  that  a  man  has 
done  this  and  has  been  evicted  for  this 
breach  of  the  conditions.  The  leader  of 
the  Temperance  Party  is  not  here,  but  I 
appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  has  bad  to  drop  the  Veto 
Bill,  but  if  he  will  not  give  ns  anything 
by  way  of  restriction  on  the  opening  of 
public- houses,  surely  he  will  not  be  a 
party  to  forcing  back  into  possession  a 
man  who  was  put  ont — because  he  opened 
a  public-house  in  deHance  of  an  express 
obligation  against  such  conduct  ?  That 
wonld  be  a  very  anomalous  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  an  advocate  of  the  Tem- 
perance movement.  I  thought  tho  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  "  hud  nailed  his 
colours  to  the  mast."  The  hon.  Baronet  - 
the  Member  for  Cockennouth  is  not  bore, 
but  here  is  another  leader  of  the  Temper-  - 
ance  movement  in  the  hon.  Member  for  -" 
North  Monaglmu  (Mr.  Diamond),  who  is  = 
lieani  on  Temperance  platforms  all  over  ~ 
England. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Heali-  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  muve,  "  That  the  tincstiou 
bo  now  put ;"  but  the  Chairman  with- 
held his  ailment,  and  declined  then  to  put 
that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mil.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Here  now  is 
the  perfectly  plain  question  I  will  put  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  This 
is  one  of  the  statutory  conditions  laid 
down  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  in    1H8I, 
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passed  by  a  Government  of  wbieh  he  was 
a  Member,  and  suppose  this  statutory 
condition  broken,  does  the  Cimncellor  of 
the  Exchequer  or  the  House  of  Com- 
mons mean  to  saj  that  a  man  who  broke 
this  statutory  condition  is  to  be  forced 
back 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committ^  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 


EVIOTBD  TENANTS  (IRELAND)  ARBI. 
TBATION  [GUARANTEE  AND  EX- 
PENSES]. 

COMMITTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  18  expedient  to  authorise  the  Trea- 
sury to  guarantee  adyances,  not  exceeding 
£250,000,  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Fund,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  to  make  provision  for  the 
restoration  of  Evicted  Tenants  in  Ireland,  and 
to  charge  the  sums  required  to  meet  such 
goaraotee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom : 

And  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys 
to  be  provided  by  Pariiainent,  of  any  salaries, 
remaneration,  and  expenses  which  may  become 
payable  under  the  said  Act."— (;9»r  J,  T. 
JUkkeit.') 

•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  beg  to 
move  that  Progress  be  reported,  on  the 
grouDd  that  we  really  do  not  know  what 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  proposes  to  do. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
tlie  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Jfr.  T,  W, 
RuMseH\ — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

PRIZE  COUBTS  BILL  [L/W#].— (No.  311.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Obiection  being  taken. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  hope  this  Bill  may  be  allowed  to  go 
through.  It  has  the  assent  of  botli 
Parties  ;  it  was  drawn  up  by  a  previous 
Secretary  of  State,  and  is  adopted  by  the 
present  Secretary  of  State,  and  I  believe 
there  is  no  objection  to  it. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  object,  but  I 
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do  so  as  a  protest  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  to-night. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  :  Perhaps  a 
brief  explanation  may  remove  the  noble 
Lord's  objection.  Prize  Courts  are  neces- 
sary in  a  state  of  war,  and  they  are  esta- 
blished in  the  colonies  now  by  Commis- 
sion of  Her  Majesty  when  war  is  declared. 
The  only  object  of  the  Bill  is  this  :  as 
you  send  Commission  by  telegraph  to 
naval  officers  to  commence  operations,  so 
it  is  desirable  in  the  same  way  to  have 
Prize  Courts  ready  to  proceed. 

Further  Objection  being  taken.  Second 
Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 


HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAND) 
ire-committed)  BILL.— (No.  316.) 

COMMITTEE.  \^Progre8Sy  2Srd  Julg."] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion  mtvde,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress* 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (J/r.  Baji^ 
burg,) 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid): 
This  is  a  Bill  which  has  the  unanimous 
assent  of  Law  Officers  on  both  sides,  and 
has  the  approval  of  all  Scottish  Members. 
It  was  introduced  by  a  Unionist  Member, 
on  whose  behalf  I  now  move  it.  The 
only  objection  comes  from  an  English 
Meml)er,  who  has  no  interest  in  it  what- 
ever. The  Bill  has  the  unanimous 
assent  of  the  Scottish  people,  and  I  only 
say  that  the  action  now  taken  will 
further  increase  the  desire  for  Home  Rule 
in  Scotland,  for  it  will  show  the  people 
how  impossible  it  is  to  pass  unopposed 
Bills  through  this  House.  I  shall  set  it 
down  for  to-morrow,  and  clay  by  day  I 
shall  move  to  proceed  with  it,  thus  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  people  ot  Scot- 
laud  to  the  matter. 

Motion  agreeil  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  rUOVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (No.  1)  (CANALS  OF 
GREAT  NORTHERN  AND  OTHER  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES)  BILL.— (No.  178.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

3  B 
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CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGBS 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2.)  (BRIDG- 
WATER, &C.  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  198.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  8)  (ABBRDARE, 
&C.  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  216.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  5)  (REGENrS 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  253.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  7)  (RIVER  AN- 
CHOLMB,  &c.)  BILL.— (No.  263.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGfiS  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  8)  (RIVER  CAM, 

.  &c.)  BILL.— (No.  264,) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  10)  (CANALS  OF 
THE  CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH 
BRITISH  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL.— (No.  266.) 

As  amended,  considered  :  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CANAL    RATES,   TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 

PROVISIONAL       ORDER       (No.       12) 

(GRAND,  &C.CANAL8)  BILL.— (No.  268.) 

As  amended,  considered ;    to  be  read 

the  third  time  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  further  amend  The  Indus- 
trial   Schools  Act,   1866.^'      [Industrial 
Schools  Bill  ILords'].'] 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.l.1. 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  335.] 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL. 
Read  a  second    time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


MARKET  GARDENERS*  COMPENSATION 
BILL.— (No.  305.) 
Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended 
by  the  Standing  Committee,  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAND) 
(rtf-eommitted)  BILL.— (No.  316.) 

Considered  in  Committee  ;  Committee 
report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 


FEUS    AND    BUILDING     LBA8BS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  Appendix, 
brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upbn  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  238.] 

SELECT    COMMITTEES. 

Return  ordered.  *'of  the  number  of  Select 
Conimittees  appointed  in  the  Session  of  1894,  in- 
cluding the  Standing  Committees  and  the  Court 
of  Referees  ;  the  subjects  of  inquiry  ;.the  names 
of  the  Members  appointed  to  serve  on  each  and 
the  Chairman  of  each  ;  the  number  of  days  each 
Committee  met,  and  the  number  of  days  each 
Member  attended ;  the  total  expense  of  the  at- 
tendance of  Witnesses  at  each  Select  Committee, 
and  the  name  of  the  Member  who  moved  for 
such  Select  Committee  ;  also  the  total  number 
of  Members  who  served  on  Select  Committees 
(in  the  same  form  as,  and  in  continuation  of, 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  0.175,  of  Session 
1893-4)."- (.Vr.  /.  £,  EUU,) 


ADJOURNMENT    MOTIONS    UNDER    STAND- 
ING ORDER  17. 

Return  orderei.  "  of  Motionn  for  Adjourn- 
ment under  Standing  Onler  No.  17,  showing 
the  date  of  such  Motion,  the  name  of  the  Mem- 
ber proiK>riiug  the  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  im{)ortance,  and  the  result  of  any  divi- 
sion taken  thereon  in  the  Session  1894  (in  the 
same  form  as,  and  in  continuation  of,  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  99,  of  Session  1894)."— (.Vr. 
/.  E.  EllU.) 

CLOSURE     OF     DEBATE      (STANDING 
ORDER    25). 

Return  onlere<l,  "  resjHJcting  application  of 
Standing  Order  No.  25  ((-losureof  Debate)  durinj< 
Session  1894  (in  the  same  form  as,  and  in  con- 
tinuation of.  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  57,  of 
ScHsion  1894).— (.Vr.  /.  E.  EUW) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o*clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  27th  July  1894. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  108.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  :  Mv 
Lords,  before  this  Motion  is  agreed  to  I 
wish  to  call  jour  Lordsbips'  attention  to 
a  statement  which  I  understood  was  made 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  yesterday  evening.  I  under- 
stood the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  say 
— perhaps  1  was  wrong — that  it  was  ob- 
vious your  Lordships  had  no  right  to  in- 
terfere with  or  to  amend  a  Money  Bill, 
inasmuch  as  a  case  had  been  decided  in 
reference  to  the  powers  of  a  Second 
Chamber  in  one  of  the  colonics.  It 
strikes  me  that  any  Court  of  Law  which 
should  presume  to  lay  down  what  are  the 
privileges  and  what  are  not  the  privileges 
of  your  Lordships'  House  with  regard  to 
Money  Bills  would  be  incurring  a  very 
great  responsibility,  and  a  responsibility, 
M  far  as  I  know,  never  yet  assumed  by 
any  Court  of  Justice  in  this  Kingdom. 
1  trust,  therefore,  that  either  I  misunder- 
stood the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  or  that 
his  memory  was  not  quite  accurate  in 
supposing  that  the  privileges  of  your 
Lordships'  House  could  be  controlled  or 
determined  by  the  decision  of  any  Court 
of  Justice  in  this  Kingdom. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  decision 
or  expression  of  opinion  by  the  Privy 
Council  to  which  the  noble  Duke  has  re- 
ferred is  not  one  which  could  bind  any- 
one with  reference  to  the  rights,  what- 
ever they  may  be,  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  nor  did  it  purport  so  to  do.  It 
was  upon  a  point  on  which  Her  Majesty 
had  to  be  advised  by  the  Privy  Council, 
and  it  became  necessary  to  deterniiue 
what,  in  the  view  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, in  a  case  from  one  of  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies,  were  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  Upper  Chamber  in  the 
colony.  A  question  arose  whether  it 
was  within  the  province  of    the  Upper 
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That  de|)euded  upon  the  opinion  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  as  to  whether  it 
was  within  the  constitutional  right  of 
this  House  to  do  so.  Inasmuch  as 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  two  Houses  in  the  colony 
were  in  the  same  position  as  the  two 
Houses  here,  it  became  absolutely 
necessary  to  form  an  opinion  upon  that 
point  for  the  purpose  of  the  decision. 
Their  opinion  was  that  it  was  not  within 
the  constitutional  right  of  this  House, 
and,  therefore,  not  within  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  the  Upper  Chamber  of  the 
colony,  to  amend  a  Money  Bill,  the  Upper 
Chamber,  as  I  have  said,  1>eing  intended 
to  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  Lower 
Chamber  as  the  House  of  Lords  does  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  Of  course,  it 
was  the  province  of  the  Privy  Council  to 
give  an  answer  to  the  question  by  ex- 
pressing that  opinion  ;  but  that  decision 
is  not  binding  in  any  way  upon  this 
House,  which  is  as  free  to  act  within  its 
rights  as  before.  I  only  cite  the  case  as 
a  conclusion  come  to  after  consideration 
by  high  judicial  personages  in  a  non- 
political  matter.  That  was  their  de- 
cision ;  it  may  be  right  or  it  may  be 
wrong  ;  but  whether  right  or  wrong,  it, 
of  course,  does  not  bind  this  House  in 
the  slightest  degree. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment  ; 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday  next. 

LICENSING    BILL. 
BILL  PRESENTED. 

•Lord  NORTON  drew  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  existing  law  with 
regard  to  the  forfeiture  of  licences  to  sell 
spirituous  liquors ;  and  presented  an 
amending  Bill.  He  said,  the  Bill  was  on 
a  subject  which  had  been  on  many  occa- 
sions mooted  in  the  House — the  excess 
of  licences  to  public-houses.  He  only 
proposed  to  ask  for  a  First  Reading,  as  it 
would  he  useless  to  expect  to  pass  the 
Bill  this  Session  through  Parliament.  A 
useful  purpose  would,  however,  be 
served  by  its  being  discussed  during  the 
Recess  with  a  view  to  legislation  next 
Session.  Nobody  would  dispute  that  the 
number  of  public-houses  was  excessive 
throughout  the  Kingdom.  Temptation 
was  thereby  offered  for  drunkenness,  and 
a  vicious  competition  resulted,  leading  to 
adulteration   of   the   drink   sold   to    the 
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public .  The  cause  of  the  excess  was  that 
licences  had  been  granted  arbitrarily  upon 
uo  principle,  and  without  any  self- 
acting  control  of  the  relation  between 
supply  and  demand.  The  Bills  which 
had  been  presented  on  the  subject 
were  faulty  in  that  respect,  and, 
therefore,  did  not  deal  with  the  cause 
of  the  mischief.  Two  of  them  had 
emanated  from  the  Episcopal  Bench, 
greatly  to  its  credit.  The  Bishop  of 
LondoQ^s  Bill  proposed  to  suppress  arbi- 
trarily the  excess  of  licences  by  a 
reduction  of  one-fifth,  with  an  assumed 
proportion  of  population  in  each  locality, 
and  that  the  owners  of  the  suppressed 
houses  should  be  compensated  bv 
those  remaining  unsuppressed.  That 
principle  your  Lordships  decided  could 
not  be  admitted.  The  Bishop  of  Chester^s 
Bill  was  based  on  the  Gothenburg 
phui  of  Government  supervision  over 
the  sale  of  spirituous  liquors  —  the 
sale  being  undertaken  by  the  Go- 
vernment itself.  Their  Lordships  again 
decided  against  that  proposal,  con- 
sidering that  such  a  plan  would  be  wholly 
unsuited  to  this  country.  In  fact,  its 
success  was  much  disputed  even  in  Nor- 
way, and  there  was  very  little  encourage- 
ment for  its  adoption  elsewhere.  The  Go- 
vernment had  proposed  a  plan  of  Local 
Option,  for  which  principle  they 
seemed  to  have  a  great  predileetioi) 
as  a  general  panacea  for  all  evils, 
though  it  was  difficult  to  imagine 
anything  more  likely  to  result  than 
a  battle  royal  over  the  question  which 
houses  were  to  be  suppressed  and  which 
were  not.  This  Bill  which  he  was  asking 
their  Lordships  to  read  a  first  time  simply 
proposed  that  the  existing  law  with  regard 
to  forfeiting  licences  persistently  abused 
should  be  more  fairly  carried  out.  It 
sought  to  make  etfectivc  the  only  true 
check  to  excess  of  licensed  public  houses — 
which  was  the  existing  law — that  repeated 
convictions  of  abuses  should  forfeit  the 
licence  to  sell,  and  disqualify  tbe  premises 
so  abused.  Why  was  not  the  existing  law 
carried  out  ?  Simply  because  the  Magis- 
trates refrained  from  inflicting  the 
penalty  when  telling  severely  on  often  very 
costly  premises  which  they  had  licensed. 
The  Bill  he  was  submitting  to  the  House 
would  remove  that  scruple  and  miti- 
gating severity.  It  gave  au  alternative 
to  absolute  disqualification,  by  way 
of    a    fine,    not    exceeding    £100,    and 

Lord  Norton 


taking  sureties  for  better  conduct  in 
future.  The  rich  owners  of  tied  houses 
would  feel  this  a  moderate  penalty  for 
theiremploymentof  persistently  offending 
servants,  and  they  would  easily  be  able 
to  give  surety  for  better  service.  Some 
of  the  lowest  pothouses,  making  a 
wretched  trade  out  of  great  national 
mischief,  would  rightly  succumb,  being 
unable  to  pay  even  a  moderate  fine, 
or  find  sureties  for  better  conduct.  In 
that  way,  and  in  that  way  only,  au 
illegitimate  supply  would  be  suppressed, 
without  any  claim  for  compensation. 
The  proposed  fine  was  not  to  exceed 
£100,  leaving  it  to  be  proportioned  to 
the  gravity  of  the  conviction.  The 
Bishop  of  London  heartily  agreed  to 
support  the  Bill,  and  he  asked  that  their 
Lordships  should  allow  it  to  be  read  a 
first  time  in  order  that  it  might  be  dis- 
cussed throughout  the  country  during 
the  Recess,  and,  subject  to  the  views 
which  might  be  expressed,  introduced 
early  next  Session. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Act,  1872 
— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Norton, 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  the  subject  to  which  the  noble 
Lonl  has  called  attention  is  admitted  by 
all  to  be  of  great  importance.  There 
can  1)6  no  doubt  that  any  suggestion 
which  would  secure  that  licensed  houses 
should  be  better  kept,  and  that  more 
strenuous  efforts  should  be  made  to  pre- 
vent drunkenness  and  breaches  of  the 
law  certain  I  v  well  deserve  attention  and 
support.  Personally,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  there  has  not  been  sufficient 
use — not  the  use  which  the  Legislature 
intended — of  the  power  of  endorsing 
licences  in  cases  where  there  have  been 
convictions  and  consequent  disqualifica- 
tion of  the  holders  of  the  licences. 
There  has  been,  I  think,  too  great 
a  tendency  to  renew  the  licences  of 
houses  that  have  been  ill-conducted. 
That  arises  from  the  very  natural 
indisposition  of  any  tribunal  to  be  seem- 
ingly too  hard.  Magistrates  do  not  like 
to  endorse  a  licence  from  a  feeling, 
which  it  is  impossible  not  to  respect,  that 
the  result  of  so  doing  may  be  to  deprive 
a  person  whose  licence  is  endorsed  of  the 
opportunity  of  earning  his  livelihood. 
But  1  fear  that  the  interest  which  the 
public  have  in  securing  that  a  licensed 
house  is    properly   conducted   has   beeu 
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somewhat  kept  out  of  view  ia  exteudiug 
this  coDsidoration  to  the  lieeDce-holder. 
There  is  a  further  evil  which  has  become 
iuteiisilicd  of  hite  years.  In  former  times 
the  licence-holder  was  the  owner  of  the 
public-house,  and  there  was  in  tliat  fact  a 
great  security  that  the  house  would  be 
properly  conducted.  But  now  these 
bouses  are  largely  managed  by  mere 
servants,  who  have  not  the  strong  in- 
ducement of  personal  interest  to  keep 
them  within  the  law.  And,  when  an 
offence  is  committed,  the  tendency  is  not 
to  refuse  a  renewal  of  the  licence,  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  hard  that  the  brewer 
who  owns  the  house  -should  have  his 
property  reduced  in  value  owing  to  the 
irregularities  or  misconduct  of  a  manager 
or  servant.  The  result  must  be,  and  has 
been,  that  the  public  have  not  the  same 
security  now  for  the  proper  conduct  of 
the  house  that  existed  formerly.  There- 
fore, I  think  any  measure  that  will  have 
the  result  of  more  strenuously  enforcing 
the  law,  and  making  the  owners  of 
public-houses  feel  that  the  proper  con- 
duct of  the  house  by  their  servants  or 
managers  is  quite  as  important  in  their 
interest  as  if  they  were  carrying  on  the 
business  themselves,  would  bo  a  very 
desirable  amendment  of  the  law.  With- 
oat  expressing  any  opinion  on  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill,  I  am  heartily  in 
sympatliy  with  the  object  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  in  view. 

Bill  read  1^  ;  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
181.) 

CHQCNET  SWKBPBIIS  BILL.— (No.   132.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Hoase  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  whether  it  was  intended  altogether 
to  prevent  chimney  sweepers  from  giving 
their  well-known  cry  in  the  streets  in 
pursuit  of  their  calling,  as  they  were  not 
prohibited  from  making  themselves  heard 
when  they  reached  houses  to  which  they 
had  been  summoned.  Was  the  prohibi- 
tiou  directed  against  their  soliciting  em- 
ployment ? 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said, 
the  wording  of  the  clause  explained  itn 
objectH.     Sweeps  were  not  to  use  noisy 


instruments  to  the  annoyance  of  the 
public,  or  to  cause  anyone  else  to  do  the 
said  acts. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  with  regard  to  "  ringing  a  bell,"  he 
had  heard  that  done  by  i^ul)iu->meu,  but 
never  by  sweeps.  They  appeared,  at 
any  rate,  to  be  prohibited  from  shouting 
in  the  streets.  * 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  the 
clause  meant  that  they  were  not  to  ring 
door  bells  to  the  annoyance  of  the,  in- . 
habitants  of  houses. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

The  Eaul  of  DUNRAVEN  moved 
to  leave  out,  in  line  16,  all  the  words  after 
^' issue,"  to  the  end  of  the  clause.  It 
was  a  drafting  Amendment  rendered 
necessary  by  what  had  been  done  in  the 
other  House. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Hue  16,  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  "  issue,"  to 
the  end  of  the  clause. — (^The  Earl  of 
Dunraven,) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  asked  what 
would  be  the  result  of  leaving  out  the 
words  as  regarded  Ireland  ?  There  was 
no  provision  for  that. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said, 
the  words  might  be  found  to  be  unneces- 
sary. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  the  state 
of  the  case  was  that  it  was  not  intended 
that  the  law  should  be  interfered  with, 
and  it  was  undesirable  to  use  words  in 
the  Bill  which  would  lead  to  the  sup- 
position that  the  law  was  altered. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee ;  and  to'  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  182.) 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND; 
BILL.--(No.  179.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read* 
ing,  read. 

The  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
Tweed.mouth)  said,  the  object  of  this 
Bill  wastoextendto  the  Scotch  Courts  the 
same  advantages  which  English  Courts 
already    possessed    of    having   nautical 
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assessors  to  advise  them  in  maritime 
cases.  The  Bill  had  been  submitted  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, and  had  his  approval.  It  would 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  Scotch 
Courts  to  have  this  privilege. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (TAc  Lord  Tweedmouth,) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  Hoase  on  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES    (IRELAND)    ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.   180.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord    TWEEDMOUTH     said,     he 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
in  no  official  capacity,  but  simply  at  the 
request  of  Members  of  the  other  House 
who  bad  promoted  it  there.     Its  object 
was  to  extend  to  Irish  towns  and   town- 
ships  having   Commissioners  the    same 
privilege  of  establishing  public  libraries 
as  was  enjoyed  in  England.     By  the  Act 
of  1885  applying  to  public  libraries  in 
Ireland,  the  limit  of  population  in  towns 
to   which  the  Act   applied   was   5,000. 
This   Bill  would  enable  118  towns  in- 
stead of  46  to  have  public  libraries.     Its 
provisions  differed  in  no  way  from  those 
at  present  in  force   in  England  except 
that  an  alternative    was    given    to   the 
Urban  Authorities  of  bringing  the   Act 
into  force,  and  a  petition  of  10  ratepayers 
would  enable  the  Commissioners  to  take 
a  poll  of  the  inhabitants.      In  the  other 
House  the  Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  by  whom    it  was  carefully 
considered.-      It   was   approved   by   the 
Irish    Office,  and   was    backed    by    the 
names   of   Members    representing    such 
various  sections  of  the  House  of  Commons 
as  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  J.  Red- 
mond, Sir   Thomas  Esmonde,   Mr.    W. 
Johnston,    Sir    J.    Lubbock,    and    Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
(TAc  Lord  Tweedmouth,) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  in  face  of 
the  startling  list  of  names  given  by  the 
noble  Lord,  it  would  require  a  very 
daring  man  to  get  up  in  their  Lordships' 
House  and  oppose  the  Second  Reading 
of  a  Bill  so  backed.     He  certainly  was 

Lord  Tweedmouth 


not  that  man.  An  Irishman  himself  he 
fully  recognised  the  significance  of  the 
union  of  names  sometimes  strongly  op- 
posed. The  Bill  had  been  introduced 
lately,  and  he  had  not  yet  been  able  to 
give  it  more  than  a  cursory  reading  ; 
but  he  hoped  to  read  it  in  more  detail 
later  on,  and  trusted  it  would  pass  their 
Lordships'  House  without  the  enuuciation 
of  any  serious  difficulty. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  126.) 

Read  3^^  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 
The  Lord  Welby  added  to  the  Joint 
Committee  :  And  a  Message  ordered  to 
be  sent  to  the  House  of  Commpos  to 
acquaint  them  therewith,  and  to  request 
them  to  add  one  of  their  Members  to  the 
said  Joint  Committee. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL  [h.l.].-(No  166.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  The  Amendments  proposed  by 
the  Joint  Committee  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next. 

COPYHOLD  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL 
[H.L.]— (No.  171.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL.— (No.  174.) 
Read   3*  (according  to   Order),  with 
the   Amendments,  and  passed,   and    re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be 
considered  on  Monday  next,  in  order  to 
its  being  dispensed  with  for  that  daj^s 
Sitting. 

IIoiiHe  adjourned  at  Vive  o'clock, 

\o  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


\ 
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Q  U  E  STIO  NS  . 


NEWTON  ABBOT  WOBKHOUSB. 

Sir  S.  NORTHCOTE  (Exeter) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tbe  Local 
Governmeut  Board  if  his  attentioD  has 
been  called  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Newton  Abbot  Workhouse  Guardians,  as 
reported  in  The  Western  Morning  News 
and  Western  Daily  Mercury  of  oth 
July  ;  and  if  be  can  now  state  what  de- 
cision the  Local  Government  Board  have 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  the  confirmation 
of  the  appointments  of  the  new  master, 
noatron,  and  principal  nurse  in  this 
establishment  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevbe,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  communicated 
to  the  Guardians  of  the  Newton  Abbot 
Union  their  decision  with  reference  to  the 
re-appointment  of  the  master  of  the 
Workhouse  ;  but  the  Board's  letter  has 
not  jet  been  submitted  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Guardians,  and  I  think  it  right  that 
the  Guardians  should  be  made  aware  of 
the  decision  of  the  Board  before  the  effect 
of  it  is  stated  by  me  in  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  office  of  principal 
nurse,  the  Board  urged  upon  the  Guar- 
dians that  thej  should  obtain  the  services 
of  a  person  holding  a  certificate  as  a 
trained  nurse  and  also  a  certificate  in 
midwifery,  and  I  am  informed  by  the 
Guardians  that  they  have  now  appointed 
as  head  nurse  a  person  who  has  been 
recommended  by  the  Workhouse  Nursing 
Association. 

THB  8TBAITS  SETTLBHENTS. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  militarv  contribution  to 
be  paid  annually  by  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments ;  and  if  he  will  state  the  amount  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  UEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  At  tbe  safqe  time,  I  will  ask 


if  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  can 
state  when  a  decision  will  be  arrived  at 
with  regard  to  the  military  contribution 
to  be  exacted  in  future  from  the  Straits 
Settlements  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I 
extremely  regret  that  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  give  any  definite  reply  on  the 
matter.  I  understand  that  the  matter  is 
under  the  special  consideration  of  the 
Treasury  to-day,  and  I  have  every 
reason,  therefore,  to  hope  that  a  speedy 
conclusion  will  be  come  to  on  the 
matter. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  be  able  to  give  me  an  answer 
on  Monday  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  should  like  a 
few  days  longer. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  Then  I  will 
put  it  down  for  Thursday. 

LONDONDERRY  ASYLUM. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  strong  feeling  in  the  County 
of  Londonderry  in  favour  of  having  the 
new  asylum  erected  in  a  central  part  of 
that  county  ;  whether  any  decision  as  to 
the  site  has  been  arrived  at ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  suggest  to  the  Board  of 
Control  the  desirability  of  selecting  a  site 
in  a  central  district  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  am  aware  that  several 
communications  have  been  received  in 
favour  of  various  sites — situate  indifi*er8nt 
parts  of  the  County  Londonderry — ^for 
the  new  asylum.  The  question  of  select- 
ing a  site  is  at  present  under  considera- 
tion, and  no  decision  has  been  come  to, 
or  will  be  arrived  at,  without  full  con- 
sultation between  the  Board  of  Control 
and  the  Board  of  Governors. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Corporation 
of  Derry  are  bringing  undue  pressure  to 
bear  on  the  Board  of  Control  to  influence 
the  decision  of  that  body  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  of 
Control  have  not  made  any  complaint  to 
that  effect. 

Sir  T.  Lea  also  asked  a  question  as 
to  the  sites  inspected  by  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee ;  but  Mr.  J,  Morley  intimated  that 
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he  could  not  answer  offhand,  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  thereapon  gave  notice  that 
he  would  put  a  question  on  the  Paper 
for  Monday. 

ROYAL  LIVBR  FRIENDLY  SOCIKTY. 

Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  prevent  a  repe- 
tition of  the  cases  of  the  Koyal  Liver 
Friendly  Society  recently  brought  under 
hts  notice ;  if  bia  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  in  the  Darwin  paper  of 
the  14th  instant,  where  similar  acts  seem 
to  have  been  committed  by  the  York- 
shire Provident  Life  Assurance  Com- 
pany ;  if  he  is  aware  that  such  experi- 
ences are  having  a  very  bad  influence  on 
the  more  thrifty  of  the  working  commu- 
nity ;  and  if  he  will  have  such  steps 
taken  as  will  put  an  end  to  such  illegal 
cotirses  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBHERT,  Oldham)  :  I 
have  been    in   communication  with   the 
Chi^f  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies  on 
this  question,  and    I   am   informed  that 
the  managers  of  the  Royal  Liver  Friendly 
Society  have  undertaken  to  do  all   they 
can  to  discourage  misrepresentation  by 
their  agents.     The   case   to   which   my 
hon.  Friend  now  calls  attention  appears 
to  be  essentially  different   from  that  of 
the  Royal  Liver,  being  apparently  a  case 
of  illegal   assurance    made  void   by  the 
Gambling  Act,   14  Geo,  3,  c.  58  ;  but  as 
it' seems  that  the  decision  of  the  Magis- 
trates is  to  be  appealed  against,  it  would 
scarcely  be  proper  to  comment  upon  it. 
No  doubt  such  experiences  might   ulti- 
mately have  a  bad  influence  on  the  more 
thrifty  of  the  working  community,  but, 
so   far   as    they  tend  to  discourage   the 
effecting   of   illegal    insurances,   to   that 
extent  the  effect  would  not  be  prejudicial. 
Under  the  existing   law    no   offence    is 
committed  by  a  company  which  grants 
an  illegal  policy  on  the  life  of  an  adult  ; 
no  steps  can,  therefore,  be  taken  to  put 
an  end  to  such   illegal  courses   without 
further  legislation,  though  such  legisla- 
tion would,  I  think,  be  highly  desirable. 


8TRAN0RLAR  AND  STRABANK 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  MACNKILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther iiix  attention  hns  been  dir(»ctod  to  the 
fact  thnt,  although  tiie  Donegal  Railway 


Company  have,  since  the  narrow  gauging 
of  their  line  from  Stranorlar  to  Strabane, 
re-arranged  their  train  service,  so  that  a 
train  leaves  Killybegs  at  11.15  a.m. 
instead  of  9.15  a.m.,  and  Donegal  at 
12.35  p.m.  instead  of  11  a.m.,  to  catch 
the  limited  mail  train  to  Dublin  at  Stra- 
bane, the  postal  authorities  continue  to 
despatch  the  malls  from  Killybegs  at 
7.30  ^.m.,  and  from  Donegal  at  10.30 
a.m.,  though  the  later  train  is  available 
without  any  extra  cost,  thus  depriving 
the  public  of  several  hours  for  writing 
letters  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  all 
the  mails  for  the  district  west  of  Done- 
gal Town  are  carried  by  a  train  arriving 
at  Killybegs  several  hours  later  than  the 
mails  were  formerly  delivered  by  car ; 
whether  this  inconvenience  arises  from 
the  refusal  of  the  Treasury  to  approve  of 
an  offer  ot  the  Railway  Company,  for  a 
very  small  additional  cost,  to  run  a 
special  train  conveying  the  mails  several 
hours  earlier  than  they  had  formerly 
been  delivered  by  car ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  grave  inconvenience 
entailed  on  business  men  by  the  present 
system,  steps  will  be  taken  for  the 
acceleration  of  the  delivery  of  the  mails 
in  this  district  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
find  that  the  alteration  of  train  service 
referred  to  came  into  effect  on  the  16th 
instant,  but  the  Railway  Company  have 
intimated  that  they  will  revert  to  the 
former  arrangement  on  the  1st  proximo. 
It  is  true  that  the  night  mails  now  arrive 
by  railway  at  some  places  on  the  Killy- 
begs line  later  than  they  used  to  arrive 
by  ear.  There  is  compensation  for  this, 
however,  in  the  late»"  despatch  from  those 
places  ;  an*!  longer  intervals  for  reply 
arc  now  aflbnleil.  There  has  been  no 
refusal  of  tenns  offered  by  the  Company 
for  an  improved  service,  and  negotiations 
to  that  end  are  pending  which  I  hope 
may  be  brought  to  a  successful  issue. 

COLDBATH  FIKLDS  MONEY  ORDKR 

OFFICE. 

Mk.  IIALSEY  (Herts,  Watford)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  Reports  of  Lord 
Playfair  and  Mr.  Corfield  as  to  the  very 
defective  state  of  the  ventilation  of  the 
Money  Order  Ottice,  late  Cohlbath  Fields 
Prison,  he  will  take  innne«liate  measures 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  conT 
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tained  in  their  Reports,  and  in  the  mean- 
time, in  the  interest  of  the  health  of 
those  employed,  discontino  the  use  of  the 
building  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Measures  are 
being  taken  for  carrying  out  forthwith 
the  improyemonts  in  the  ventilation 
which  have  been  recommended,  and  it  is 
found  that  the  work  can  be  done  without 
interruption  to  the  use  of  the  building. 
I  may  add  that  at  this  period  of  the  year, 
when  many  of  the  staff  are  absent  on 
their  annual  holiday,  and  the  windows 
can  be  kept  open,  the  defective  state  of 
.the  ventilation,  which  was  noticed  in  the 
colder  months,  is  not  apparent. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  the  Report  does  not  state 
that  a  thorough  system  of  ventilation  is 
impossible  owing  to  the  construction  of 
the  building  ?  Does  ho  think  ventilation 
l>y  one  window  is  a  safe  course  to  persist 
in,  and  is  it  not  a  fact  that  a  promise  was 
^iven  by  the  Government  in  August, 
1888,  that  the  occupation  of  the  building 
should  only  be  temporary  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Is 
is  not  a  fact  that  several  of  the  clerks 
have  been  away  at  different  times  from 
serious  illnesses  caused  from  the  had  con- 
dition of  the  building  ? 

•Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  unable  to 
answer  that  question  definitely ;  but,  so  far 
as  I  know,  no  undue  amount  of  sickness 
of  a  serious  character  has  been  reporte<l. 
No  doubt  the  state  of  the  ventilation  has 
been  productive  of  some  sickness. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  or  no  a  pledge  was 
given  by  the  Government  in  1888  that 
the  occupation  of  the  building  should  be 
temporary. 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  At  the  time  men- 
tioned no  doubt,  the  Government  intended 
that  the  occupation  of  the  premises  should 
be  temporary  only,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  any  pledge  to  that  effect  was  given 
by  them. 

BRENTWOOD  SCHOOL  SCANDALS. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  bog 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Crovern- 
nient  Board  whether  he  lias  observed  that 
in  the  evidence  given  at  the  GovernnKiit 
inquiry  into  the  cruelty  to  childrcMi  case 
at  Brentwood,  Essex,  it  was  stated  that 
the  yisit  of  each  member  of  the  School 


Committee  cost  the  ratepayers  98. — 
namely,  5s.  first-class  fare  and  4s.  re- 
freshments ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
comments  of  the  learned  Judge  at  the 
recent  Essex  Assize  on  the  way  these 
duties  had  been  neglected  with  reference 
to  the  children,  he  would  order  these  per- 
sons to  be  surcharged  for  their  refresh- 
ments and  first-class  fares  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  An  inquiry 
with  reference  to  the  Brentwood  School, 
which  extended  to  the  question  of  the 
visitation  of  the  school  by  the  Visiting 
Committee,  has  just  been  conclnded,  but 
I  have  not  yet  received  the  Report  on 
the  inquiry.  I  have  no  authority  to 
order  members  of  the  Committee  to  be 
surcharged,  as  suggested,  with  the  amount 
of  their  expenses  in  visiting  the  school. 

Major  RASCH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware  that  the  clerk  to 
the  Guardians  stated  in  his  evidence  that 
an  allowance  was  made  to  the  members 
of  the  Visiting  Committee  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  no 
information  on  that  matter. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
DUNGANNON  UNION. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  conduct  of 
the  majority  of  the  Dungannon,  County 
Tyrone,  Board  of  Guardians  in  per- 
sistently declining  to  put  the  Labourers' 
Act  in  force  in  the  Annamoe  division, 
notwithstanding  a  duly  signed  requisition 
from  the  ratepayers,  and  to  the  chair- 
man's statement  that  he  was  opposed  to 
this  Act  being  introduced  into  the  Union, 
and  wanted  to  prevent  it  really  being  in- 
troduced there;  and  whether  he  will 
a<lvise  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
send  down  an  Inspector  at  once  to  in- 
quire into  the  Guardians'  neglect  of  their 
legal  duty? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  matter  has 
heen  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  have  al- 
alreadv  asked  the  Guardians  to  furnish 
copy  of  the  representation  received  from 
the  ratepayers,  together  with  a  copy  of 
the  sanitary  officer's  certificate  in  relation 
thereto,  and  particulars  as  to  the  vacant 
houses  which  the  Gujinlians  alleged  to 
be  available  for  the  acconnnodation  of 
labourers.  A  complaint  on  the  sub- 
ject was    receive*!    from  a  man   named 
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Francis  McAleor  (on  whose  behalf  the 
representation  was  apparently  made),  and 
the  Board  have  informed  him  that  any 
application  for  an  inquiry  into  the  matter 
should,  under  Section  4  of  the  Act  of 
1891,  be  signed  by  the  persons  who 
signed  the  representation. 

EXEMPTION  FROM  THE  FACTORY 

ACTS. 

Sib  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
has  power  to  make  order  exempting  cer- 
tain industries  from  some  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Factory  Acts  ;  whether  such 
an  exemption  has  been  made  affecting 
the  necessary  Sunday  labour  of  women 
and  boys  dealing  with  fruit  at  factories 
during  the  months  of  June,  July,  August, 
and  Septemlter  ;  whether  he  will  consider 
if  a  similar  exemption  may  be  extended 
to  creameries  during  the  summer  months, 
seeing  that  in  them  a  commodity  more 
perishable  than  fruit  has  to  be  handled  ; 
and  if  this  proposal  commends  itself  to 
his  judgment,  if  he  will  direct  the  sns- 
spension  of  the  prosecutions  now  pend- 
ing against  the  managers  of  certain 
creameries  in  Scotland  ? 

Tub  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  power  to  grant  such  an 
exemption  as  is  suggested  in  the  question. 
The  process  of  cleaning  and  preparing 
fruit  so  far  as  is  necessary  to  prevent  the 
spoiling  of  the  fruit  on  its  arrival  at  a 
factory  or  workshop  during  the  months  of 
June,  July,  August,  and  September,  was 
exempted  by  the  Factory  Act,  1891,  and 
not  by  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
I  cannot,  therefore,  discontinue  the  pro- 
secutions to  which  the  hou.  Baronet 
refers.  I  am,  however,  making  inquiries 
as  to  the  arrangements  in  respect  of  Sun- 
day labour  in  all  the  creameries  in  tiie 
Kingdom,  and  I  will  see  whether  legis- 
lation on  the  question  is  required. 

INFANT  INSURANCE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  observations 
of  Mr.  Justice  Gibson  on  the  insurance 
of  the  life  of  an  infant  whose  parents, 
Eliza  and  Andrew  Bell,  wore  charged  at 
the  County  Antrim  Summer  Assizes  last 

Mvr  •/.  flforfei/ 


week  with  having  wilfully  neglected  their 
child,  who  died  in  the  Belfast  Union 
Hospital  on  the  19th  instant;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Judge  described  the 
facilities  given  by  the  insurance  office 
as  a  fatal  inducement  to  parents  to  carry 
the  insurance  to  such  offices  ;  and  whe- 
ther, considering  the  recent  disclosures  at 
the  Coroner's  Court,  Belfast,  as  to  the 
temptation  and  danger  of  insuring  the 
lives  of  children,  he  will  make  inquiry  into 
the  matter  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  by  my  hon.  Friend.  Legislation 
would  be  necessary,  however,  to  check 
the  evils  to  which  the  learned  Judge 
referred,  and  in  whose  observations  I 
quite  concur ;  but,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is 
aware,  there  is  no  possibility  of  taking 
action  in  this  direction  just  at  present. 

Mk.. W.JOHNSTON:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  propriety 
of  introducing  a  Bill  on  this  important 
subject  early  next  Session  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  is  a  BiU 
which  would  affect  England  as  well  as 
Ireland — it  would  affect  the  United 
Kingdom  in  fact — and  I  am  not  sure  it 
would  fall  within  my  province  to  intro- 
duce it.  It  certainly  is  a  matter  which 
ought  to  be  considered. 

Mk.  M*CARTAN  :  Cannot  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  induce  the  Government 
to  afford  facilities  for  passing  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  ?  We  are  agreed 
on  that. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  No,  we  are 
are  not  agreed. 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

COUNTY  CESS;  UATHLIN  ISLAND. 

Mk.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
poor  farmers  of  Rathliu  Island  are  now 
obliged  to  contribute  towards  the  county 
cess  for  the  making  and  maintenance  of 
the  county  roads  in  the  barony  of  Cary, 
in  County  Antrim,  notwithstanding  that 
these  Islanders  derive  no  advantage  what- 
ever from  the  expenditure  ;  and  whether 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of  taking 
steps  to  relieve  them  from  this  imposi^ 
tion  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  Rathliu  Island 
forms  part  of  the  Barony  of  Cary  and 
contributes,  in  proportion  to  its  valua- 
tion, to  the  cess  levied  on  the  barony^ 
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The  Conntj  Surveyor  states  it  is  not 
correct  to  suggest  that  the  Islanders 
derive  no  advantage  whatever  from  the 
expenditure.  The  roads  on  the  Island, 
which  are  numerous,  are  made  and  main- 
tained out  of  the  county  cess  in  common 
with  the  other  roads  in  the  barony  on 
the  mainland.  The  matter  is  one  that  is 
regulated  by  the  Grand  Jury  Acts,  and 
the  Grovemment  have  no  power  to  inter- 
fere. 

RATHLIN  ISLAND  VOTERS. 

Mr.  M'GARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
is  no  polling  station  on  the  Island  of 
Bathlin,  which  is  situated  so  far  from 
the  County  Antrim  coast  that  the  electors 
of  the  Island  are  practically  disfranchised; 
and  whether  he  will  make  inquiry  to  see 
if  anything  can  be  done  to  enable  them 
to  record  their  votes  at  Parliamentary 
elections  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  the  case  that 
there  is  no  polling  station  on  this  Island. 
The  nearest  polling  station  is  at  Bally- 
castle,  which  is  nine  miles  distant  on  the 
nuunland.  I  am  afraid  it  is  not  practi- 
cable to  take  any  effective  steps  in  the 
direction  suggested.  However,  I  shall 
make  inquiry  in  the  matter. 

POOR  RATE  COLLECTIONS  IN  SOUTH 

LBITRIM. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  aware  that  Mr. 
Matthew  Creegan,  of  Clooncoose,  South 
Leitrim,  whose  valuation  is  £3  Ids.,  has 
been  obliged  twice  to  pay  the  poor  rates 
with  costs  by  the  rate  collector,  Mr. 
Charles  Pope  ;  and  whether,  as  the  land- 
lord, Colonel  French,  is  liable  to  pay  the 
poor  rates  for  all  tenants  under  £4  valua- 
tion, the  Local  Government  Board  will 
direct  that  these  rates  be  col  lei;  ted 
in  future  from  the  landlord  of  this 
estate  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  informed  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  Mohill  Union  that  the 
Magistrates  in  Petty  Sessions  decided 
that  the  landlord  was  not  liable  for  the 
rates  in  this  case,  Creegan  l^eing  rated  in 
common  with  another  person  at  £5  os., 
and  the  landlord  only  recognising  one 
tenantf  The  question  having  been  deter- 


mined by  a  legal  tribunal,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  no  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter. 

MALICIOUS  BURNING  IN  GALWAY. 

MR./r.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  house  and  shop  of  a  man 
named  Kinton  were  maliciously  burned 
and  everything  destroyed  on  Sunday 
night  last,  at  Moyrus,  County  Gal  way, 
and  that  the  police  found  paraffin  and 
matches  near  the  ruins  ;  and  if,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  state  of  feeling  in 
Moyrus,  he  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
establishing  a  police  station  there  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  ? 

Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a 
bad  case  of  this  nature  occurred  on  the 
De  Freyne  estate  lately,  and  that  for  it 
no  one  was  amenable  ?  Seeing  that  this 
offence  is  so  often  practised  with  im- 
punity by  the  Irish  landlonls,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  secure 
its  impartial  repression. 

•Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  There  is  no 
question  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  this 
case. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  confess  I 
do  not  think  the  cases  cited  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  are  very  apt.  It  is 
a  fact  that  the  house  and  shop  of  Mr. 
Kinton,  together  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  property,  were  destroyed  by 
fire  on  Monday  morning,  and  that  paraffin 
oil  and  matches  were  found  near  the 
scene.  The  Divisional  Commissioner 
and  County  Inspector  have  personally 
investigated  the  case  on  the  spot,  and 
both  of  these  officers  inform  me  that  the 
motive  of  the  occurrence  is  at  present  in- 
volved in  some  doubt.  Kinton  is  most 
popular  with  his  Roman  Catholic  neigh- 
bours, with  whom  he  did  a  very  flourish- 
ing trade,  and  he  did  not  in  any  way  mix 
himself  up  with  the  mission  work  in  the 
locality.  lie  was  always  a  Protestant, 
and  there  is  nothing  sectarian  in  the  case. 
The  matter  of  placing  a  police  barrack 
at  Moyrus  has  been  for  some  time  under 
consideration,  but  the  Divisional  Commis- 
sioner sees  no  reason  for  concluding  that 
the  occurrence  of  this  outrage  renders  the 
establishment  of  a  police-station  neces- 
sary. As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  police  patrol 
had  passed  Kinton's  house  shortly  before 
the  fire  was  observed,  and  they  had  only 
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hand  their  letters  in  tfor  post,  provided 
thej  bear  a  late-fee  stamp  of  ^d. ;  but 
there  are  man  j  practioal  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  use  of  letter  boxes  by  all 
through  trains,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
adopt  the  system  generally.  Special 
provision  has,  however,  been  made  for 
sending  letters  on  an  emergency  by  rail- 
way for  a  fee  of  2d.  in  addition  to  the 
postage,  and  much  success  has  attended 
this  arrangement.  I  have  no  recent 
knowledge  of  the  Continental  or  Colonial 
practice  ;  but  I  understand  that  in  France 
and  Germany  the  rule  is  to  attach  letter 
boxes  to  mail  trains  only,  though  ordinary 
trains  sometimes  carry  them ;  but  even  in 
these  countries,  so  far  as  my  information 
goes,  the  system  has  not  been  attended 
with  much  advantage,  and  it  is  said  that 
of  late  years  it  has  not  been  extended. 


got  about  half  a  mile  from  the  house 
when  the  flames  were  observed,  and  they 
hastened  to  the  scene.  The  police  could 
not  have  been  more  promptly  on  the  spot 
even  had  there  been  a  barrack  at  Moyrus 
at  the  time. 

•Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  Estimates  I  shall  raise 
the  question  of  police  protection  at 
Moyrus. 

HYDE  PARK. 

Mr.  SPICER  (Monmouth,  &c.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  throwing  open  to  the  general 
public  the  various  roads  intersecting 
Ilydo  Park,  the  cost  of  maintaining  which 
is  borne  by  the  nation,  instead  of  mainly 
reserving  these  roads,  as  is  now  the  case, 
for  the  use  of  private  carriages  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  I  would  invite  the  attention  of  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  reply  which  I  gave  in 
the  House  on  the  loth  ult.  to  a  very 
similar  question  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton.  I  then  said 
that  no  representations  had  up  to  that 
time  been  made  to  the  Office  of  Works  in 
favour  of  the  change,  which  was  so  con- 
siderable a  one  that  I  did  not  think  it 
could  be  made  without  some  expression 
of  opinion  by  the  House. 

LETTER  BOXES  ON  TRAINS. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
ho  is  aware  that  there  exists  a  general 
feeling  of  surprise  and  dissatisfaction  at 
the  delay  in  attaching  letter  boxes  to  all 
throuf^h  trains  ;  whether  the  Post  Office 
Department  has  considered  the  question, 
and  made  the  necessary  arningements 
with  the  Railway  Companies  ;  and,  if  not, 
what  objections  have  been  raised,  and  by 
whom,  to  the  institution  of  this  reform; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  through 
trains  in  the  leading  foreign  countries 
and  in  the  colonies  are  provided  with 
letter  boxes  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  such  feeling  exists.  It  lias  been 
found  pnicticable  in  some  few  cases  to 
uUbnl  the  accomniodatioii  l)V  ordinary 
trains  in  accordance  with  requests  made 
to  the  Department,  but  applications  on 
the  subject  are  rare.  Wherever  a  sorting 
carriao;e  is  run  in  a  train  the  public  can 

Mr,  J,  Morlcy 


ENNISKILLEN  ROYAL  SCHOOL  ESTATB 

TENANTRY. 

Mr.M*GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether 
he  is  atvare  that  the  tenants  on  the 
Enniskillen  Royal  School  Estate  are 
anxious  to  purchase  their  holdings,  and 
have  offered  1 6  years*  purchase  for  them 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Education  in 
December  last,  and  as  yet  have  received 
no  definite  reply  ;  that  the  Enniskillen 
Board  is  favourable  to  the  sale  ;  and 
that  the  condition  of  these  tenants  is  such 
that  they  will  be  unable  to  pay  their  rents 
in  the  future  unless  they  obtain  relief 
either  by  purchase  or  abatement ;  (2) 
have  the  managers  of  this  estate,  who  in 
1893  received  the  sum  of  £576  Ss.  5d. 
for  their  services,  a  voice  in  opposing 
the  sale  to  the  tenants  ;  (3)  and  will 
inquiries  be  made  with  a  view  of  meeting 
the  requirements  of  the  tenants  on  this 
estate  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  (1)  Thefactsare 
generally  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph, 
except  as  I  am  informed,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Education  have  no  information 
as  to  the  statement  at  the  end  of  the  first 
paragraph.  They  have,  however,  directed 
their  agent  to  report  to  them  any  cases 
where  the  circumstances  would  appear 
to  call  for  special  consideration.  (2) 
The  cost  of  management  of  the  estate  in 
1893  was  as  stated  in  the  second  para- 
graph. Of  this  sura  the  agent  received 
£103,  and  the  remainder  went  to  pay  the 
usual  outgoings  for  rates,  taxes,  labour, 
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&c.  on  the  estate.  (3)  The  agent  has 
not  been  consalted  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  sale. 

ASHPERTON  AND  CANON  FFROMB 
NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Here- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  on  Education  is  ho  aware 
that  the  Ashpertou  and  Canon  Ffrome 
National  Schools  in  the  County  of 
Hereford   were  built  in   1855  on  plans 

sanctioned  by  the  Education  Department, 
and  enlarged  in  1874  in  accordance  with 
plans  submitted  to  and  approved  by  the 
Department,  and  altered  and  repaired  at 
considerable  cost  in  1890  and  1892;  that 
the  main  school-room,  without  the  class- 
room, is  large  enough  to  accommodate  30 
more  children  than  are  in  average  atten- 
dance ;  and,  that  for  20  years  past  the 
school  has  not  received  the  good  or 
excellent  grant ;  and  will  he  explain 
why  the  managers  have  been  ordered  to 
enlarge  their  class-room  in  order  to  secure 
the  better  training  of  infants  although 
an  infant  class  does  not  exist  (the 
average  of  infants  being  under  20),  and 
there  is  ample  space  for  such  training  in 
the  main  school-room,  in  view  of  his 
'utterance  to  the  effect  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  unduly  press  existing  schools  ? 

TuE  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  This  school  was  built  in 

1865  with  the  aid  of   a   Parliameutarv 

• 

grant,  and  a  class-room  was  added  in 
1874,  a  sketch  of  which  was  approved 
by  the  Department  at  the  time.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Returns  made  by  the  managers 
there  were  no  alterations  made  in  1890, 
but  in  1892  a  new  floor  and  window 
werepnt  in.  The  school  is  a  mixed  and 
infants*  school,  with  an  averajijc  attend- 
ance of  100  children,  and  119  on  the 
books,  of  25  are  infants.  The  school- 
room is  large  enough  to  hold  the  whole 
of  the  children,  but  it  is  obviously  im- 
possible that  npwanls  of  100  children  of 
all  ages  should  be  efficiently  taught  in  a 
single  room.  The  managers  have,  there- 
fore, l>een  informed  that  the  class-room 
(which  in  only  ten  feet  wide)  must  be 
cnlarge<l  so  as  to  make  it  rtnita))Ic  for  the 
instruction  of  infants.  I  will,  however, 
consider  the  nuestjon  further. 


"NO  BILLS"  AT  ENNISKILLEN 
ASSIZES. 
Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  :    I   beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of    Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  at  the  recent  Assizes  held  in  Ennis- 
killen    no    bill    was     returned     against 
Robert  M*Gabey,  a  Unionist  registration 
agent,    although    the     prosecution   was 
made  at  the  instance  of  County   Court 
Judge  Orr,  who  stated  that  the  accused 
had  committed  deliberate  wilful  perjury  ; 
also  that  at  the  same  Assizes  no  bill  was 
returned    against    Robert   Dane   Lissen, 
who  was  returned  for  trial  on  a  charge 
of  shooting  at  Robert  W.  Beacom  of  the 
same  place,  at  a  special   Petty  Sessions 
Court  presided  over  by  E.  F.  Hicksou, 
R.M.,  at  Enniskillen ;  and  whether  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will  insti- 
tute a  fresh  prosecution  of  these  parties  ? 
*  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact   that 
the  County  Fermanagh   jury   threw  out 
the  bill  in  each  of  the  two  cases  referred 
to.     I  have  caused  the  papers  to  be  laid 
before   the    Attorney    General,   and   he 
advises  that  in  the  first  case  the  evidence 
of  wilful  perjury  was  weak  and  unsatis- 
factory, and  that  in  the  second  case  the 
Grand  Jury  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  shot  was  fired,  not  at  Mr.  Beacom, 
but  at  a  dog  that  accompanied  him.     The 
Attorney  General  does  not  consider  that 
the  facts  would  warrant  him  in  directi^ 
fresh    bills   to  be  sent   up  at  A-^f^ire 

A.SS1Z6S 

Mr.  W.JOIINSTOJT:  What  became 
of  the  dog  ?         *y^ 

[The  questiofi  was  not  answered.] 

THE, OPIUM  QUESTION. 

Mr.  WEbB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  be^r 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
if  he  will  place  in  the  Library  the  Reports 
on  the  Administration  of  the  Opium 
Department  for  1890-91,  1891-2,  and 
1892-3  ? 

The  Sii:CRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.H.ILFowLEK,Wolverhamp- 
ton,  E.)  :  /  find  there  are  no  spare  cDpies 
of  these  I^oports  in  the  India  Office ;  but 
copies  shall  be  procured  from  India,  and 
placed /in  the  Library  jvs  soon  its  possible. 

RBfADL\G  BOOKS  IX  IRISH  SCHOOLS, 
u.   BODKIN  :    I    beg    to   ask   the 
hief  Secretary  to  the  Lord   Lieutenant 
'of  Ireland   is  he  aware  that  school  chil- 


1131       Christ  Church  Infant      {COMMONS}  School,  Lowestoft.  1 182 


(Iron  and  monitors  in  Ireland  under  the 
National  Board  are  examined  in  the  con- 
tents of  their  reading  books,  extending  in 
some  cases  to  nearly  2,000  pages  of  mis- 
cellaneous information,  and  consisting  of 
totally  disconnected  pieces  of  prose  and 
poetry  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  inas- 
much as  the  preparation  for  this  examina- 
tion involves  cramming  the  result  is 
necessarily  uncertain, as  complete  mastery 
of  the  subject-matter  is  impossible,  and 
that  the  examination  is  viewed  with  dis- 
satisfaction by  the  teachers,  monitors, 
and  pupils  ;  and  whether  any  such 
system  prevails  in  England  ;  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  abolish  the 
system  existing  in  Irelund  and  substitute 
the  system  prevailing  in  the  English 
Board  schools  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  series  of 
reading  books  is  graduated  for  pupils  ac- 
cording to  their  classes,  but  none  of  these 
books  extends,  so  I  am  informed,  to 
2,000  pages.  The  number  of  pages  varies 
from  61  to  484.  Monitors  at  their  final 
examination,  which  takes  place  at  the 
close  of  their  five  yeiirs'  monitorial  course, 
are  examined  in  the  series  of  lesson  books 
which,  as  pupils  and  monitors,  they  have 
already  passed  through.  I  have  no 
information  that  the  examination  is 
viewed  with  dissatisfaction  bv  either 
monitors  or  pupils.  It  was  stated  in  a 
reply  to  a  question  by  my  lion.  Friend 
orr  .November  30th  last  that  the  English 
and  IrithV  x'.ourses  do  not  correspond  and 
cannot  be  conT/.»ared. 

CHRIST      CHURCH      f-VFANT      SCHOOL, 

LOWESTOt-T. 
Mk.  II.  FOSTER  (S.uffolk,  Lowes- 
toft) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vic^e  President  of 
the  Couimittoo  of  Council  on  Education 
if  his  attention  has  been  c>lle<l  to  the 
recent  correspondence  betwecjn  the  De- 
partment and  tlie  Rev.  D.  Dickson,  on 
behalf  of  the  managers  of  Christ  Church 
Infant  School,  Lowestoft,  upon  the 
subject  of  the  last  two  Reports  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector,  and  particularly 
to  a  letter  from  the  Departanent,  dated 
14th  June  last,  in  which  tbey  support 
the  statement  of  Her  Majesty's  inspector, 
that,  as  regards  staff  and  space  the 
minimum  of  requirement  is  appronched, 
while  the  maximum  of  grant  is  expected 
and  even  claimed  ;  whether  the  Report  of 
tlie  Inspector  also  complained  of  defects 
for    which    the    crowded    state    of    the 

Mr,  Bodkin 


school  and  the  character  of  the  staff 
were  said  to  be  mainly  responsible ; 
whether  the  accommodation  of  the  school 
is  reckoned  by  the  Department  at  297 
places  ;  or,  if  not,  then  at  what  Dumber ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  average 
attendance  for  1892  was  221,  and  for 
1893,  248;  and  that  the  school  was 
staffed,  according  to  the  rales  of  the 
Department,  for  an  average  attendance 
of  260  ;  whether  the  letter  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  14th  June  last  proceeded 
to  refer  to  the  indulgent  treatment  ex- 
tended to  the  school  in  previous  years, 
the  faults  of  teaching,  and  the  incon- 
venience of  accommodation ;  and,  if  so, 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  indulgence 
extended  and  when,  what  the  faults  of 
teaching,  and  the  inconvenience  of  ac- 
commodation, and  when  were  any  of 
these  matters  first  mentioned  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspector ;  whether  the  school  has, 
for  many  years  past,  borne  a  high  repate, 
earning  the  excellent  merit  grant  annually 
since  1885,  whether  the  staff  has  been 
repeatedly  praised  by  Iler  Majesty^s 
Inspector,  and  whether  in  particular  by 
the  Inspector's  Report  in  1891  ;  whether, 
in  December,  1892,  Iler  Majesty's  In- 
spector for  the  first  time  made  serious 
complaints,  and  particularly  in  conse- 
quence of  the  erection  of  a  parish  room  ; 
whether  the  managers,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Department  of  16th  January,  1893,  com- 
plained of  the  sudden  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  attitude  of  the  Inspector 
towards  the  school  and  themselves  ;  and 
whether  they  informed  the  Department  in 
the  said  letter  of  an  observation  reported 
to  them  as  having  been  used  by  the  In- 
spector to  the  head  teacher,  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  disgusted  with  the  managers ; 
whether,  on  the  14th  April  last,  the 
managers  addressed  a  written  protest  to 
the  Department  against  the  strictures  of 
the  Inspector,  and  requested  that  a  special 
investigation  be  instituted  by  the  De- 
partment through  an  unbiased  Inspector  ; 
whether  such  request  was  repeated  on 
2nd  May,  whether  it  has  been  refused  by 
the  Department,  and  for  what  reason  ; 
whether  any,  and  if  so  what,  portion  of 
the  grant  has  been  withheld  since  the 
appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  Vice  President  ;  and,  if  so,  for 
wl}at  period,  and  for  what  reason  ;  and 
whether  he  will  direct  that  an  indepen- 
dent inquiry  shall  be  made  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  ? 
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Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  think  I  should  be  brought  to  Billingsgate  Market,  but  that 

wasting  the  time  of  the  House  if  I  at-  no    reJuctiou    has    been    authorised    in 

tcinpted  to  follow  all  the  details  of  these  respect  of  land-borne  fish  ;  whether  the 

questions,   which   were  only   put   down  proposed  alteration  has  been  submitted  to 

last  night,  in  my  reply.     No  grant  has  the    Board  of  Trade,  in   pursuance  of 

been   withheld  from  the  school  while  I  Section  13  of  9  &   10  Vic.  c.  346,  for 

have   been  in  office.     The  matters    re-  the  approval  and  sanction  of  his  Dcpart- 

ferred    to  in  the  question  have  already  nient ;   and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 

formed  the  subject  of  inquiry  by  the  De-  large  amount  of  land-borne  fish  sent  to 

partment,  and  I  do  not  exactly  understand  Billingsgate   Market    from     Lowestoft, 

what  the  hou.  Member  means  by  suggest-  Yarmouth,  Plymouth,  and  other  ports, 

ing  that  an  independent  inquiry  should  he  will,  before  giving  such  sikuction  and 

be  made.  approval,  suggest,  as  specially  provide*.! 

Mr.  •  H.    FOSTER  :     Have   not  the  by  the  aforesaid  section,  that  the  rcduc- 

mauagcrs  asked  for  an  indei>ondent  in-  iion  of  toll   shall  apply  e(iually  to  land- 

?uiry  with  reference  to  the  Report  of  the  borne  fish  ? 

uspector    as    to     lighting    and     other  The     PRESIDENT     of     the 

matters  ?  BOARD    of    TRADE     (Mr.     Buyce, 

Mr.  ACLAND  :    It  may  be  so,  but  I  Aberdeen,    S.)  :  I  have  not  received  any 

do  not  understand  what  an  independent  application    from    the    Corporation     of 

inquiry  in  a  matter  of  this  sort  is.  London  for  the  approval  and  sanction  of 

Mr.  H.  FOSTER  :   Cannot  the  De-  an  alteration  in  the  amount  of  tolls  to  be 

partment  send  someone  down  to  inquire?  paid  in  Billingsgate.     I  do  not  find  that 

Mr.    ACLAND  :    I   was   under    the  the  13th  section  of  9  &  10  Vic,  c.  346, 

impression  the  hon.  Member  wanteil  an  liag   any   l>earing  on  the  particular  point 

ioqniry  by  someone  outside  the  Depart-  mentioned  in  the  question. 

ment.     We  are  not  accustomed  to  send  j.^^     „     j?t\c^'\y'c^\y     t>  *    •      •*        * 

i^i«u.  *T          *           T     -11          -1  Mr.    H.    rOblER:  But    is    it    not 

anybouT  but  Inspectors.     I  will  consider  .i    ^           ,^      ^.        c  .i     i 

•#1.      ' ^        I  AiT  r«u-  *  T          ^      1  necessary  that  any  alteration  of  the  bye- 

II  we  can  send  the  Chief  Inspector  down.  ,             ^        i  ^'         i      1 1  i        v     •  J   i 

Mr.    mac    NEILL:     Perhaps    the  ^ws  or  regulations  should  be  submitted 

right   hon.   Gentleman   will  entrust  the  '^  ^^'^  Department  for  approval  t 

matters  to  a  Board  of   Promoters  with  ^'i-  BRYCE  :  This   section   applies 

the  hon.  Member  as  Chairman.  ^  nothing  of  the  kind.      I  do  not  under- 

Mr.  H.  foster  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  ^^^^^  ^^^^^  *^"y  reduction  of  tolls  has  to 

Vice    President    of   the   Committee    of  ^^   submitted    for   sanction.     Section   9 

Council   on   Education   whether,   if  the  fixes  the  maximum  tolls,  and  Section  13 

managers  of  Christ  Church  Infant  School,  requires  any  alteration  in  the  bye-laws  to 

Lowestoft,     should     refuse     to    admit  ^  subinitteil  to  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but 

children  up  to  the  limit  of  accommoda-  inasmuch  as  the  reduced  tolls  fixed  by 

tion  recognised  by  the  Department,  they  ^*^o   Cor|)oration    are   much    below    the 

will   endanger   their   whole  grant  from  niaximum,  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  iieces- 

the   Department,   while   if   they    admit  ^^^y  to  submit  them  for  the  sanction  of 

children  up  to  the  recognised  limit,  or  ^^^^  Department. 
even  up  to  last  year's  average  only,  they 

are  liable  to  reduction  of  the  grant  for  THE  NATIONAL  TELEPilONK  COMPANY. 
crowded  accommodation  ;  and  whether  Mu.  H.  FOSTER :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
he  is  aware  that  the  school  in  question  is  Postmaster  Gonerni  whether  his  attention 
one  of  the  brightest,  best  lighted,  and  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  chair- 
healthiest  schools  in  Lowestoft  ?  man  of  the  National  Telephone  Company, 

Mr.     ACLAND   :     I    intended    my  Limited,  at  the  annual  general  meeting  of 

answer   to   the   last  question   to   cover  that  Company,  held  upon  the  2«5th  in- 

this.  stant,  stated  that  they  had  come  to  an 

agreement  with   the  Post  Office,  which 

BILUN08GATE  TOLLS.  can   now  be  submitted  to  the  House  of 

Mr.  H.  POSTER:  I  beg  to  ask   the  Commons  for  confirmation  ;  whether  such 

President  of  tiie  Board  of  Trade  if  he  is  agreement  has  been  enteretl  into  ;  and,  if 

aware  that  the  Corporation  of  London  so,  on   what  <late,  and   when  it   will  bo 

have  recently  agreed  to  rednce  by  one-  submitted  to  the  House  for  confirmation  : 

half    the    toll  on   all   water-borne   fish  and  whether  he  will  be  able  to  state  what 
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opportuuity  will  be  afforded  to  tbe  House 
for  considering  tlie  agreement  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  1  think  it  may  be 
said  that  an  agreement  has  at  last  been 
arrived  at  between  the  National  Tele- 
phone Company  and  the  Post  Office; 
but  until  the  approval  of  the  Company 
has  been  formally  conveyed  to  me,  and 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  obtained,  1 
shall  not  be  in  a  position  to  lay  the  draft 
agreement  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I 
tliink  it  right  to  add  that  some  questions 
connected  with  the  Companies  controlled 
by  the  National  Company  must  first  be 
settled,  but  I  have  no  reason  to  appre- 
hend that  this  will  involve  serious  diffi- 
culty or  delay.  In  answer  to  the  last 
paragraph,  I  would  point  out  that  the 
agreement  docs  not  require  the  confirma- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  I  am  therefore 
not  awure  that  any  special  opportunity 
for  its  consideration  will  be  necessary, 
but  the  subject  is  one  which  can  in  due 
course  be  raised  on  the  Telegraph  Esti- 
mates 

Mr.LABOUCHEUE  (Northampton): 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
(reutleman  whether  he  did  not  promise 
that  the  agreement  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  l)efore  it  was  signed,  and  whether 
tiiat  does  not  involve  some  sort  of  dis- 
cussion ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  IIEATON:  Before 
tliiit  (juestion  is  ai»swered,  may  I  usk 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
iindertiike  that  the  (jnestion  s^hall  not 
be  finally  settled  before  the  House  has 
had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  its 
opinion  upon  it,  and  whether  he  will  also 
give  us  an  undertaking  th>it  if  this  matter 
comes  on  at  the  end  of  the  Session  he 
will  giv(i  us  a  promise  that  the  carrying 
out  of  the  agreement  shall  be  postponed 
till  next  Session  ? 

•Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  give  any 
such  undertaking.  I  have  already  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  the  agreement  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  before  being  signed. 
But  I  may  say  that  this  agreement  is 
merely  the  formal  embodiment  in  a  legal 
document  of  an  agreement  signed  by  the 
late  Governnjcnt  carrying  out  a  policy 
wliich  in  the  Telogr.ph  Act  of  1892  had 
l)een  approved  bv  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  LABOrCllKRE  :  Do  I  under- 
stand there  is  no  alteration  at  all  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  1  think  practi- 
cally there  is  no  alteration  ;  there  has 
been,  of  course,  a  great  amount  of  work 

Mr,  H.  Foster 


in  deciding  ou  the  areas,  bat  the  agree- 
ment is  practically  ou  tlie  same  lines  as 
that  which  has  already  beeu  sanctiooed 
by  Parliament. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Prestou) :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  the  fact  of  laying  the  agreement 
before  the  last  Parliament  binds  the 
present  one?  Will  he  lay  the  agreement 
before  Parliament  before  it  is  signed,  so 
that  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing it  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  I  have  8tate<l 
over  and  over  again  that  the  agreement 
will  be  laid  ou  the  Table  of  the  House 
before  it  is  signed.  Proper  time  will  be 
given  to  hon.  Members  to  consider  it. 

TH£  DEKUIGHSHIRE  INTERMEDIATE 
EDUCATION  SCHEME. 
Mr.  H.    ROBERTS    (Denbighshire, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  ho  will  state  what  is  the  present 
position  of  the  Denbighshire  Intermediate 
Education  Scheme  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  two  material  alterations  have  beeu 
recently  made  by  the  House  of  Lords  in 
the   scheme — namely,   the    omission    of 
Clause    87,    Sub-section    (b),   providing 
that  the  formularies  of  no  particular  de- 
nomination should  be  used   in  the  board- 
ing houses  of  the  county  schools,  and  the 
exclusion  of  that  portion  of  the  scheme 
which     related     to    Ruthin     Grammar 
School  ;  whether  a  scheme,  dealing  with 
this  school  under  the  Endoweil  Schools 
Acts,  was  framed  and  passed  in  1886  by 
the  Charitv  Commissioners,  and  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  circular 
issueil    by   the  Governors    in    1888,  de- 
claring that  the  school  was  undenomina- 
tional,   and    that    the    pupils    were    not 
subject   to  any   religious   test ;  whether 
any    Petition     was    lodged    to    test    the 
legality  of  any  [jrovision  in  the  scheme 
dealing  with  the  Ruthin  School  before  the 
Judicial  Committeeof  the  Privy  Council  ; 
whelher  in  the  case  of  the  Denbighshire 
scheme   the   requirements  of  the  Welsh 
Internieiliate  Education  Act,  1889,  were 
complied   with    bv   the    authorities    res- 
ponsible  for  framing   the  scheme  ;    and 
whether  he  can  slate  the   best  course  to 
pursue  in  order  to  secure,   without  reli- 
gious restrictions,  secondary  and  technical 
education  for  girls  as  well  as  boys  in  the 
Ruthin  Intermediate  School  district  ? 
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Mr.  ACL  and  :  The  period  of  two 
months  duriug  which  this  Rchemc  lias  to 
lie  before  Piiriiameiit  expire  to-duy.  The 
scheme  has  beeu  altered  iu  auother  place, 
as  stated  iu  Paragraph  2  of  the  qnestiou. 
The  Ruthin  Grammar  School  is,  uuder 
a  scheme  framed  under  the  Eudowed 
Schools  Acts  and  approved  by  Her 
Majesty  in  1881,  an  undenominational 
school.  I  have  sceu  a  circular  issued  by 
Uie  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph,  Mr.  Coruwallis 
West,  Sir  John  l^ulestou,  and  others, 
stating  that  the  school  is  undenomina- 
tional. The  Charity  Commissioners  are 
of  opinion  that  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  were  complied  with  in  framing  the 
scheme,  and  no  Petition  has  beeu  lodged  to 
have  the  legality  of  any  part  of  the  sciieme 
tried  before  the  Judicial  Couin\ittco. 
I  think  the  best  course  to  pursue  will  be 
that,  after  the  scheme  has  received  Her 
Majesty ^s  approval,  the  Joint  Education 
Committee  should  confer  with  the  County 
Governing  Body  to  be  established  under 
the  scheme,  with  the  view  of  consider- 
ing what,  if  any,  further  proposals 
they  should  make  to  tbe  Charity  Com- 
missioners. 


SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION  IN 
CLECKHEATON. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  establish  a 
School  Board  in  Cleckheaton  owing  to 
the  closing  of  the  Westgate  School  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  large  part  of 
the  accommodation  thus  required  could 
be  furnished  by  the  St.  Luke^s  School 
close  by,  and  that  the  National  School 
and  British  School,  which  could  fur- 
nish accommodation  for  the  remainder, 
are  within  three-quarters  of  a  mile  from 
the  Westgate  School,  and  an  even  less 
distance  from  the  homes  of  all  the  cinl- 
dren  for  whom  accommodation  not  fur- 
nished by  St.  Luke^s  will  be  required  ; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
special  reason  for  rejecting  this  arrange- 
ment has  beeu  stated  by  the  Department 
to  be  the  distance  of  those  two  schools 
from  tbe  mills  at  which  the  half-timers 
work,  he  is  aware  that  there  are  only  41 
half-timers  at  Westgate  School,  and  that 
half-timers  always  go  home  before  going 
to  school ;  whether  before  coming  to  a 
decision  the  Department  lield  a  pul)lic 
inqairy  ;  and,  if  not,  what  means  they 


took  to  get  information  ;  and  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  large  majority  of  the 
people  are  opposed  to  the  establishment 
of  a  School  Board  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  A  final  notice  is 
about  to  be  issued  iu  respect  of  the  addi- 
tional school  provision  required  at  Cleck- 
heaton. The  noble  Lord  is  doubtless 
aware  that,  after  the  publication  of  tho 
first  notice  iu  March  last,  a  public  inquiry 
might  have  beeu  demanded  by  the 
managers  of  any  elementary  school  in  the 
district,  or  by  any  10  ratepayers.  No 
such  demand,  however,  was  made,  and  no 
public  inquiry  has  been  held.  The 
places  available  at  St.  Luke's  School 
were  taken  into  account  in  estimating 
the  deficiency  ;  but  the  Department  were 
satisfied  from  the  Reports  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  that  none  of  the 
other  schools  in  the  towu  were  near 
enough  the  Westgate  School  to  supply 
the  deficiency  caused  by  its  closure,  es- 
pecially iu  view  of  the  half-time  children, 
in  whose  case  it  is  important  that  their 
school  should  be  near  both  their  homes 
and  the  mills  at  which  they <  work.  I  do 
not  know  whether  a  majority  of  the 
-people  are  opposed  to  the  establishment 
of  a  School  Board  ;  but,  if  so,  it  will  be  sti  1 1 
open  to  them  after  the  publication  of  the 
final  notice  to  avoid  one  by  submitting 
plaus  for  supplying  the  deficiency  by 
voluntary  efibrt. 

THE  GRANT  TO    PUBLIC  ELKMENTAUV 

SCHOOLS. 

Viscount  CR  AN  BORNE  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  the 
absence  of  any  mention  of  Wales  iu  the 
second  and  third  parts  of  the  Quarterly 
Return  of  Public  Elementary  Schools 
Warned  means  that  there  have  been  no 
schools  iu  Wales  from  which  the  Depart- 
ment have  -threatened  to  withhold  or 
postpone  the  grant  for  defective  premises 
during  the  last  quarter  ? 

Mk.  ACLAND  :  It  is  so  obvious  on 
the  face  of  the  Return  alluded  to  that  no 
Welsh  school  is  mentioned  that  I  am 
obliged  to  suppose  that  the  (luestion  has 
some  further  meaning.  The  facts  are 
these :  The  Return  is  only  for  three 
months,  from  April  1st  to  »June  30th.  Out 
of  20,000  schools  in  England  and  Wales 
only  28  schools  or  parts  of  schools  have 
been  warned  without  suspension  of  grant, 
and   only    three   have    had   their   grant 
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snspended.  It  happens,  as  would  be  ex- 
pected, that  a  large  iiuml>er  of  Englibh 
counties  do  not  appear  in  this  Return, 
nor  do  any  Welsh  counties.  It  is  almost 
impossible  to  supjiose  that  the  noble  Lord 
has  any  object  in  this  question,  unless  he 
imputes  unfair  partiality  to  Inspectors  of 
officers  of  the  Department,  with  reference 
to  schools  in  Wales  during  these  three 
months.  I  must,  not  for  the  first  time, 
tell  the  noble  Lord  that  such  insinuations 
against  the  Department  are  most  objec- 
tionable, and  most  strongly  to  be  depre- 
cated in  the  interest  of  the  Public 
Service. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  It  appears 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely 
nnable  to  appreciate  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House — [^Cries  o/'*  Order  !  " 
and  ^*  Question  !  "]  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  make  an  explanation  after  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  put  down  this  question  in 
order  to  obtain  information  which,  I 
imagine,  is  the  usual  reason  for  which 
hon.  Members  ask  questions. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  that  the  information  is  so  patent  on 
the  face  of  the  Return  that  it  is  impos- 
sible the  question  could  be  asked  for  that 
purpose. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
such  was  the  case,  and  he  has  no  reason 
whatever  to  impute  motives  to  hon. 
Members. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  On 
this  question  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
on  the  Vote  on  Account  I  shall  draw 
attention  to  the  enormous  increase  of 
Church  and  other  deiioniinatiotial  schools 
warned  by  the  Department. 

CONTRACTS  FOR  WORKS  IN  IRELAND. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland,  have  recently 
issued  specifications  for  contracts  for 
works  in  which  English  cement  is  spoci- 
lically  mentioned  as  that  to  be  used  in 
the  execution  of  the  said  works  ;  and,  if 
this  be  so,  whether  he  will  direct  that  in 
future  all  specifications  for  contracts  for 
works  shall  simply  state  that  the  cement 
to  be  used  shall  be  of  first-class  quality, 
as  approved  by  the  Board  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.   HiRBERT,  Oldham) 

Mr,  Acland 

\ 


(who  replied)  said  :  I  am  iuformed  tliat 
it  has  been  the  usual,  though  uot  in- 
variable practice,  of  the  Board  of  Works 
to  name  in  its  specifications  a  particular 
cement  of  known  quality,  aud  to  add  the 
alternative  words  ^*or  other  approved 
cement  of  equal  quality.**  Direct  ions 
were  given  last  month  that  this  form  of 
specification  should  be  used  Id  all  cases 
without  exception. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  am  aware  that  the 
alternative  words  ^^or  other  approved 
cement  of  equal  quality  "  were  fonneriy 
adopted  ;  but  is  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
aware  that  within  the  last  few  days 
specifications  were  issued  for  works  in 
which  these  words  were  omitted,  and  in 
consequence  of  that  the  contractors  saj 
they  are  bound  to  use  nothing  but  Eng- 
lish cement,  to  the  great  detriment  of  that 
made  in  Ireland  ? 

*SiR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  he  was 
not  aware  of  it. 

THE  PICTURES  IN   THE   NATIONAL 

GALLERY. 

Dr.   KENNY:     I   beg   to    ask    the 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  grant  a  Return  showing  the  number 
of  pictures  acquired  by  purchase  by  the 
National  Gallery  from  1874  to  the  pre- 
sent date,  giving  title  of  painting,  name 
of  artist  where  ascertained,  and  the  price 
paid  in  each  case  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  informa- 
tion  asked  for  is  given  for  the  period 
from  the  establishment  of  the  Gallery  up 
to  1869  in  House  of  Lords  Paper,  No. 
198,  of  1868-69,  and  for  the  follow- 
ing  period  up  to  1884,  inclusive,  in 
House  of  Commons  Papers,  Nos.  190, 
of  1870,  aud  50,  of  1884-5.  The  in- 
formation for  each  year  since  1884  is 
given  in  the  Director's  Annual  Reports, 
printed  year  by  year,  and  laid  before 
Parliament,  but  a  separate  Return  for 
tlie  period  from  1885  to  1894  could  be 
prepared  if  considered  necessary. 

THE  LEIGHLINBRTDGE  FEMALE 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  will  grant  the  Return 
asked  for  in  Notice  of  Motion  this  day, 
in  reference  to  the  Leighlinbridge  (County 
Carlow)  Female  National  School  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  Notice  of 
Motion    was   only  placed  on  the  Paper 
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this  moroing,  nnd  I  have  not  had  siifH- 
cicot  timo  to  obtain  tlie  ohservationis  of 
the  Natioual  Board  on  it.  Perliaps  tlic 
liOQ.  Gentleman  will  bo  good  enough  to 
repeat  the  Notice  on  Monday. 

INDIAN    IMPORT    DUTIES    ON    COTTON 

GOODS. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Man- 
cheater,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether,  in  view 
of  the  Resolution  passed  by  this  House 
on  10th  July,  1877,  with  reference  to  the 
Indian  Import  Duties  on  cotton  goods, 
he  can  give  an  assurance  that  such  duties 
shall  not  be  re-imposed  without  an  op- 
portunity being  given  to  the  House  to 
express  its  opinion  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  Resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  July  10,  1877,  with 
reference  to  the  Indian  Import  Duties  on 
cotton  goods  was  to  the  following 
effect: — 

**  Tliat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
datics  now  levied  upon  cotton  mauufiictureti 
imported  into  India,  being  protective  in  their 
nature,  are  contrary  to  sound  commercial 
policy,  and  ought  to  be  rei)ealed  without  dehiy , 
so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of  India  will 
permit." 

The  Resolution  deals  with  duties  that 
are  protective  in  their  nature,  and  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  House  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  Executive  Government 
ought  not  to  sanction  steps  which 
would  reverse  that  decision  without 
giving  an  opportunity  for  discussion  in 
this  House.  The  imposition  of  duties 
which  would  not  be  protective  in  their 
character  are  not  affected  by  the  Reso- 
lution. 

THE  COLLECTION  OF  RATES  IN 
DUBLIN. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  that  portion  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  North  Dublin  Union  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, at  their  weekly  meeting  on  tiie  2oth 
instant,  which  dealt  with  a  communica- 
tion to  the  Board  from  the  Collector 
General  of  Rates,  Dublin,  in  which  the 
latter  stated  that  he  had  deducted 
£1)000  from  the  poor  rate  collected  by 
him,  which  he  stated  he  was  empowered 
to  do  under  Order  of  the  Privy  Council  ; 
whether  there  is  any  legal  authority  for 
this  Order  ;  and,  if  so,  under  what  Act 
of  ParliameDt ;  whether  the  charges  of 
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the  Collector  General  of  Rates  amount  to 
7^  per  cent,  of  the  rates  collected  ;  whe- 
ther the  seventh  section  of  the  Collection 
of  Rates  (Dublin)  Act  limits  the  re- 
muneration of  the  Collector  General  of 
Rates  to  2\  per  cent,  of  amount  collected  ; 
and  whether  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
have  their  rates  collected  for  1|  per 
cent.  ? 

Mr.  J.  MO  RLE  Y  :  The  communica- 
tion  referred  to  in  the  first  paragraph  was 
the  usual  one,  transferring  £1,000  on  ac- 
count of  the  Collector  General's  salary 
and  pension  from  all  rates  proportionately 
to  the  Office  Account  in  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land, and  not  from  poor  rate  only  as 
stated.  No  reference  was  made  to  any 
Privy  Council  Order.  This  has  been  the 
course  pursued  since  1858  under  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
The  charge  for  management  of  the  Col- 
lector General's  Office  for  1893  was  3| 
per  cent,  on  the  rates  collected.  In  ad- 
dition to  this,  there  are  the  charges  for 
Collector  General's  salary,  law  costs,  and 
pension,  which,  under  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  arc  not  charge- 
able to  the  2^  per  cent,  fund  ;  with  these 
included  the  cost  would  be  6^  per  cent. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  fund 
available  now  from  which  to  deduct  the 
expenses  of  the  officers  has  been  reduced 
by  two-thirds  in  consequence  of  the  sub- 
division of  the  collection  of  rates  ;  con- 
sequently, the  percentage  must  he  higher. 
The  27th  section  of  the  Collection  of 
Rates  Act  limits  the  expense  of  manage- 
ment to  2^  per  cent.,  but  the  73rd  sec- 
tion of  the  Dublin  Corporation  Act,  1890, 
gives  the  Lord  Lieutenant  power  to  in- 
crease such  percentage.  I  have  no 
information  on  the  point  referred  to  in 
the  concluding  paragraph. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  into  this  matter,  in- 
asmuch as  the  citizens  of  Dublin  are 
being  mulcted  to  the  extent  of  5  per 
cent,  over  and  above  what  the  Corpora- 
tion collect  the  rates  for  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  constantly 
inquiring  into  this  particular  matter,  but 
I  will  inquire  again. 

LONDON  POLICE  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  EliKubeth  Saunderh>, 
convicted  on  the  23rd  instant,  at   W^est- 

3  D 


1143 


The  Evicted 


{COMMONS} 


Tenants  Bill 


1144 


miuster  Police  Court,  of  cruelty  to  three 
children,  and  sentenced  by  Mr.  do  Kiitzen 
to  a  term  of  three  mouths'  inipriisoimieut 
for  each  offence,  or  nine  months  in  all ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  provincial 
Justices,  sitting  in  Petty  Sessions,  are 
advised  by  the  Magistrates'  clerks  that 
under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts 
they  cannot  sentence  any  prisoner  to  a 
punishment  exceeding  a  term  of  six 
months  with  hard  labour,  except  in  cases 
of  failure  to  find  security  for  good 
behaviour  at  the  end  of  that  term  ;  and 
whether  the  London  Police  Magistrates 
have  larger  powers  of  punishment  than 
provincial  Magistrates  sitting  in  Petty 
Sessions  possess  ;  or  whether  it  is  to  \\e 
understood  that  Courts  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction both  in  the  Metropolis  and  in  the 
provinces  have  powers  to  inflict  cumula- 
tive sentences  which  may  extend  beyond 
six  months'  hard  labour  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  :  Questions  of  this 
kind  ought  more  regularly  to  be  addressed 
to  the  Home  Department.  No  doubt,  if 
that  were  done  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  would  cause 
the  proper  steps  to  be  taken  and  com- 
municate with  the  Police  Magistrate 
about  this  case. 


SCOTTISH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 
Mk.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  the  Report  of  the  Scotch 
Local  Government  Bill  before  or  after  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill ;  and  whether  in  any  case  he 
will  give  24  hours^  notice  of  his  intentiou 
to  take  the  Scotch  Bill,  in  order  to  allow 
time  for  communication  to  those  Mem- 
bers who  may  happen  to  be  temporarily 
absent  in  Scotland  ?  In  putting  this 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  several  hou. 
Members  have  suggested  that  48  ought 
to  be  substituted  for  24. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Our  intention 
is  to  take  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill  after  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill. 
I  will  endeavour — and  no  doubt  I  shall 
be  able — to  give  adequate  notice  to 
Scotch  Members,  in  order  to  save  them 
any  inconvenience. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  Will 
the  Bill  be  taken  between  the  Committee 
stage  and  Report  of  the  Rates  Bill,  or 
after  the  Rates  Bill  altogether  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  After  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  altogether, 
according  to  our  present  intention. 
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not  at  all  calling  in  question  the  exercise  Sir  I).  MACFARLANE  :  I  l)eg  to 

of  the  Magistrate's  judgment;  I  am  only  ^^^^  ^^xq  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 

asking  as  to  his  powers.  l,e  ^^ry\\  fj.How  the  precedent  established 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :    If  that  is  an  abstract  by   the  late  Mr.  Smith,  and  name  a  date 

question   of    law,     I     must    decline    to  when    the  Evicted  TcMiants  Bill  and  the 

answer.  Equalisation     of    Rates    Bill    shall    l>e 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :    It  is  reported  to  the  House  ?     I  wish  further 

not  an  abstract  question.  It  is  a  concrete  ^o.  ^^  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
question.     I  will  put  it  down  again  for 


Monday. 


whether  he  is  aware  that  when  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill 
yesterday  the  number  of  Amendments  to 
the  first  clause  u])()n  the  Paper  was  222, 
and  that,  after  eight  hours'  discussion, 
there  still  remained  21  1  Amendments  to 


COMPOUNDING  FOR  STAMP   DUTV. 

Mr.   T.   M.    HKALY  (Louth,  N)  :  I 

beg  to  ask    the    Chancellor   of   the   Ex-  be  disposed  of  ? 

chequer     on     what     date     the     Inland  j^„     j      keDMONI)   (Waterford)    : 

Revenue  arrived  at  the  cone  usion  not  to  before  theright  hon.  Gentleman  answers 

exercise    their    st4itut^ible    discretion    to  ^j^^^^  question,  I  would  ask  permission  to 

allow  limited  companies  to  compound  for  ^  ^^  additional  one.     It  is,  whether  he 

Stamp  Duty;  was  any  Minute  drawn  up;  ^^jj,    ^^^^  ^^^^  consideration   the   advis- 

and  could  the  case  of  any  companies  who  ^^^-^y^^    ^f  proposing  a  Resolution  that  the 

applied    prior   to  this  Minute  be  recon-  Y.s'xnuCi  Tenants  Bill    be   reported  on  a 

sidered  on  the  basis  of  prior  procedure?  p,,,tieular    date;    also    providing    in  the 

The   CHANCELLOR  of   thk  EX-  same  Resolution  a  definite  space  of  time 

CHEQUER  (Sir  W.IlARCorRT,  Derby):  for  the  discussion  of    each  of  the  five  or 

1  am  iiKjuiring  into  this  matter.  six  contentious  clauses  in  the  Bill  ? 
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SiK  W.  HARCOUUT:  At  present 
the  answer  tliiit  I  have  to  give  is  tliat, 
when  the  time  arrives,  the  Crovernment 
will  announce  to  the  House  the  measures 
which  they  think  necessary  to  enable  the 
House  of  Commons  to  transact  the 
business  of  the  country. 

Sir  D.  MACFAKLANK  :  Can  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  state  approximately 
when  that  announcement  will  be  made  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  said 
that  the  announcement  would  be  made 
when  the  proper  time  arrives. 

CHINA  AND  JAPAN. 

Sir  E.  ASIIMEAD-HARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  he  has  any  information  regard- 
ing the  reported  hostilities  l>etween  China 
and  Japan  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  (who  replied)  said  : 
I  have  1)een  asked  to  give  tlie  following 
answer  to  this  ({uestion  :  Telegrams  have 
been  received  from  Her  Majesty's  Repre 
sentatives  at  Pekin  and  Tokio,  both  dated 
last  night,  relative  to  negotiations  for  the 
preservation  of  [leace,  so  that  it  is  evident 
tliat  there  had  been  no  declaration  of  war 
bj  either  side  up  to  that  time. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excbeiiuer  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  great  number  of  questions 
will  be  raised  on  the  Votes  in  Supply, 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  take  the  Report  stage  of  the  Vote  on 
Account  on  Tuesilay  as  the  iirst  Order,  so 
as  to  give  two  days  for  discussion,  as 
otherwise  it  will  not  be  possible  to  get 
through  the  Vote  on  Account  on  Mon- 
day evening  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Vote  on 
Account  will  l>e  Uikcm  on  Moiidav.  The 
Report  stAge  cannot  (rome  on  till  Tues- 
day. I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  to  the  House,  that  as  we  are 
within  a  week  or  two  of  Supply,  when 
we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing all  the  questions  on  the  Votes,  no 
long  discussion  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
is  either  necessary  or  justifiable  to  the 
same  extent  as  when  we  are  taking  the 
Vote  on  Account  at  a  considerai)le  period 
before  Supply  is  raiseil.  As  to  whether 
the  Report  stage  will  be  taken  on  Tuns- 
day,  I  would  rather  reserve  my  state- 
ment on  that  subject  till  Monday. 
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Mk.  BARTLEY  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  we  are  not  likely  to  take  any  sub- 
stantial Supply  until  about  September ; 
and,  in  that  case,  is  it  not  reasonable  that 
we  should  have  some  time  to  discuss  the 
Vote  on  Account  ? 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  may  lie 
the  hou.  Member^s  opinion,  but  it  is  not 
mine. 


ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


EVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND) 
Alir.ITKATION  hlLL. 

COMMITTEE.      \_Pro(jre8Sy  2Gth  July,"] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "determined,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  otherwise  than  for  breach 
of  statutory  conditions  2  to  6." — {Mr. 
Barton.) 

Question  a;^ain  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of 
some  hon.  Members  as  to  the  Amendments 
upon  this  Hill,  he  bclieve^l  that  when  the 
House  came  to  consider  this  Amendment 
they  would  find  it  one  of  substance,  and 
he  confessed  he  was  not  able  to  under- 
stand why  it  was  that  the  Government 
resisted  it.  The  onlv  reason  he  had 
hoard  advanced  against  this  Ametidment 
by  the  supporters  of  the  Hill  was  that 
the  exact  words  of  the  Hill  were  taken 
bodily  from  the  L'Uh  section  of  the  Act 
of  1891.  He  submitted  that  that  was 
not  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  rejection  of 
the  Amendment.  Section  13  of  the  Act 
of  ISHl  was  undoubtedly  passed  in 
respect  of  tenants  who  bad  ])een  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  rent.  He  said  that 
was  beyond  all  question.  Nobody  con- 
templated when  that  measure  passed  any 
other  eviction  save  that  which  followe<l 
from  non-payment  of  rent.  Another 
important  fact  to  be  borne  in  mind  was 
that  everv  line  of  the  13tli  section  was 
liable  to  be  construed  ))v  the  Courts  of 
Law ;  but  so  far  as  be  understood  the  par- 
ticular solution  of  the  Hill  now  before 
them,  not  a  liiu;  of  it  could  come  before 
any  tribunal  except  that  of  which  Mr. 
Piers  White  was  to  be  the  head.     That 
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made  a  great  difference  between  tlie  two 
clauseH.      Again,   the    Government   ex- 
pressly  declared   that    they   meant   the 
arbitrators  to  have  power  to  include  other 
evictions.     That  was  to  say,  they  might 
include  every  other  eviction  than  those 
for  non-payment  of  rent.     That  com- 
pletely differentiated   the   two   sections. 
What  were  the   statutory  conditions   io 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  referred  ?     The 
first  was  as  to  the  payment  of  rent,  and, 
of  course,  that  was  set  aside  by  the  Bill 
itself.    The  other  statutory  conditions  for 
breach    of    which   a    tenant    might   be 
evicted  were  waste,  sub-letting  or  sub- 
division of  holding,  bankruptcy,  interfer- 
ence with  the  landlord's  right  of  re-entry, 
and   erecting  a   public-house    upon    the 
holding.     Surely  it  was  not   contended 
that  if  tenants  were  put  out  of  their  hold- 
ings for  breach  of  any  of  these  statutory 
conditions  that   then   Mr.  Piers  White, 
Mr.    George    Fottrell,   and    Mr.    Greer 
should  have  the  power  to  reinstate  them  ? 
He  could  not  see  any  ground  for  that, 
and  he  had  been  trying  to  find  out  what 
it    was    that     influenced     the    Govern- 
ment in   opposing  an    Amendment    like 
this.     The   only    reason    he   could    find 
was    in     the    second     statutory    condi- 
tion.    A  state  of  circumstances  such  as 
these  would  l)0  possible  un<ler  the  second 
statutory  condition.      He  took  a  farmer 
on  any  Plan  of    Campaign    estate   who 
had  not    been   evicted — and   there    were 
certain  farmers  allowed  to  pay  their  rents 
because  of  certain  conditions.     Suppose 
that  farmer  allowed  his  farm  to  be  used 
for   the  purpose  of   Laud   League  huts 
being  erected  upon   it — which    had  hap- 
pened on  ?iYQ  or  six  diiferent  estates — he 
could  be  evicted  for  breach  of  the  second 
statutory  condition   entitled    "  persistent 
waste."      In   that   case,    of   course,  the 
owners  of   the    land    who    had    allowed 
farms  to  be  used  in   this   way  would   be 
entitled  to  get  the  benefit  of  this  Bill. 
Apart  from  that  one  question   he  could 
not  find  a  single  reason  for  the    Chief 
Secretary  refusing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.     He 
said  that  this  Bill  first  of  all  contemplated 
evictions  that  were  due  to  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rent.     That  was  the  whole  scope 
of  the  Bill    when   it  was  read  a  second 
time,  and  it  was  those  evictions  that  had 
caused    the    administrative    and     social 
ditticulty  upon  which    the  Chief    Secre- 
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tary  had  dwelt  all  through.  Surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  tenants  put  out  of  occupation 
because  of  breaches  ef  any  of  the  statu- 
tory conditions  laid  down  in  the  Act  of 
1881  were  the  tenants  he  had  in  his  mind 
when  he  entered  upon  the  consideration 
of  this  question  ?  It  never  once 
occurred  to  the  Mathew  Commission  ; 
it  never  once  occurred  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary ;  and  he  could  not  understand  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  resist 
an  Amendment  of  substance  like  this, 
and  which  was  reasonable  in  character. 

Mu.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  as  they  had  passed  from  the  original 
tenants  who  were  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  rent  into  those  other  cases  of  title 
affcctitig  the  landlord's  property,  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  understand  what  were  the  safe- 
guards enacted  by  the  Act  of  1881,  so 
as  to  prevent  any  injustice  resulting  to 
the  tenant  by  reason  of  a  breach  of  the 
statutory  conditions  which  would  entitle 
the  landlord  to  evict.  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  had  just  said,  one 
of  the  statutory  conditions  was  that  if 
the  tenant  should  not  commit  persistent 
waste  by  the  dilapidation  of  build- 
ings, or  such  waste  as  led  to 
the  detorioration  of  the  soil.  What 
the  Committee  were  asked  to  do 
was  to  say  that  where  a  tenant  had  com- 
mitted persistent  waste,  or  where,  after 
notice  to  desist  from  the  particular  waste 
which  was  deteriorating  the  soil  had 
been  given  to  him,  he  had  still  gone  on 
and  persisted  in  deteriorating  the  soil, 
and  had  in  consequence  been  evicted,  he 
should  be  put  back.  That  was  only  one 
matter.  Let  him  point  out  other  pro- 
tection which  was  given  to  the  tenant  so 
as  to  prevent  injustice  being  done  in 
exercising  this  right  and  putting  him  out 
for  breach  of  the  statutory  conditions. 
The  landlord,  before  he  could  give  efTect 
to  his  right  at  all,  had  to  serve  12  months' 
notice  of  eviction  on  the  tenant,  and 
during  that  year  the  tenant  had  a  right  to 
apply  to  the  Land  Commission  Court  to 
restrain  all  proceedings  if  he  could  show 
to  the  Court  that  he  had  not  done  any 
injiiry  to  the  holding,  or  if  he  was 
willing  to  pay  compensation  for  any 
injury  which  he  was  shown  to  have  done. 
On  payment  of  such  a  sum  as  would 
repair  the  damage  which  was  proved  to 
have  been  done,  all  proceedings  to  put 
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him   oat  were  at  an   end.     They  had, 
therefore,   had   a    Court   to   which   the 
tenant  was  enabled  to  apply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  rid  of  his  own  default  in 
relation  to  the  statutory  conditions,  and 
they  must  assume  that  where  the  tenants 
had   any  case  they  had  applied  to  the 
Court,  that   the  Court   had    laid    down 
special  terms  on  which  they  might  stay 
in  the  holdings,  and  these  terms  had  been 
disregarded  by  the  tenants.      The  Com- 
mittee were  now  asked  by  this  temporary 
Commission,  of  which   Mr.  Piers  White 
was  to  be  President,  to  overrule  these  terms 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  the  Land 
Court,  and — whether  the  terms  had  been 
carried  out  by  the  tenant  or  not,  or  whore 
the  tenant  had  persisted   in  committing 
waste,  deteriorating  the  soil,  that  he  was 
unable  to  go  to  the  Court  to  ask  to  be 
relieved  of  his  default — to  say  that  that 
was  a  case  in  which  the  landlord,  after 
8ome  eight  or  ten  years,  ought  to  take 
him  back  to  his  holding.     If  cases  of  that 
kind  were  to  be  allowed  for  one  moment 
to  be  raised  in  Ireland  they  would  have 
innumerable  tenants  in  future  disregard- 
ing these  statutory  conditions,  and  rely- 
ing upon  the  House  of  Commons  itself, 
by  ex  post  facto  legislation,  giving  them 
relief  from  what  was  practically  their  own 
default.     The   hon.   Member  for  South 
Tyrone  said  that  cases  would  arise  where 
a  tenant   had   built   huts  for  sheltering 
evicted  tenants.     Of  course,  such  cases 
would  arise.  He  knew  of  a  case  where  not 
only  were  houses  builton  the  property,  but 
the  houses  that  were  already  there  for  the 
purpose  of   working   the  holdings  were 
converted  into  separate  huts  for  evicted 
tonants,  and  the  whole  structure  of  the 
houses  changed.     In  this  case  the  land- 
lord exercised  his  right  under  the  section 
of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  the  tenants  had 
no  ground  whatsoever  to  go  before  the 
Land  Commission  to  get  relief,  it  being 
an  act  of  the  most  persistent  waste  in 
relation  to  the  dilapidation  of  buildings. 
The  sole  reason  for   which    they   were 
a**ked  to  over-ride  the  section  of  the  Act 
of  1881  was  to  allow  any  tenants  who, 
through  their  own  wilful  default,    had 
taken  away  all  the  powers  practically  of 
the  Laud  Commission,  to  get  rid  of  the 
breaches  of  the  statutory  conditions.  One 
of  the  inducements  to  Parliament  to  pass 
the  Act  of  1881,  enabling  tenants  to  get 
fair  rents  fixed,  was  that  these  statutory 
conditions  shonld  be  regarded  ;  but  if  the 


Government  did  not  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, the  result  would  be  that  in  future 
the  tenants  would  completely  disregard 
them. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY    said,  both  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Dublin    University   had   said   that 
there   were  innumerable  cases  where  a 
tenancy  was  determined  for  a  breach  of 
statutory  conditions.     He  would  ask  him 
to  cite  just  one  little  one.     One  case  was 
tried  against  a  parish  priest  on  the  Lans- 
downe  Estate,  and,  speaking  from  recol- 
lection, he  thought  that  Lord  Lansdowne 
failed  in  his  ejectment  proceedings,  and 
then  had   to  take  proceedings  in  Chan- 
cery ;    but  neither   the   tenancy   of  the 
parish  priest  or  of  any  tenant  in  Ireland 
had   been  touched  for   a  breach  of  the 
statutory    conditions.      He  pointed   out 
that   the   Amendment    dealt   only  with 
tenancies  from  year  to  year,  and,  there- 
fore, leaseholders  were  to  be  put  under 
superior  conditiotis  to  tenants  from  year 
to  year,  with  regard  to  these  statutory 
conditiotis.     Personally,  he  should  have 
no   objection  to  the  acceptance  of  this 
Amendment  but  for  one  reason — namely, 
that  if   they    accepted   this   they   must 
accept  any  other  Amendment  pointed  to 
real  or  supposed  possibilities,  and  thus 
they   would  sever  themselves  from   the 
safe  anchorage  of  saying  that  they  would 
let  all  these  cases  of  hardship  or  griev- 
ance, right  or  wrong,  bo  tried  by  this 
tribunal.       The   Government    had    ap- 
pointed  a    Commission  which  they  re- 
garded as  a  safe  tribunal,  and  to    this 
Commission   the   matter   should  be  left. 
Under  these  circumstances,  if  any  other 
course  were  adopted  by  the  Government 
than  that  of  opposing  the  Amendment,  they 
would  find  themselves  getting  back  into 
the  Home  Rule  Debates  of  last  year,  when 
it  was  proposed  to  debar  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment from  committingall  the  sins  in  the  De- 
calogue. Members  of  the  Tory  Party  might 
pro|)o.scthat  the  Bill  should  not  apply  in 
the  case  of  a  tenant  with   red  hair,  or  a 
lame  leg,  or  of  a  tenant  who  had  been  in 
America  or  Australia.     He  did  not  con- 
sider Amendments  like  this   were  aimed 
at  the  removal  of  any  just  grievance,  but 
only    proposed   with   the  object  of  pro- 
ducing  a   result    which    they   saw    last 
night    when   the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham  sat   down  and,   rubbing  him- 
self with  evident  enjoyment,  after  having 
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wasted  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  turued 
round  to  receive  the  congratulations  of 
his  friends.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  could  not  advise  the  Government  to 
accept  any  Amendment  which  would  give 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  opportunity 
of  again  turning  round  to  receive  the 
congratulations  of  his  friends. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Last  night  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member   for  Louth  said    the  House   of 

Commons  was  not  a  school.  Perhaps, 
Sir,  that  is  the  reason  why  he  has  no 
raAnuers.  Sir,  ho  has  just  made  a  very 
important  admission  upon  which  I  wish 
to  base  an  appeal  to  the  Government. 
We  have  been  discussing  this  question 
for  some  hours,  and  may  continue  to  dis- 
cuss it  for  some  hours  more,  because  it  is 
undoubtedly  a  very  im[)ortant  question 
of  principle.  In  the  course  of  these 
discussions  the  principal  o])ponent  we 
have  mot  with  is  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth,  and  he  has  just  told 
the  Committee  that  all  this  opposition  to 
our  proposal  is  only  for  the  reasons 
which  he  has  given,  and  that,  uj)on  the 
merits  of  the  Amendment,  he  sees  no 
possible  objection  to  it.  1  put  that  to 
the  Government.  We  propose  an 
Amendment  to  which  the  strongest  advo- 
cate that  can  be  found  on  the  Govern- 
ment side  in  Committee  sees  no  objec- 
tion. Does  not  the  Chief  Secretary  see 
that,  at  any  nit<»,  in  such  cases  as  this, 
he  would  be  shortening  the  proceedings 
by  giving  way.  Neither  he  nor  anyone 
else  can  suggest  that  the  acceptance  of 
the  Amendment  would  do  the  slii^htest 
harm  to  any  living  person.  We  have 
pointed  out  a  number  of  cases  in  which 
the  refusal  to  accept  the  Amendment 
would  do  harm.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
You  pointed  out  no  case.]  That  is  a 
contradiction,  but  it  is  not  an  argument. 
There  are  a  number  of  cases  in  which 
you  might  do  injustice.  Not  a  single 
case  has  been  referreil  to  on  the  othiT 
side,  and  it  is  perfectly  evident  from  the 
last  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  such  cases  cannot  be 
found.  What  is  to  l>e  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  on  the  rest  of  this  discus- 
sion ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth,  who  seems  to  direct  the  pro- 
ceedings— he  directs  the  Chair  ;  hedinrts 
the  (Jovcrnnient,  and  he  would  like  vcrv 
much  to  dire(rt  us 


Mr.  T.  M.  Ilcaly 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    The  day  has 

gone  by  when  I  used  to. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  can  re- 
member the  time  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  in  very  different 
relations,  and  when  he  was  a  suppliant 
for  favours.  But  I  do  not  see  that  that 
is  relevant  to  the  Amendment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  suggesta  to 
the  Government  that  they  .should  refuse 
any  Amendment  which  we  propose — 
however  reasonable  it  is,  and  however 
impossible  it  may  be  to  find  any  objection 
to  it — on  the  ground  that  if  they  accept 
our  Amendments  we  shall  devote  our- 
selves to  proposing  a  perfectly  idiotic 
series  of  Amendments  such  as  the  hou. 
and  learned  Member  suggested.  We  are 
not  going  to  do  anything  of  the  sort,  and 
we  are  not  going  to  take  his  advice.  But 
I  do  ask  the  Government,  if  they  wish 
to  help  us  to  bring  this  discussion  to  a 
close,  at  all  events  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment to  which  their  own  side  sees  no 
objection,  and  which  we  have  seriously 
pressed  upon  them. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  not  suppose 
they  had  such  short  memories  as  to 
believe  that  the  acceptance  of  Amend- 
ments would  help  to  bring  the  discuBsiou 
to  a  close.  They  knew,  on  the  contrary, 
that  the  acceptance  of  Amendments  last 
year  was  usetl  by  the  Opposition  as  a 
justification  for  obstruction  and  a  reason 
lor  moving  further  Amendments.  He 
therefore  warned  the  Government  to  be 
very  careful  how  they  accepted  any 
Amendment,  because  undoubtedly  it 
would  imnicdiatoly  be  used — no  matter 
how  devoid  of  merits  the  Amendment 
might  be — by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  those  who  followed  him  as  an  argu- 
ment for  justifying  prolonged  Debate 
and  indulging  in  further  obstruction. 
The  oidy  right  the  tenant  would  have 
under  the  paragraph  of  the  clause  to 
which  exception  was  taken  by  the  Oppo- 
sition was  to  petition  the  arbitrators,  and 
the  powers  of  determining  what  shouhi 
be  done  remained  with  the  arbitrators, 
and  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  insert 
words  which  might  afterwards  have  the 
cllect  of  inlii<Ming  hardship  by  exclusion. 
The  right  hon.  (icntleman  had  stated 
llijit  cases  had  been  cited  in  wliiidi  the 
rot'nsal  of  this  Amendment  >vould  infliet 
hardship  on  the  landlords,  but  he  did  not 
remember   a   solitary    case    being    cited. 


\ 
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Although  it  was  true  that  breaches  of 
the  statutory  eonditions  of  the  Act  of 
1881  had  been  rare,  there  were  cases  in 
which  the  insertion  of  the  words  of  the 
Amendment  might  inflict  serious  hard- 
ship on  the  tenant.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy),  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  had  spoken  not  merely  for 
himself,  but,  as  far  as  he  was  aware, 
the  opinion  of  all  the  Irish  Members. 
The  third  of  the  statutory  conditions  of 
the  Act  of  1881  stated  that  a  tenant 
should 

•*  not  erect  on  his  holding  any  dwelling-house 
otherwise  than  in  substitution  for  those  already 
on  the  holding  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
this  Act " 

• 

Would  the  Committee  observe  that  under 
this  statutory  condition,  if  a  tenant 
had  at  any  time  during  the  late  struggle 
allowed  an  outhouse  to  be  used 
as  a  shelter  for  his  homeless 
neighbour,  or  allowed  a  hut  of 
any  kind  to  be  erected  on  his  farm  to 
shelter  men,  women,  and  children  who 
liad  been  evicted,  that  man  would  have 
been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  statutory 
conditions,  and  for  that  breach  could  be 
evicted  ?  Would  the  Committee  say — 
would  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  say  that  that  man  should  be 
denied  the  right  to  petition  the  arbi- 
trators ?  He  respectfully  submitted  that 
if  that  man  were  evicted  for  such  an 
act  he  should  not  be  shut  out  from  the 
benefits  of  this  Bill.  There  was  also 
another  case.  It  was  a  breach  of  the 
statutory  conditions  to  cut  turf  except 
what  was  required  for  the  use  of  the 
holding,  and  on  such  a  trumpery  ques- 
tion as  that  a  tenant  might  he  evicted 
for  a  breach  of  the  statutory  conditions. 
Would  anyone  contend  that  he  ought  to 
be  shut  out?  A  tenant  evicted  for  a 
breach  of  the  statutory  conditions  lost 
his  right  to  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance, and  the  sale  of  his  tenancy  was 
not  of  any  u^o  to  him.  Sucii  a  man 
would  have  sutiered  a  grievous  hardship, 
and  he  thought  he  had  made  it  clear  that 
in  such  a  case  a  tenant  should  be  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  the  Bill. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  VVcst  Birmingham 
had  very  justly  observed  that  they  h:ul 
been  discussing  this  matter  for  ^^ovc^ll 
hours.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
would  bQ  admitted  that  the  Government 


had  already  stated  their  views  in  regard 
to  the  Amendment,  so  that  it  was 
unnecessary  to  repeat  them.  It 
had  been  stated  that  the  Amendment 
could  do  no  harm,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  could  do  no  good.  That 
being  so,  the  Government  were  happy 
to  have  a  rock  upon  which  to  build 
themselves  in  the  concluding  words  of 
the  13 til  section  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1891,  which  were  derived  from  the 
highest  authority,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  unwise  if  they  were 
to  depart  from  a  precedent  of  that 
kind,  especially  when  fortified  by  the 
good  reasons  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry. 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  failed  to  see  how  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  had  fortified  the 
caseof  the  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
had  told  the  Committee  there  were  certain 
breaches  of  the  statutory  conditions,  such 
as  sheltering  a  homeless  family  in  an 
outhouse  or  cutting  turf  from  a  bog, 
which  would  justify  the  landlord  in  ex- 
pelling a  tenant,  and  that  a  tenant  so  ex- 
pelled clearly  belonged  to  that  class 
whom  this  Bill  was  intended  to  benefit. 
As  his  hon.  and  learned  PViend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University  had  pointed 
out,  the  existing  land  legislation  in  Ire- 
land had  made  ample  provision  against 
any  technical  abuse  of  these  statutory 
conditions  by  the  landlord,  and  such  cases 
as  had  been  suggested  could  not  possibly 
arise.  Bv  their  own  confession  the  Go- 
vernment  had  said  that  they  did  not 
mean  the  Bill  to  extend  to  that  class  of 
tenants  who  had  committed  such  breaches 
of  the  statutorv  conditions  as  to  cause 
the  landlord  to  expel  them.  If  that  was 
their  intention  it  should  be  expressed  on 
the  face  of  the  Bill.  The  Government, 
they  had  always  known,  trusted  to  the 
votes  of  the  Irish  Members  below  the 
Gangway  for  carrying  through  their 
Parliamentary  programme.  It  now  ap- 
peared they  not  only  trusted  to  their 
votes,  but  to  their  arguments,  leaving  the 
whole  burden  of  supporting  the  Bill  to 
the  gentlemen  from  Ireland,  not  only  in 
the  Lobby,  but  in  debate.  No  one 
recognised  more  genuinely  than  he  the 
«(rcat  ability  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Iverrv,  but  he  did  not  think  that  hon. 
(ieutleman  succeeded  in  dealing  with  this 
(piestion,  and  he  would  express  the  hope 
even  now  that  they  might  have  from  the 
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of  that  sort  to  say  that  at  the  end  of  12 
or  13  years  the  old  tenant  was  to  be 
allowed  to  return  and  say  to  the  landlord, 
"  I  have  a  right  to  be  reinstated."  Another 
class  of  case  was  that  of  the  middleman, 
who,  under  the  eighth  section  of  the  Act 
of  1887,  had  the  right  to  surrender  his 
holding  when  the  rent  he  paid  the  land- 
lord was  greater  than  the  rent  paid  by 
the  tenants  to  him.  This  was  a  case 
which  had  occurred  more  than  once.  In 
such  a  case  where  the  middleman  had 
actually  given  up  the  land  to  the  landlord 
and  the  landlord  had  resumed  possession 
should  the  middleman  be  allowed  the 
benefit  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ? 
Thirdly,  there  was  the  case  where  the 
tenant's  house  being  burnt,  or  "  rendered 
incapable  of  beneficial  enjoyment,"  he 
could,  under  the  Act  of  1860,  surrender 
the  holding.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Government  intended  that  these 
cases,  or  any  of  tliero,  should  come  within 
the  purview  of  the  Bill,  bearing  in  mind 
that  in  each  instance  the  landlord  might 
have  been  in  possession  for  many  years 
and  might  have  incurred  considerable 
expense  ?  He  thought  this  point  ought 
to  be  raised  and  decided  at  the  very  out- 
set, not  only  for  the  guidance  of  the 
arbitrators,  but  that  unnecessary  costs 
to  the  landlord  hereafter  might  be 
iivoided. 


Government    some    argument    of    their 
own, 

Mr.  ARNOLD .  FORSTER  rose, 
when 

Mr.  J.  MoRLEY  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ^^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question  put,  '^  That  the  Question  'ha 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  175  ; 
Noes  119. — (Division  List,  No.  194.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  131  ; 
Noes  177. — (Division  List,  No.  195.) 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  he  would  move 
to  insert  after  *'  determined,"  in  the  first 
sub-section  of  the  clause,  the  words 
"otherwise  than  by  voluntary  surrender," 
so  that  the  first  part  of  the  clause  would 
read  "  where  the  tenancy  of  a  holding  in 
Ireland  has  been  determined  otherwise 
than  by  voluntary  surrender."  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
consider  the  warning  thrown  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  on  the  last 
Amendment,  and  would  see  no  reason  for 
objecting  to  this  Amendment.  In  the 
discussion  of  that  Amendmeni  it  was 
said  that  there  would  be  cases  of  hard- 
ship if  the  proposal  were  accepted  ;  hut 
it  would  be  impossible  for  cases  of  hard- 
ship to  arise  under  his  Amendment,  which 
would  raise  the  question  whether  the 
caset)f  aman  ivho  had  voluntarily  sur- 
rendered his  holding  to  the  landlord 
should  come  within  the  sub-section  and 
have  the  right  of  reinstatement.  Cases 
in  which  tenancy  had  been  detennined 
by  voluntary  agreement  ought,  he 
thought,  to  be  excluded  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill,  and  no  injustice  would 
be  done  by  such  exclusion.  There  were 
three  classes  of  cases  in  which  there  had 
been  voluntary  surrender.  First,  the 
Jmost  ordinary  case,  in  1880  or  1881,  in 
^vhich  the  tenant  found  his  holding  bur- 
densome— found  that  even  after  he  had 
got  a  fair  rent  fixed  it  did  not  pay  to  re- 
main on  it.  The  tenant  in  this  class  of 
case  had  gone  to  the  landlord  for  reasons 
other  than  high  rent  and  had  said,  "For 
a  certain  sum,"  or  "If  yon  will  forgive 
me  the  arrears  of  rent  1  will  surrender 
the  holding  to  you,"  and  the  land  had 
accordingly  been  surrendered.     In  a  case 

J^Tf  A.  J.  Balfour 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "determined,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  otherwise  than  by  voluntary 
surrender." — (^Mr,  fi\  Keriny,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  it  was  obviously 
important  that  cases  of  hardship  should 
not  be  shut  out  where  th(^  equity  was  in 
favour  of  the  tenant  who  had  ceased  to 
hold  rather  than  that  they  should  exclude 
possible  cases  which  the  arbitrators  might 
deal  with  themselves.  There  must  be 
many  cases  of  great  hardship  in  which 
tenancies  had  been  voluntarily  sur- 
rendered. Let  them  take  the  case  in 
which  a  man  had  for  years  struggled 
against  the  burden  of  an  exorbitant  and 
unjust  rent,  and  at  last  found  it  im- 
possible to  go  on.  No  doubt  it  was  a 
very  awkward  predicament  that  he  was 
in  having  either  to  continue  to  his  ruin 
to  kccj)  up  his  tenancY — his  only  means 
of  livelihood — or  to  give  it  up,  and  no 
doubt  many  people  in  that  position  Tnade 
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what  the  law  would  call  a  "  voliinUiry  " 
siirreuder,  but  what,  in  fact,  was  the 
givinji^  up  of  the  last  plank  of  safety 
because  it  could  no  longer  be  retained. 
Doubtless  many  of  these  tenants  would 
say,  "  I  have  struggled  to  pay  this  unjust 
reut,  and  the  Legislature  has  not  come 
to  my  assistance.  I  am  bound  to  go 
because  my  means  of  raising  the  rent 
are  altogether  exhausted."  There  must 
be  many  such  cases,  and  he  thought  they 
were  eminently  of  a  character  that  ought 
to  be  brought  within  the  purview  of  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  The  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  the  case  of  the  middleman 
— not  a  common  one — tbe  case  of  the 
man  who  availed  himself  of  the  means 
afforded  by  the  Act  of  1860  to  get  rid 
of  what  was  to  him  a  damnosn  htpreditasy 
from  the  fact  that  he  was  paying  a  larger 
rent  to  the  landlord  than  he  received  from 
those  actually  occupying  the  land.  There 
might  be  cases  of  the  kind,  but  could  the 
Committee  imagine  such  a  man  desiring 
to  get  the  land  back  again  ?  At  any 
rate,  the  introduction  of  the  words  of  the 
Amendment  into  the  Bill  would  of 
necessity  exclude  numerous  cases  in 
which  no  one,  considering  the  actual 
circumstances,  would  wish  to  exclude 
the  claimants.  That  would  be  against 
what  the  Government  had  already  said, 
and  there  were  special  reasons  why  the 
Amendment  could  not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  the  Attorney  General  had  practi- 
cally stated  that  a  tenant  who  had  sur- 
rendered his  holding  years  ago  on  account 
of  what  was  presumed  to  be  exorbitant 
rent  would  come  within  tbe  purview  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  had  assumed  that  it 
would  be  the  task  of  the  arbitrators  to 
inquire  into  all  the  various  difRcultics 
under  which  the  tenant  laboured  and  was 
unable  to  pay  his  rent.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten that  the  Chief  Secretary  had  told 
them  that  the  lal>ours  of  the  arbitration 
would  be  companitivcly  short,  and  that 
they  would  deal  with  the  cases  in  groups. 
He  (Mr.  Macartney)  couhl  not  imagine 
how  tbe  case  set  up  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  the  Committee  as 
a  reason  for  opposing  the  Amendment 
was  to  be  sustained,  be(;ausc  it  was 
evident  that  if  the  tribunal  wore  to  con- 
sider the  case  of  the  tenant  who  had 
surrendered  by  reason  of  any  exorbitant 
rent^  it  would  hnvc  to  go  into  an  Inquiry, 


compared  to  which  the  function  of  the 
Land  Commission  would  be  a  trifle.  He 
observed  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman— indeed,  everybody  on  the  Front 
Bench — arrogated  to  themselves  the  right 
of  setting  up  any  number  of  supposititious 
cases  against  every  Amendment  ;  but  if 
a  possible  case  were  mentioned  by  their 
opponents  they  objected.  As  to  the 
case  suggested  by  the  Attorney  General, 
no  one  had  imagined  during  the  First  or 
Second  Reading  that  such  a  case  would 
come  under  the  Bill. 

Mk.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
exclude  from  the  benefits  of  the  Bill  a 
class  of  deserving  tenants  to  whom  the 
sympathy  of  the  Committee  ought  to  be 
extended. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
some  fresh  light  would  be  thrown  upon 
this  matter.  It  now  appeared,  from  the 
statement  of  the  Attornev  General,  that 
the  Government  meant  to  benefit  tenants 
who  had  volunlArilv  surrendered  their 
holdings,  perhaps  many  years  ago.  That 
announcement  was  calculated  to  make 
the  Committee  pause.  The  Bill  was 
introduced  with  the  object  of  removing 
what  was  alleged  to  be  a  social  difficulty 
in  Ireland,  and  that  object  was  to  be 
effected  by  facilitating  the  reinstatement 
of  evicted  teiuints  in  the  holdings  they 
formerly  occupied.  He  disapproved 
strongly  of  any  such  plan,  and  thought 
that  persons  who  had  been  evicted, 
especially  those  who  had  been  evicted 
for  causes  within  their  own  control, 
ought  not  to  receive  boons  under 
Acts  of  Parliament.  Their  position 
would  then  serve  as  a  useful  object- 
lesson  to  other  tenants.  This  plan,  of 
which  he  disapproved,  but  which  had 
been  sanctioned  by  the  House  by  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  it  was  now 
proposed  to  extend,  and  other  than 
evicted  tenants  were  to  be  benefited. 
The  financial  provision  made  in  the  Bill 
must  be  insufficient  to  meet  the  addi- 
tional demands  that  would  be  made  upon 
the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  arbi- 
trators. He  acquitted  the  Government 
of  having  sought  to  deceive,  nevertheless 
the  Bill,  in  the  circumstances  which  had 
now  developed,  was  a  fraud  upon  Parlia- 
ment, He  feared  that  unless  this 
Amendment  were  agreed  to  demands 
would  be  made  before  long  upon  the 
British    taxpayer   for   additional    funds. 
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Against  anj  such  demands  ho  should 
protest  in  tho  name  of  his  constituents, 
lie  should  not  be  deterred  from  fulfilling 
what  he  believed  to  bo  his  duty  to  his 
constituents  by  the  interruptions  of  anj 
gentleman  who  combined  disorder  with 
discourtesy. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  144  ; 
Noes  190.— (Division  List,  No.  196.) 

Viscount  WOLMER  moved  an 
Amendment  which  he  said  had  the  object 
of  excluding  from  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
cases  in  which  the  tenant's  interest  had 
iKJcn  purchased  by  the  landlord.  That 
class  of  cases  would  include  tho  case  of  a 
tenant  who,  having  no  dispute  with  his 
landlord,  got  into  difficulties  with  a 
creditor.  In  such  a  caso  the  landlord 
might  purchase  the  tenant's  interest. 
Again,  a  tenant  might  choose  to  vacate 
his  holding,  and  put  his  tenant-right  up 
to  auction,  when  it  might  bo  bought  by 
the  landlord.  He  could  not  see  how  it 
could  1)0  said  to  be  justice  to  reinstate  a 
man  in  such  circumstances. 

• 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  after  the  word  "  determined,"  to  insert 
the  words  "otherwise  than  on  a  pur- 
(rhaso  by  tho  landlord  of  the  tenant's 
interest." — (  llsrouNt  fVoimer,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

SiK  R.  T.  REIDsaid,  his  noble  Friend 
wished  to  provide  that  wherever  there 
was  a  purelmse  by  the  landlord  of  the 
tenant's  interest  no  relief  should  be 
given.  In  answer  to  that,  he  would  only 
refer  to  the  ease  of  a  landlord  [>roceeding 
by^*. /«.,  and  putting  the  tenancy  up  to 
auction  and  buying  it  for  an  old  song.  It 
was  quite  impossible  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mk.  a.  ,J.  HALFOUR  said,  the  lion. 

and  learned  G(Mitlennin  took   the  case  of 

a  tenancy  sold  for  a  nominal  sum  under  a 

Ji*Jtt,     VVliy  was  it  sold   for  a  nominal 


sum 


V 


SiK  R.  T.  RKID  :  Reca-ise  there  is 
no  competition. 

Mu.  A.J.  BALFOUR  :  Why  is  there 
no  (jonipctition  r 

SiK  R.  T.  RKID  made  an  observation 
which  did  not  reaeh  the  Reporters' 
Gallery. 

Mk.'A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  An  admira- 
ble answer  !     A    tra<lesman   sells    up    a 

Mr,  J.  Lmcther 
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tenant's  interest,  and  because  the  tenant 
has  combined  with  others  in  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  call 
disapproval  of  the  landlord's  conduct, 
and  has  therefore  deprived  himself  of  his 
interest  in  the  farm,  he  is  to  obtain 
relief  under  this  Bill.  If  the  tenant's 
interest  is  sold  for  a  nominal  sum,  no 
human  being  is  to  be  blamed  except  the 
leaders  of  the  agitation  in  Irelancl.  On 
their  heads  lies  the  blame,  and  out  of 
their  pocket  should  come  the  money.  They 
should  not  come  for  relief  to  thelrishGo- 
vemment  and  to  the  British  taxpayer, 
who  is  the  i)erson  who  stands  behind  the 
Irish  Government.  If  they  choose  to  take 
this  course  in  the  exercise  of  what  thej 
conceive  to  be  their  public  duty,  let  them 
bear  the  cost  and  let  them  not  come 
down  to  this  House  and  ask  us  to  bear 
the  cost.  We  have  been  engaged  for 
some  time  in  trying  to  make  this  Bill 
consistent  with  the  Orders  of  the  House. 
It  was  laid  down  by  the  Chairman,  and 
I  think  he  has  not  been  contradicted  by 
any  other  authority,  that  at  the  present 
moment  the  Bill  is  not  in  Order,  and  that 
either  by  altering  the  title  or  altering 
the  Bill  it  is  absolutely  necessary  it 
should  be  brought  into  Order.  We  have 
been  trying  to  make  the  substance  of  the 
Bill  conform  to  the  title.  I  believe  the 
Government  prefer  to  make  the  title 
(;onform  to  the  Bill.  I  am  curious  to 
know  what  the  new  title  of  the  Bill  is  to 
be,  and  I  ask  the  Government  to  tell  us, 
before  we  ])roceed  with  these  Amend- 
ments, how  they  propose  to  make  the 
title  accord  with  the  Bill  ?  They  have 
deliberately  refused  to  accept  our  Amend- 
ments, excluding  voluntary  surrenders, 
and  excluding  purchase  and  all  the  rest 
of  it,  and  I  wish  to  know  what  form  of 
words  they  propose  to  introduce  into  the 
title  so  as  to  bring  the  measure  into  con- 
formity with  the  Standing  Orders  of  tho 
House  ?  They  have  had  a  whole  night 
and  a  whole  day  to  think  of  it,  and  they 
might  possibly  shorten  the  discussion  by 
making  an  announcement.  At  all  events, 
we  have  a  right  to  know  what  is  the  title 
their  injrenuity  suggests  for  ado<[uatelv 
covering  the  provisions  of  their  own 
measure. 

•Mn.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  quite 
understood  why  the  (iovernment  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  and  if  he 
held  their  views  he  should  resist  it. 
The  Solicitor  CJeneral   had  talked  alK)ut 
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Members  introducing  all  sorts  of  absurd 
exemptions.  He  would  advise  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  not  to  lose  his  temper 
so  earlj,  and  not  to  indulge  in  language 
of  that  kind,  because,  after  all,  what 
Members  of  the  Opposition  had  been 
doing  since  the  Debate  commenced  had 
been  trying  to  keep  the  Bill  within  the 
lines  of  its  title.  Of  course,  if  this 
Amendment  were  carried  one-half  of  the 
evicted  tenants  in  Ireland  would  not 
have  any  ground  whatever  for  going 
into  the  Court,  and  this  was  the  real 
reason  why  the  Government  ought  to 
oppose  the  Amendment.  Nearly  all 
these  men  were  trespassers,  and  therefore 
if  the  Amendment  were  carried  they  would 
be  put  out  of  court.  As  to  the  value  of 
tenant-right,  the  real  reason  why  the  land- 
lord was  able  to  buy  the  tenant's  interest  for 
an  old  song  was  that  the  authors  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  who  had  brought 
about  these  evictions  for  political  pur- 
poses, would  not  allow  the  competitive 
value  of  the  interest  to  be  obtained  in 
the  open  market.  The  proof  of  this 
was  that,  whenever  tenant-right  was 
sold  outside  the  area  of  the  agitation  it 
fetched  a  fancy  price.  In  the  province  of 
Ulster  as  much  as  £20  an  acre  was 
sometimes  obtained  for  tenant-right,  and 
it  had  been  given  in  evidence  upstairs 
that  £40  an  acre  ha<l  been  obtained  for  it. 
Grontlemen  opposite  having  rendered 
nagatory  the  free  sale  clauses  of  the 
Land  Act^  and  having  thus  robbed  the 
tenants  of  their  interest,  asked  Parlia- 
ment to  end  their  work  and  to  put  the 
tenants  in  the  same  position  as  that  which 
they  occupied  before  those  hon.  Members 
interfered. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  that 
no  one  could  listen  to  any  speech  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  without  being  convinced 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  able  to 
give  the  Solicitor  General  any  lessons  in 
the  art  of  keeping  one's  temper.  As  to 
the  inquiry  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  respecting  the  title  of  the  Bill, 
he  (Mr  Sexton)  had  never  yet  heard 
that  a  discussion  in  Committee  on  the 
clauses  of  a  Bill  could  bo  interrupted  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  the  title.  The 
time  to  amend  the  title  would  not  be 
reached  until  the  completion  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committf^e.  The  right 
hon.   Gentleman    (Mr.   A.   J.    Balfour) 


was  six  years  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  in  that  time  he  might 
have  learnt  that  tradesmen  in  Ireland 
did  not  pursue  the  tenants  by  means 
of  writs  of  fieri  facias.  The 
cases  in  which  they  did  so  were  ex- 
tremely rare.  A  man  in  Ireland  had  to 
arrange  with  his  creditors  as  he  had  to 
do  with  his  landlord,  the  only  dif- 
ference being  that  while  the  creditor 
was  willing  to  accept  fa^r  terms  the 
landlord  was  not.  As  to  the  question 
why  landlords  were  able  to  buy  tenants' 
interests  for  a  small  price,  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
thought  he  improved  his  argument  by 
proving  the  high  value  of  the  tenani- 
right.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  high 
value  of  the  tenant-right  proved  the 
universality  of  the  detestation  in  which 
the  landlord's  conduct  was  held  by  the 
community.  It  was  because  the  com- 
munity was  convinced  that  the  landlord's 
conduct  had  been  cruel  and  exacting  that 
people  refuse<l  to  enter  into  competition 
with  him.  These  cases  had  arisen  before 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  came  into  ex- 
istence, and  people  so  execrated  the  land- 
lords who  sold  the  tenant-right  that 
nobody  would  have  any  part  in  the  sale 
except  the  landlord.  The  tenant,  there- 
fore, suffered  as  great  a  hardship  as  if  he 
had  l)een  evicted. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Government  are  going 
to  take  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton)  as  their  universal  provider  of 
answers.  I  put  to  them  a  question,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  has  decided 
that  this  is  not  the  proper  time  to  answer  it. 
I  cannot  agree  with  him  in  that  respect. 
We  had  a  promise  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  J.  Morley)  last  night  that  we 
should  have  an  annonncement,  not  to- 
day, bnt  soon,  on  a  h^ubjeet  which  is  of 
some  interest.  With  regard  to  the  argu- 
ment the  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  ad- 
dressed to  us,  he  has,  after  all,  confirmed 
all  1  said  to  the  Committee  except 
that  we  still  (litfer  on  the  question  whe- 
ther tradesmen  proceed  by  writ  of  fi*f(i* 
or  not.  I  say  that  such  cases  are  not  so 
few  in  nimiber  as  to  be  unworthy  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  at  all  denied  that  the 
absence  of  value  in  tenant-right  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  than  Ulster  is  due  to 
what  amounts  to  the  general  conspiracy 
which  prevails  in  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
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I  accept  that  statement  from  so  high  an 
authority.  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
a  more  extraordinary  way  of  showing 
disapproval  of  the  landlord's  conduct  than 
that  of  allowing  him  to  purchase  the 
tenant's  interest  for  almost  nothing  and 
refusing  to  let  the  tenant  sell  his  interest 
for  what  it  is  worth  I  n*»ver  heard  of. 
Nothing  equals  it  except  the  burning  of 
the  Irish  banker's  notes  in  order  to 
show  disapproval  of  the  Irish  banker's 
politics. 

Mu.  SEXTON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  appear  to  see  that  if 
people  had  competed  with  the  landlord 
for  the  purchase  of  the  tenant-right  they 
would  have  allowed  him  to  receive  an 
unjust  rent. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  :  I  rose  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry,  but  gave  way  to 
him.  I  will  communicate  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  said.  I  think  he  will  be  in  the 
House  before  long.  Probably,  under 
these  circumstances,  we  shall  now  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divideil  : — Ayes  143  ; 
Noes  198.— (Division  List,  No.  197.) 

Mr.  BARTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Ameud- 
meat  he  had  now  to  move,  and  he  did 
not  see  on  what  ground  they  could  reject 
it.  It  was  after  the  word  '*  determined," 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  otherwise  than  in  pursuance  of  an  order  of  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  where  a 
Receiver  has  been  appoiiite<l." 

In  the  case  of  an  estate  managed 
by  the  Land  Judge  in  the  interests 
of  mortgages  the  Judge  would  have 
to  consider  before  making  an  order 
of  ejectment  whether  it  was  right  and 
proper  to  do  so.  It  was  a  distinc^t  rule 
in  the  Land  Judge's  Court  that  a  receiver 
might  not  bring  an  action  of  ejectment 
except  practically  in  open  court.  He  put 
it  to  th:i  Coniniittcc  whether  a  man  ejected 
under  these  circumstances  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  claim  the  right  of  reinstate- 
ment and  thus  override  the  judgment  of 
the  Court.  Such  a  case  could  not  be  a 
case  of  unjust  rent  or  a  case  in  which  a 
landlord  had  exercised  a  discretion  im- 
prudently or  unreasonably,  bc<*ause  in- 
justice could  be  prevented  in  more  ways 
than  one.  Was  the  Committee  prepared 
to  ]>ring  about  a  conflict  of  jurisdiction, 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 


as  it  might  do  if  it  refused  to  adopt  this 
Amendment,  between  the  High  Court  and 
the  new  tribunal  to  be  set  up  under  this 
Bill  ?  This  was  amatter  which  the  Govern- 
meut  ought  to  take  into  consideration. 
He  would  ask  them  to  consider  the 
case  of  an  infant,  say,  a  girl  of  eight 
or  10  years,  whose  estate  was  being 
administered  and  in  which  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  have  full  discretion. 
If  that  was  so,  was  it  fair  or  rieasouable 
in  such  cases  as  these  to  override  the 
orders  of  Judges  of  the  High  Court  ? 
He  asked  the  Government  to  consider  the 
interests  of  persons  who  were  well 
deserving  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Surely  the  Committee  was  not  going  to 
raise  up  this  conflict  of  jurisdiction,  and 
he  appealed  to  the  Government  to  give 
their  serious  consideration  to  this  impor- 
tant point  of  the  arbitrators  overriding 
the  High  Court. 

Amendment  proposed,  io  page  1,  line 
6,  after  the  word  "  determined,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"otherwise  than  in  pursuance  of  an  order  of 
a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Juntice  where  a 
Receiver  has  been  appointed  by  the  High  Court.' 
— (J#/*.  Ihirfon.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  whether 
Mr.  Justice  Monroe,  of  the  Land  Court, 
who  had  charge  of  1,400  estates,  includ- 
ing a  large  number  of  tenants,  was  to 
have  his  decisions  set  aside  by  Mr. 
Fottrell  and  Mr.  Greer  ?  He  invited 
the  Committee  to  take  in  illustration 
the  case  of  a  tenant  who,  in  spite  of 
the  reduction  of  rent  and  the  forgiving 
and  wi ping-out  of  arrears,  had  been 
turned  out  bv  the  Judi^e's  order. 
That  occurred  very  frequently  indeed. 
What  did  the  Bill  propose?  It  proposed 
that  these  arbitrators  should  override  Mr. 
Justice  Monroe.  Surely  the  Govern- 
ment wore  not  in  earnest  in  making  so 
monstrous  a  ]>n)pos!il.  Where  would 
they,  after  this,  get  new  tenants  to  take 
thet^e  faniis  if  the  arbitrators  were  to 
override  the  orders  of  the  Judges  armed 
with  authority  by  Parliament  ?  He  be- 
lieved thev  would  briufj  the  whole 
machinerv  of  the  I^and  Judj^es  Court  to  a 
standstill.  Surely  the  (lovernment,  even 
in  their  enthusiasm  for  reinstating  evicted 
tenants,  could  not  propose  to  override 
the   decision    of   a  Judije   of   the  Hi^h 
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Court.  It  was  one  thing  to  deal  witli 
Lord  Claiiriearde ;  it  was  another  thing 
to  deal  with  Mr.  Justice  Monroe  and  in- 
terfere with  his  work  as  a  Judge. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Mr. 
Melior,  I  see  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
her  for  Louth  in  his  place,  and  I  desire 
to  make  a  personal  explanation  of  some 
words  which  I  used  with  regard  to  him 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening.  In 
answer  to  an  interruption  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  I  said 
that  the  time  was  past  when  he  was  a 
suppliant  for  favours,  or  something  to 
that  effect.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  of  opinion  that  these  words  of 
mine  maj  be  misconstrued,  and  that  a 
meaning  may  be  attached  to  them  which 
I  certtiiulj  did  not  intend  to  convey. 
Therefore,  I  ask  the  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  say  that  I  did  not  intend  to 
impute  to  him  that  he  would  have 
accepteil  favours  which  it  would  be  dis- 
honourable for  him  to  accept.  I  will 
only  add  that,  although  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  and  myself  have  been 
bitterly  opposed  to  each  other,  I  never 
thought  of  attributing  to  him  anything 
of  a  dishonourable  character. 

•Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  admit  ray 
remark  was  of  a  provocative  character, 
and  I  also  desire  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  CARSON,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  asked  whether  it  was  pro- 
posed by  Government  to  give  these  tem- 
porary conBscators  practical  power  to 
turn  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  out  of 
property  he  was  administering  either  for 
the  benefit  of  creditors,  minors,  or  other 
persons  whose  interests  he  was  bound 
to  protect  ?  That  was  practically  what 
they  were  going  to  do,  and  it  would 
create  serious  conflict  between  the  arbi- 
trators and  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court.  Where  tenants  had  been  turned 
out  for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  the 
property  was  sold,  the  Land  Court  Act 
gave  a  guarantee  to  the  purchaser  that 
the  land  was  only  subject  to  the  particu- 
lar tenancies  mentioned.  That  was  pro- 
vided by  the  61st  section.  The  tribunal 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  override 
gave  what  was  known  in  Ireland  as  the 
guarantee  of  a  Parliamentary  title.  The 
unfortunate  purchaser  of  12  or  13  years 
ago,  who  knew  nothing  of  the  factn, 
would  now,  under  this  Bill,  be  turned 
out  in  favour  of  a  tenant  who  might  have 


been  evicted  two  or  three  years  before  he 
purchased  the  property  through  the  En- 
cumbered Estates  Court.  Such  a  thing 
was  absolutely  ridiculous.  It  would  turn 
topsy-turvy  all  the  rights  of  property  in 
Ireland,  and  would  be  practically  repeal- 
ing all  the  guarantees  which  had  been 
given. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  agreed  that 
it  was  ridiculous.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  took  a  case  which  no 
rational  being  would  entertain,  an  ex- 
treme which  he  himself  said  was 
ridiculous.  They  should  consider  what 
they  were  coming  to.  They  were  ex- 
hausting themselves  in  finding  these 
ridiculous  cases.  Let  them  take  care 
they  did  not  lay  down  rules  for  the  arbi- 
trators which  would  be  supremely  ridi- 
culous. There  must  be  a  prima  facie 
case  for  reinstatement  shown. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  do  not  know  what 
aprimajacie  case  is. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  there  were  Mem- 
bers present  in  the  House  who  did,  and 
it  scarcely  mattered  whether  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  understood 
what  a  prima  facie  case  was  or  not.  In 
all  arbitrations  there  was  risk  of  error. 
The  Amendment  would  lead  to  no  satis- 
factory result,  and  it  was  merely  an 
attempt  to  insult  the  arbitrators  before- 
hand. If  they  were  going  to  have  a 
Second  Reading  Debate  upon  every 
Amendment  that  was  moved  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  it  would  be  impossible 
ever  to  get  through  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  confessed 
that  he  was  lost  in  admiration  at  the 
number  of  new  and  extraordinary  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  laid  down  for  the 
Committee  by  the  great  luminary  at  the 
nead  of  the  English  Bar.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  now  said  that 
they  were  going  to  sot  up  a  most  extra- 
ordinary tribunal,  something  between  an 
Inquisition  and  a  Vehmgerichte,  which 
was  to  sit  in  secret  and  deal  with  the 
property  of  the  hmdlords  in  Ireland,  and 
indirectly  with  the  lives  and  interests  of 
a  great  number  of  the  tenants.  Because 
it  had  these  extraordinary  powers,  the 
Attorney  General  said  that  was  a  reason 
why  the  Committee  ought  to  trust  it  en- 
tirely. Then  why  on  earth  should  they 
give  the  arbitrators  any  instructions  at 
all  ?  To  do  so  was  a  most  unreasonable 
interference  with  the  liberty  that  ought 
to  be  accorded  to  the  most  extraordinarv 
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tribunal  ever  created  by  an  English  Go- 
vernment. Not  one  single  Amendment 
which  had  been  proposed  had  been 
objected  to  on  its  merits,  neither  had  it 
been  shown  that  any  evil  would  have 
resulted  from  assenting  to  it,  and  the 
Government  had  gone  as  far  as  to  admit 
that  in  some  cases  injustice  or  mistakes 
might  possibly  be  prevented  by  accept- 
ing them.  Why,  tiieu,  did  the  Govern- 
ment refuse  to  improve  the  Bill,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  conciliate  the  Opposition 
by  adopting  Amendments  which  they 
admitted  coidd  by  no  possibility  do 
harm  ?  It  must  be  1>ecause  in  this  matter 
the  Government  were  not  their  own 
masters,  and  they  had  in  all  these  cases 
to  look  to  the  other  side  of  the  House  for 
reasons  why  an  English  Government 
should  refuse  to  accept  Amendments  of 
this  character.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  this  certainly  was  not  a  usual  or  a 
fair  way  of  discussing  the  details  of  so 
important  a  measure  as  this. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  he  did 
not  understand  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
reference  to  the  position  of  the  English 
Government. 

Mu.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  mean  the 
predominant  partner. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  if  the 
predominant  partner  had  done  its  duty  by 
Jreland  years  and  generations  ago  this 
Bill  would  not  have  been  necessary.  He 
made  no  concealment  upon  that  point  ; 
he  was  always  delighted  when  Irish 
Members  below  the  Gangway  favoured 
the  House  with  their  views  and  opinions 
on  these  questions.  The  faults  in  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  were  due  to  the  House 
taking  the  very  course  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  now  invited  to  take.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  asked  why  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  attempt  to  conciliate  the 
Opposition  ;  but  the  House  was  well 
acquainted  with  the  amount  of  concilia- 
tion that  existed  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition  in  moving  Amendments  to 
this  Bill.  He  quite  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  as  to  the  inexpediency  of 
having  a  Second  Reading  on  every  clause 
and  section  in  the  Bill.  Would  any 
Member  of  the  Opposition  get  u])  and 
say  that  any  of  the  Amendments  dis- 
cussed that  night  had  ))een  designed  to 
improve  the  Bill  ?  There  would  be  no 
end  to  the  discussion  if  the  Committee 
were  going  to  impose  on  the  arbitrators 
every  kind  of  restriction   in  cases  wbich 
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it  was  absolutely  certain  they  would 
never  have  to  deal  with  it.  It  could  not 
be  done,  and,  moreover,  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  try. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was 
evident  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
did  not  intend  to  answer  the  arguments 
that  had  been  adduced  in  support  of  the 
Amendment,  and,  therefore,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  in  making  personal 
recriminations  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  endeavouring  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Committee  unnecessarily.  The  hou. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  had,  bow- 
ever,  attempted  to  answer  the  argu- 
ments whicli  had  been  put  forward  in 
support  of  the  Amendment,  and  he  would 
do  his  best  as  briefly  as  he  could  to  deal 
with  the  extraordinary  assertions  which 
lay  at  the  bottom  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  contention.  The 
arbitrators  by  the  Bill  were  to  take  into 
consideration  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  evictions  took  place.  If  cir- 
cumstances of  the  district  pointed,  in  the 
opinion  of  those  three  gentlemen,  to  the 
advisability  of  reinstating  the  tenant 
evicted  by  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
what  was  there  to  prevent  them  acting 
upon  the  prima  facie  case  put  forward  ? 
Why  should  they  not  consider  the  reasons 
the  Land  Court  Judge  had  for  ordering 
evictions  ?  While  the  Bill  said  that  the 
arbitrators  were  to  consider  n  prima  facie 
case,  it  compelled  them  to  leave  out  of 
ac(!Ouut  considerations  which  the  Go- 
vernment told  the  Committee  in  debate 
ought  to  govern  them.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  ar])iti-ators  would  be 
obliged,  by  the  very  title  under  which 
they  held  office,  to  do  'what  they  might 
think  was  a  gross  injustice  upon  in- 
dividuals and  a  great  violation  of  the 
practice  to  whiidi  Parliament  had  in  the 
most  deliberate  manner  given  its  sanction. 
If  the  Government  rejected  this  Amend- 
ment without  further  debate  it  would 
prove  that  they  regarded  all  debate  as 
intrinsically  evil,  and  that  the  sooner  they 
brought  it  to  an  end  by  legitimate  or 
illegitimate  means  the  better  for  them 
and  for  their  Bill. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
brought  forward  two  arguments  in  sup- 
port of  Amendments,  first  upon  cases  in 
whicdi  the  I^ord  Chancellor  could  ex- 
ercise his  jurisdi(!tion,  and  secondly  with 
regard  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
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the  arbitrators  might  think  it  advisable  to 
take  action.  He  should  like  to  ask  wliy 
under  this  Bill  the  Judge  of  the  Lauded 
Estates  Court  should  be  put  iu  au  ex- 
ceptional position  as  compared  with  any 
Judge  who  exercised  his  functions  with 
regard  to  any  other  Act  he  had  to  ad- 
minister ?  This  Bill  was  brought  forward 
for  a  temporary  purpose  only  ;  it  was  to 
be  in  operation  for  a  period  of  three  years 
from  the  date  of  its  coming  into  operation, 
and  was  introduced  in  respect  of  a  view 
of  things  that  was  not  within  the  pur- 
view of  existing  legislation.  If  it  was 
intended  to  amend  the  powers  of  the 
Judge  of  the  Landed.  Estates  Court  that 
would  have  been  done,  but  this  Bill  con- 
templated something  differeut,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  right  that  its  powers 
should  be  extended.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  wording  of  the 
clause  was  such  that  the  arbitrators 
would  be  bound  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  circumstances  of  the  district,  and, 
as  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mau*8  argument,  the  circumstances  of  the 
district  were  sufficient  to  exclude  it  from 
consideration.  As  he  read  the  section 
there  were  three  things  the  arbitrators 
were  to  look  to.  First,  whether  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  district  was  sufficient 
to  warrant  a  re-instatement ;  secondly, 
the  circumstauces  under  which  the  evic- 
tion took  place  ;  and  thirdly,  whether 
there  was  any  other  circumstances  to  be 
considered.  The  arbitrators  might  look 
at  one  or  all  of  these.  The  general  prin- 
ciple was  laid  down  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  narrow  the  class  of  cases  the 
arbitrators  had  to  consider,  and  that  it 
was  better  to  leave  them  with  unfettered 
discretion.  When  that  principle  was  ac- 
ceptedy  and  the  Opposition  still  attempted 
to  get  in  particular  exceptions,  how  was 
it  possible  to  meet  those  attempts  except 
bj  repeating  what  had  been  said  al- 
ready ?  Strong  epithets  had  been  hurled 
against  this  tribunal ;  it  had  been  called 
a  tribunal  of  confiscators,  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  behind  him  preferred  to  call 
it  the  Inquisition,  and,  not  satisfied  with 
that,  called  it  the  Vehmgericht.  But 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  argu- 
ments what  did  they  amount  to  ?  One 
hon.  Member  said  it  was  a  Bill  to  evict 
the  Land  Commissioners,  and  other  said 
it  was  a  Bill  to  go  back  on  the  provisions 
of  the  Settled  Estates  Court  Act  of  1858. 
True,  the  Act  of  1858  guaranteed  titles  ; 


but  they  were  interfered  with  by  the 
Act  of  1881  and  by  the  Act  of  1887, 
passed  by  the  Conservative  Government. 
In  the  face  of  these  facts  it  was  unreason- 
able to  advance  the  arguments  now  used. 
Mr.  BARTON  thought  the  speech 
they  had  just  heard  the  most  remarkable 
they  had  yet  had  in  the  Debate.  The 
Attorney  Grcneral  said  the  arguments 
brought  forward  were  ridiculous  because 
no  tribunal,  and  especially  this  particular 
tribunal,  would  think  of  admitting  these 
cases,  but  now  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  showed  they  were  the  most 
reasonable  cases,  and  the  very  ones  that 
the  tribunal  ought  to  admit.  This 
showed  the  value  of  the  answers  they 
had  received  from  the  Government,  and 
he  would  ask  on  whom  they  were  to 
rely  ;  whether  they  were  to  rely 
upon  the  leading  equity  lawyer  of 
Ireland  or  the  leading  equity  lawyer  of 
England  ?  The  leading  equity  lawyer  in 
Ireland  was  of  opinion  these  cases  ought 
to  be  re-instated  by  Mr.  Piers^Whitc, 
and  the  Attorney  General  said  they  were 
too  ridiculous  to  be  entertained  by  the 
fLrbi  trtt.tor'i 

Mu.  VV  YNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  the 
absurdity  of  the  argument  against  the 
Amendment  could  be  shown  in  a 
single  sentence.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Haddino^ton  (Mr.  Haldane)  had  asked 
them  why  they  should  put  the  Judge  of 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  in  an  excep- 
tional position,  and  in  his  turn  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
why  they  should  put  the  head  of  the 
Court  in  an  exceptional  position,  and 
treat  him  with  less  respect  than  they 
treated  every  new  tenant  ?  Under  the 
Bill  every  new  tenant,  though  he  might 
pay  a  merely  nominal  rent,  though  the 
fact  of  his  occupying  the  holding  might 
produce  in  the  district  almost  civil  war, 
every  tenant  of  that  character  had  a 
right  to  override  the  decision  of  the  head 
of  this  Court. 

Mu.  HALDANE  said,  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  could  put  the  tenant  in 
exactly  the  same  posision  as  any  other 
Court. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  the  argument 
that  it  was  better  to  leave  unfettered 
discretion  could  only  be  used  when  they 
allowed  them  no  discretion  in  the  case  of 
the  1,5()0  tenants.  They  adopted  a 
graduated  scale,  having  the  new  tenant 
at   the   top,   with    the    Landed    Estates 
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conflict  between  the  Judge  who  made  the 
order  for  the  eviction  and  the  arbitrator. 
The  case  they  were  now  setting  up  was 
that  against  Mr.  Justice  Monroe  and  hU 
Court  tliey  were  setting  up  an  appellate 
tribunal  witiiont  any  appeal,  because  the 
Bill  proposed  to  give  uo  appeal  from  this 
Council  of  three.  Possibly,  at  a  later 
stage,  it  might  be  proposed  that  all  three 
of  the  arbitrators  were  uot  to  sit  together, 
and  that  the  order  of  any  two  might  be 
sufficient.  If  that  was  so,  were  they 
coming  to  this  :  that  an  order  signed  by 
Mr.  George  Fottrell  and  Mr.  Greer,  who 
knew  as  little  about  the  law  as  any 
solicitor  he  ever  met — Mr.  White  was 
the  only  lawyer  of  the  three.  [Cric*  of 
"  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Probably  these  two  gen- 
tlemen, Mr.  Fottrell  and  Mr.  Greer, 
might  know  something  about  the  practice 
and  procedure,  but  they  knew  nothing 
about  the  law,  and  they  might  have  Mr, 
Fottrell  and  Mr.  Greer  signing  an  order 
which  would  override  an  order  of  the 
Judge  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court.  He 
therefore  objected  to  including  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  the  class  of  cases  which 
came  within  the  category  to  which  the 
Amendment  referred. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  113  ; 
Noes  171. — (Division  List,  No.  198.) 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next 
Amendment  in  Order  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  hou.  Member  for  Preston. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  have  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  is  uot  in 
Order. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  his 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  the  first  day  of  Mav  1879,"  and  insert 
"the  3 1st  day  of  October  1882."  It 
would  be  seen  that  this  Bill  as  it  stood 
dealt  with  the  case  of  a  tenant  who  hod 
been  absent  from  the  farm  for  so  long  a 
period  as  15  years,  and  yet  it  enabled 
that  tenant  with  the  consent  of  the  arbi- 
trators to  go  back.  It  was  a  distinct 
contravention  of  the  existing  law  of  the 
land.  The  Statute  of  Limitations  at  the 
present  moment  distinctly  laid  down  that 
the  right  of  recovery  should  not  extend 
over  a  period  of  12  years,  yet  in  spite  of 
that  Statute  of  Limitations  the  Bill  ex- 
tended the  iperiod  to  15  years,  and  by 
doing  that  the  Government  were  a<lopt- 


Court     and     the      arbitrators     at     the 
bottom. 

*Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  never  ordered 
these  ejectments  ;  they  were  brought  by 
the  Receiver  without  the  Judge — at  least 
in  civil  bill  ejectments — investigating 
them.  This  was  uot  the  judicial  decision 
of  the  Judge  in  any  way.  If  the  Receiver 
thought  there  was  too  much  rent  due  he 
took  proceedings,  and  if  the  Judge  sanc- 
tioned those  proceedings  he  concurred  as 
a  matter  of  course  ea:  parte.  Yet  in  this 
House  it  was  suggested  that  a  Judge  of 
the  land  had  thoroughly  investigated  all 
these  matters  ;  that  he  had  satisfied  him- 
self judicially — first,  that  the  rent  was 
fair ;  and,  next,  that  it  was  due.  Ho 
said  that  the  entire  suggestion  on  which 
the  Amendment  was  founded  was  wrong  ; 
it  was  a  mere  office  transaction,  without 
the  judicial  mind  of  the  Judge  being 
brought  to  bear  upon  it. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  the  speeches 
they  heard  just  now  from  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Chief  Secretary  showed 
what  they  were  coming  to.  These  gen- 
tlemen, after  listening  to  the  case  made 
by  the  supporters  of  the  Amendment, 
sftid  that  no  rational  being  would  make 
an  order  in  such  cases  as  those  brought 
forward.  If  that  were  so,  if  they  were 
cases  in  which  no  Judge  exercising  a 
judicial  mind  would  make  an  order,  tiien 
why  not  include  them  ?  He  supj)orted 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  upon  the  ground  that 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  would  set  up  an 
appellate  jurisdiction  in  respect  of  the 
orders  made  by  the  Judge  of  the  Lamled 
Estates  Court  ;  there  would  be  a  direct 
conflict  of  jurisdiction  in  cases  in  which 
the  Judge  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
had  made  an  order  for  the  eviction  of  a 
tenant.  The  hou.  Member  for  Haddington 
(Mr.  Haldane)  had  fallen  into  a  complete 
error.  The  case  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  reference  to  the 
orders  of  two  Judges — first,  the  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Monroe,  as  President  of  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  or  the  chief 
reoeiver,  Mr.  Murphy,  giving  leave  to 
bring  the  ejectment  ;  and,  secondly,  after 
ej(ictment  brought,  the  formal  order  of 
the  Judge  of  the  Common  Law  Division. 
That  was  a  wholly  different  state  of 
things  from  tiiat  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Haddington,  who  thought  it   was  ouly  a 
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ing  a  retrograde   step.       la    Stephen's 
Commentaries  on  the  Tmws  of  England 
it  was  stated  that  the  Statute  of  Limita- 
tioQS  under  the  old  law  was  a  period  of 
60  years.     About  60    years    ago    that 
period  was  reduced  to  20  years  ;  and  it 
had  since  been  considered  that  12  years, 
which  was  the   present  period,  was  the 
proper   period    of    limitation.      It    was 
therefore  plain  that  every  time  Parlia- 
ment had  dealt  with  this  period  of  limita- 
tion it   had  curtailed  it.     But  now  the 
Government    propoi$od    to    extend    the 
period  in  the  matter  of  evicted  farms  in 
Ireland;  and  if  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
— which  was  the  basis  of  all  property — 
was  to  be  tampered  with  in  Ireland,  what 
guarantee     had     they    that     it     \iould 
not   be   done   generally  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom  ?    His  object,  therefore, 
was  to  bring  the  Bill  in  this  particular 
into  harmony  with  the  ordinary  law  of 
the  land.     No  doubt  they  would  be  told, 
OQ   behalf  of  the  Government,  that  the 
date,  1st  of  May,   1879,  was  the  date 
mentioned   in   the   Land  Act   of    1891. 
But  it  should  be  noticed  that  that  date 
was  only  12  years  back  from  the  time 
the  Act  was  passed  in  1879  ;  and  that,  as 
that    Act  was    voluntary,   the   circum- 
stances of  the  two  measures  were  entirely 
different.     If  the  Act   were   voluntary, 
and  the  landlord  and  tenant  could  agree 
as  to   terms  between  themselves,    there 
was  no  reason  in  the  world   why   they 
should  not  go  back  20  years,  or  <50  years 
if  they  liked.     It  might  be  said  that  this 
was  not  a  legal  claim  on  the  part  of  the 
evicted  tenants,  but  that  it  was  an  act  of 
grace  given  them  by  Parliament.     If  it 
were  a  legal  claim  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants,  then  clearly  the  Statute  of  Limita- 
tions ought  not  to  be  done  away  with ; 
but  as  it  was  an  act  of  grace,  was    it 
not  a  monstrous  proceeding  to  give  the 
evicted  tenants  more   than  they    would 
have  if  they  had  a  legal  claim  ?     Then,  if 
they  were  doing  away  with  the  Statute  of 
Limitations  with  regard  to  real  property, 
they  wore  doinff  away  with  it  with  re- 
gard to  personalty  as  well.     He  regarded 
the  claim  of  the  landlords  for  arrears  of 
rent  as  personalty,  and   the  Statute  of 
Limitations     prescribed     a     period     of 
six  years    instead   of   12    years   in   the 
case  of  personalty.     But  while  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  case  of  the  tenant  ex- 
tended the  period  from  12  to   1«5  years, 
in   dealing   with    the   landlord   and   his 
arrears  of  rent,  they  actually  reduced  the 
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period  from  six  years  to  two.  Surely  the 
same  principle  ought  to  be  applied  to 
both  landlords  and  tenants  alike.  This 
was  only  one  of  the  many  injustices  to 
the  landlords  which  the  Bill  contained, 
but  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  one  of  the 
most  glaring ;  and,  with  a  view  to 
remedying  it,  he  would  certainly  press 
his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  6, 
to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  the  first  day  of 
May  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-nine,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"  the  thirty-first  day  of  October  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  eighty-two." — 
(3/r.  Ilnnbury,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  hon* 
Member  had  framed  his  argument  on  a 
fanciful  analogy — an  analogy  which  did 
not  exist  in  form,  and  did  not  at  all  exist 
in  substance.  The  Statute  of  Limitations 
said  to  a  man — "  You  have  been  so 
sluggish  in  exercising  your  right ;  the 
Courts  have  been  open  to  you  so  many 
years ;  and  as  you  have  not  availed  of 
them,  it  is  time  to  prevent  you  from 
making  up  an  old  story  by  closing  their 
doors."  But  the  ground  on  which  the 
Bill  was  based  was  that  the  evicted 
tenants  could  not  get  into  the  Courts.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  see 
that  there  was  a  distinction.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  appear  to  be  satisfied 
with  that,  but  it  really  turned  upside 
down  the '  argument  on  which  he  had 
founded  his  Amendment.  The  date,  the 
1st  of  May,  1879,  was  taken  from  the 
13th  section  of  the  Act  of  1891.  The 
Government  believed  it  was  a  satisfactory 
date,  for  it  was  the  commencement  of  the 
disturbed  period,  within  which' matters 
had  taken  place  in  Ireland  which  it  was 
their  policy  to  put  an  end  to  reasonably 
and  fairly,  if  they  could  do  so.  They 
could  not,  therefore,  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  the  argument  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  if  briefly  examined, 
would  show  a  most  curious  state  of 
affairs  under  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  contended  that  the 
Statute  of  Limitations  said  to  a  man — 
"  You  have  been  so  sluggish  in  the 
assertion  of  your  rights  that  we  will  not 
allow  you  to  assert  them  after  12  years." 
In  other  words,  if  the  tenants  had  rights 
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aud  did  not  assert  them,  they  would  be 
barred  in  12  years  ;  but  because  the 
tenants  had  no  rights,  the  Bill  said  they 
would  not  be  barred  until  after  the  lapse 
of  15  years.  A  more  extraordinary  argu- 
ment to  put  before  an  assembly  which 
was  supposed  to  have  some  remnant  of 
understanding  left,  even  in  the  middle  of 
July — and  after  a  long  and  arduous 
Session — he  had  never  heard.  But  it 
did  not  end  there.  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral had  said  that  even  if  a  trespasser — a 
man  with  no  rights — got  into  a  holding 
12  years  ago  the  evicted  tenant  under 
the  Bill  would  not  be  able  to  put  him 
out ;  but  because  the  person  in  possession 
happened  to  be  the  landlord  who  owned 
the  place,  and  got  into  possession  14  years 
ago,  the  evicted  tenant  could  put  him 
out  under  the  Bill.  The  proposal  was 
to  go  back  to  1879.  The  present  Go- 
vernment were  in  Office  from  1880  down 
to  1885 — that  was  in  the  time  when 
those,  evictions  were  fresh — and  why  did 
they  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to  suggest  even 
that  the  evicted  tenants  ought  to  be 
restored  to  their  holdings  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  said  in  1886  that  it  was  about 
time  that  there  was  a  Bill  to  prevent  the 
tenants  from  robbing  the  landlords  of  their 
land. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing about  bringing  in  a  Bill.  I  said 
it  was  a  proper  object  of  policy. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  did  not  know 
how  the  proper  object  of  policy  could  be 
carried  out  except  by  a  Bill,  for  cer- 
tainly there  was  no  law  to  prevent  the 
confiscation  at  the  present  moment. 
The  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were — 

"  The  late  Government,  to  their  credit,  had 
passed  an  Act  to  prevent  tlie  landlords  from 
confiscating  the  property  of  the  tenants.  He 
did  not  think  they  would  be  able  to  deal  satis- 
factorily with  Ireland  until  they  had  passed 
some  legislation  to  prevent  the  tenants  from 
confiscating  the  property  of  the  landlords." 

And  the  method  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  proposed  for  preventing  the 
tenants  from  confiscating  the  property  of 
the  landlords  was  to  throw  aside  the 
Statute  of  Limitations  and  say,  14  years 
after  the  tenants  had  lost  all  legal  claim 
to  be  restored  to  their  holdings,  that  the 
landlord  is  to  be  turned  out  of  his  own 
property  and  the  tenant  is  to  ])e  put 
back.  The  Solicitor  General  had  said 
that  the  Statute  of  Limitations  was  in- 
tended  to  penalise  the  sluggishness  of 
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creditors  in  asserting  their  claims.  But 
if  there  was  sluggishness  in  this  instance 
where  did  it  lie  ?  It  lay  amongst  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  colleagues,  who  had  sat  for  years 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  whilst  these 
evictions  were  going  on,  and  never 
thought  of  introducing  such  a  Bill  as  this 
until  they  became  dependent  upon  the 
support  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  which  showed  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  was  not  due  to  the 
pressure  of  agrarian  distress  in  Ireland, 
but  was  due  to  more  political  and  Party 
considerations.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  was 
perfectly  well  aware — astute  lawyer  that 
he  was — that  in  replying  to  the  Amend- 
ment he  was  putting  forward  a  most 
preposterous  argument  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Statute  of  Limitations ;  and  he 
therefore  fell  back  on  the  old  argument 
that  the  date  was  taken  from  the  Idth 
section  of  the  Act  of  1891.  But  he 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  he  really  think  there  was  any  analogy 
in  saying, as  the  ISth  section  of  the  Act 
of  1891  said  to  the  landlord  who  had 
evicted  a  tenant  14  years  ago,  *'  You  may 
if  you  like  put  the  tenant  back  in  pos- 
session again  *' ;  and  saying,  as  the  Bill 
said,  "  Whether  you  like  it  or  not,  you 
must  restore  the  evicted  tenant  to  his  old 
position  as  tenant  ?  "  The  arguments 
that  had  been  put  forward  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  were  merely  intended 
to  make  a  show  of  replying  to  the 
Amendment,  for  they  did  not  give  any 
sound  reason  whatever  why  the  Amend- 
ment should  not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  the  absurdity  to  which  his 
hon.  aud  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  had  reduced  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  General  was  so 
complete  that  he  noticed  that  not  even 
the  hon.  and  learned  Geutleman  himself 
could  refrain  from  a  kindly  laugh  at  his 
own  discomfiture.  But  the  argument  of 
the  Solicitor  General  was  open  to  another 
answer.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  treated  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
as  if  it  were  a  penalty  against  the  slug- 
gishness of  persons  who  might  have 
made  a  claim,  but  did  not  do  so.  He 
held  that  the  Statute  of  Limitations  was 
not  intended  in  any  way  to  be  penal,  but 
was  intended  to  preserve  the  stability  of 
property.  It  was  not  desirable  that 
events  which  occurred  so  many  years  ago 
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tliose  mentioned  in  the  oluiiHe  should 
veil  for  the  purpose  of  traiiBtorring 

iperty  from  one  person  to  ftuother. 
•Mil.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  thut  if  it 
very  lame  argiimeut  to  Buy,    lu 
ifeace    of  the  uluuse,  ihat  the   Ut    of 
lay,   1H79,  wiis  the  date  R\ed  in    the 

.uJ  Aut  of  1891,  lie  would  liketokuow 

At  nbout  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882, 
nnder  wbicb  a  leuant  evicted  might 
■pply  for  reiaatatement  and  insist  upon 
It  compulsorily  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Ko,  no. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  wusglail 
to  have  that  denial  from  the  Lender  of 
the  Opposition,  for  it  enabled  bim  to  put 
a  qaestioD  to  the  right  boa.  Gentleman. 
The  clause  in  the  Arrears  Act  was  either 
eompalsory  or  nou-compulsory.  If  it 
were  uoD-coiiipitlsory,  he  asked  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  he  now  consent 
to  its  re^iiootiiient,  with  uscesBBry  modi- 
firations  in  matters  of  detail,  in  this 
lill  ?     He  remembered  that  the    Land 

imtoission,  who  had  to  adniinititer  the 

rrean  Act,  were  culled  "  eoufiscatora  " 
and  the  hon,  Meml>er  for 
Guildford  said  they  knew  neither  law 
nor  facts,  and  were  "a  low  body."  He, 
therefore,  took  it  that  not  much  imjmrt- 
ftnce  was  to  be  attached  to  the  attackn 
'hich  the  OppoHition  were  indulging  in 

iw  against  the  members  of  the  present 

ibnnal. 

BRODBICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  had  mixed  »p  two  irrelevant 
matters 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  always  do. 

Mr.  BRODKICK  said,  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  the  Arrears 
Act  of  1882,  whieh  was  a  compulsory 
Act,  bat  did  not  extend  back  Id  years, 
and  bad  mixed  it  up  with  the  Whiutary 
Act  of  1892,  which  only  extended  buck 
12  years.  He  ventured  to  submit  that 
the  argument  of  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  haU  a  tendency  against  the 
proporal  they  were  now  asked  to  adopt 
— namely,  to  go  back  15  years  and  re- 
instate all  the  tenants  evicted  since  then, 
and  do  it  compulsorily.  The  proposal  to 
go  back  15  years  was  really  the  most 
ri(ticulouB  part  of  the  Bill,  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  turn  out  men  who 
had  been  15  years  in  possession  of  their 
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place  if  the   Arrears  Acl,  which 

iusiaied  teuant«  compulsorily,  was  taken 
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starting-point  for  the  present  Bill. 
That  would  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  about 
the  Stutuie  of  Limitations.  With  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  fur  Louth  that  be  bad  assailed 
the  Land  Commissionera,  be  admitted  that 
be  had  held  strong  feelings  with  regard 
to  the  Laud  Commissioners,  or  rather  with 
regard  to  the  Sub-Corn  mis  si  oners  ;  and  all 
he  hud  heard  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
vurious  8ub-Com  mission  era,  and  theirdi- 
ver^Eouueof  opinion,  justified  him  in  saying 
— if  lie  did  say  it — that  some  of  them 
were  ignoraut  of  law  and  facts  ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  he  desuritied  tbem  as  "a 
low  body."  He  was  not  iu  the  habit 
of  using  that  style  of  argument ;  and, 
indeed,  the  language  was  more  like  the 
language  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem' 
her  for  Louth  than  of  any  other  Member 
in  the  House. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
said,  he  thought  the  legal  argument 
entirely  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston.  But  he  would  point 
out  that  the  date  of  18T9  was  tixed 
upon  in  the  13th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1891,  because  tliat  was  the  period  at 
which  the  agricultural  depression  com- 
menced to  be  felt  in  Ireland.  That  date 
was  adopted  without  protest  by  the 
House,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for  de- 
parting from  it  now.  Indeed,  if  they 
were  to  deal  with  evictions  in  this  way 
at  all,  he  thought  the  tenanta  who  were 
evicted  because  the  House  of  Lords 
rejected  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill  ba^la  greater  claim  on  the 
House  than  those  who  had  been  put 
out  since  1866;  and,  therefore,  if  there 
was  a  Division  on  the  Amendment,  he 
should  support  the  Government. 

Mk,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  for 
the  second  time  in  the  course  of  these 
Debates  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  had  contested  his  interpretation 
of  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882.  He  denied 
that  the  Arrears  Act  was  compulsory  at 
all  in  the  sense  that  this  Bill  was  com- 
pulsory. Under  the  Arrears  Act  a  tenant 
who  had  no  right  of  redemption  in  bis 
holding  could  only  get  luck  to  bis  hold- 
ing with  the  consent  of  the  landlord ;  but 
during  the  six  months  in  which  a  tenant 
had  the  right  of  redemption  or  any 
prolongation  of  the  time  by  ihe 
Court,  he  could  get  back  compulsorily. 
Ho  was,  therefore,  curious  to  know 
whether  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  to  the  Oppoai- 
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tion  to  agree  to  the  insertion  in  tiiis  Bill 
of  tlie  reinstatement  clause  of  the  Arrears 
Act  was  a  chance  expression  or  deliberate 
policj  on  the  part  of  himself  and  his 
friends  ? 

•Un.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  had 
asked  the  question  of  the  Opposition 
entirely  on  his  own  initiative.  For  his 
party  he  considered  the  insertion  in  the 
Bill  of  this  particular  clause  from  the 
Arrears  Act  with  the  necessary  modi- 
fications would  be  extremely  valu- 
able, as  the  recognition  of  die  com- 
pulsory principle  would  mark  a  con- 
siderable difference  in  the  attitude  of  the 
Opposition  towards  the  Bill.  With 
re^uxl  to  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  as  to  his  use  of  the 
phrase  *Mow  eUiss'*  as  applied  to  the 
Land  Commissioners,  Hansard  of  July 
17th,  1882,  recorded  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  a  majority  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners neither  knew  law  nor  had  regard  for 
facts.    He  added-*— 

'*  It  was  said  that  they  bad  already  got  down 
to  a  low  class  of  personSf  and  it  was  uiulcsir- 
able  to  go  lower  down.  If  it  was  lAot  possible 
to  find  persons  in  Ireland  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  they  ought  to  send  over 
Englishmen  to  do  the  work.'* 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  the  Solicitor  General  had  told  the 
Committee  that  the  principle,  if  not  the 
sole  object  of  the  Statute  of  Limitations, 
was  to  penalise  those  who  had  neglected 
to  bring  forward  their  claims  iu  time. 
That  was  the  principle,  so  far  as  it  went, 
but  it  was  not  the  object  of  the  Statute 
of  Limitations.  Its  main  principle  and 
object  was  to  secure  the  safety  of  pro- 
perty ;  and  it  was  properly  and  justly 
applicable  to  the  present  case. 

*SiR  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
the  clause,  in  going  back  to  the  remote 
period  of  1879,  would  work  great  in- 
justice. It  would  weaken  the  tenure  in 
their  property  of  the  most  deserving 
persons  in  Ireland  through  no  fault  of 
their  own.  Sometimes  the  landionis 
would  be  injured  and  sometimes  the 
tenants  would  be  injured,  whether  they 
were  to  blame  or  not ;  and  therefore  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  take 
such  opportunities  as  might  present 
themselves  to  limit  the  time  of  the 
o|)cration  of  tiie  clause. 

Question  put. 

Tiic  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  137  ; 
Noes  72.— (Division  List,  No.  199.) 

A/r.  A,  J,  Balfour        ^ 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  barton  said,  he  desired  to 
move  an  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  University, 

the  object  of  which  was  to  limit  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  evictions 
that  had  taken  place  before  the  Act 
of  1887.  This  was  in  some  respecta 
a  most  important  Amendment.  He  would 
put  it  to  the  Government — ^and  espe- 
cially to  the  Solicitor  General — was  there 
to  be  any  finality  on  this  question  ?  If 
all  tenants  evicted  up  to  the  date  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  were  to  be  reinstated, 
there  could  be  no  reason  why  teuauta 
evicted  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
should  not  be  reinstated  also.  Suppose 
the  Bill  passed  by  the  Ist  November— a 
sanguine  estimate — could  anyone  suggest 
a  reason  why  a  man  evicted  after  th»t 
date  should  not  be  reinstated  ?  The 
scheme  of  the  Bill  was  that  anyone 
evicted  up  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  at 
whatever  date  it  passed,  should  be 
eligible  for  reinstatement.  After  that 
date  there  was  to  be  uo  reinstatement 
unless  by  new  legislation.  That  was 
most  unjust  and  impolitic,  because  it 
must  inevitably  mean  that,  triennially  or 
quiiiquennially  or  decimally,  they  would 
have  to  have  a  reinstatement  Bill,  because 
those  tenants  evicted  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  would  have  as  good  a  claim  for 
reinstatement  as  those  evicted  before* 
The  Solicitor  General  would  not  say  the 
present  Government  was  not  a  just  one. 
He  would  not  argue  that  since  they  had 
come  into  Office  they  had  allowed  harsh 
evictions  to  take  place,  but  that  they 
were  not  likely  to  occur  in  future. 
Therefore,  they  should  find  a  terroiuua 
— a  point  at  which  reinstatement  should 
cease.  In  the  Amendment  the  period  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1887  had  been 
chosen.  He  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
and  hoped  to  convince  the  Solicitor 
General,  that  the  tenant  who  had  been 
evicted  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1887  hail  no  right  to  reinstatement  under 
the  Bill.  The  Act  of  1887  met  a  grievance 
that  many  tenants  complained  of — 
namely,  that  the  rents  fixed  in  1882  and 
1883  and  18K4  were  too  high,  by  order- 
ing a  complete  readjustment  of  rents. 
That  was  not  the  only  benefit  conferred 
by  that  Act.     Under  it  every  tenant  who 
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was  in  possession  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  could  obtain  a  stay  of 
execution  to  prevent  an  ejectment,  and 
was  allowed  to  paj  up  his  arrears  by 
instalments.  And  that  Act  remedied 
another  grievance.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Grangway  said  that  lease- 
holders were  excluded  prior  to  that  from 
the  benefit  of  the  land  legislation.  In 
the  Act  of  1887,  therefore,  they  were 
included.  Therefore,  he  put  it  to  the 
Solicitor  General  whether  the  Bill  did 
not  meet  every  grievance  which  had  been 
BOggested  during  the  Debate  ?  It  would 
be  most  interesting  if  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  would  tell  the  Com- 
mittee the  grievances  that  had  been 
saffered  since  the  passing  of  that  Act. 
Was  the  Chief  Secretary  going  to  at- 
tempt to  earry  on  that  just  administration 
which  he  had  hitherto  advocated  ?  Was 
he  going  to  reinstate  the  men  who  had 
been  evicted  since  he  came  into  Office  ? 
If  so,  why  ?  He  well  knew  that  these 
men  had  no  grievance  ;  therefore,  let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accept  the  Amend- 
ment and  exclude  from  the  benefits  of 
the  Bill  tenants  evicted  under  the  Act  of 
1887. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  after  the  words  ^'  seventy-nine,''  to  in- 
sert the  words  *'and  before  the  twenty- 
third  day  of  May  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-seven.''  —  (ATr. 
Barton^ 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  made  an  appeal  to 
the  Nationalist  Members,  and  to  that 
Appeal  he  proposed  to  give  an  answer. 
lie  was  asked  on  what  ground  it  was 
claimed  that  tenants  evicted  under  the 
Act  of  1887  should  have  a  right  to  re- 
instatement. The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  not  in  the  House  when  the 
Act  of  1887  was  passed,  but  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  the  Debates 
upon  it.  Did  he  foi^et  that  the  Act  was 
avowedly  introduced  by  the  Government 
of  the  day  for  preventing  evictions  in 
Ireland ;  did  he  forget  that  the  machinery 
which  for  the  first  time  appeared  in  an 
Act  of  that  kind — machinery  known  as 
the  bankruptcy  clauses — was  inserted  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  a  number  of 
harsh  evictions  which  were  pending  at 
that  time  ?  And  was  he  aware  that 
those  bankruptcy    clauses  were    struck 


out  largely  owing  to  the  protests  of 
Liberal  Unionist  Members  who  met  at 
Devonshire  House  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
•ham,  who  was  responsible  for  that — — 

Mr.  a.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Woroes- 
tershire,  E.) :  You  stopped  the  whole 
arrangement. 

Mr.   DILLON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  at  college  in  those  days.     What 
happened  ?     A  meeting  was  held  of  the 
Lil>eral   Unionist   Party   at    Devonshire 
House,   and    thereat    a    strong    protest 
was  drawn    up  against   the  bankruptcy 
clauses.     It  was  perfectly  true  that  they 
were  objected  to  by  nearly  every  Member 
for  Ireland,  but  they  were  also  objected 
to  by  the  Duke  of  Devonshire  and  by 
the  hon.  Member's  father,  and  the  Liberal 
Unionists  drew  up  a  rival  programme  of 
their  own.     The  result  was,  that  after  a 
long  Debate  in  the  House  the  whole  of 
that  machinery  was  dropped  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  nothing  was  substituted  to  pre- 
vent   harsh    evictions.       No  one    who 
took  part  in  or  had  studied  those  Debates 
could     doubt     that     the      Tory      and 
Liberal   Unionist  Government  of  the  day 
were  well   aware   that    those    evictions 
were    likely    to    take    place,    and    the 
duty   was   imposed  upon   it  to  prevent 
them ;  but  instead  of  fulfilling  that  duty 
they   allowed  the   opportunity   to  pass, 
and  nothing  was  done.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid   Armagh   asked   on    what 
ground  the  Irish  Members  held  that  men 
were  unjustly  evicted  since  the  Act  of 
1887  was  passed.     The  Irish  Members 
showed  at  the  time  that  that  Act  was 
passed  that  there  was  a  large  number  of 
men  in  Ireland  who  owed  arrears  of  rent, 
and  the  fact  of  their  having  been  pro- 
ceeded against  for  excessive  rents  proved 
that  they  were  in  danger  of  harsh  and 
unjust  eviction.     The  evictions  had  been 
carried  out,  and   Members  of  the  Irish 
Party,  speaking  in  that  House,  had  re- 
peatedly told  Members  that  those  difficul- 
ties  would  arise   and   that  they   would 
have  to  be  dealt   with.      Those    evic- 
tions   had    been    going   on   ever    since. 
Did  the   hon.  Member  know  how  slow 
these  Land  Acts  were  to  bring  relief  to 
the  tenants  ?     Did  he  not  know  at  the 
time   the   Act   was   passed    there   were 
many  leaseholders  who  were  in  arrear  ? 
What  provision  was  made  to  bring  relief 
to   thode   men  ?     What   about  the  men 
whose  rents  would  have  l)een  reduced  or 
were  reduced  in  some  cases  by  40  ^t 
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bu  made  bin  speech,  mUBt  have  tlioai;l)t 
he  was  talkiog  to  MemberB  who  entered 
Parliuinetil  for  the  tirst  time  Ht  the  last 
Geueml  Electioii.  It  was  all  verj  well 
to  say  tliat  the  bankruptcy  clauges  were 
withdrawn  at  the  dictation  of  tbe 
Liberal  Unioniflt  Party,  but  be  aud  his 
friends  never  suggested  anything  in  their 
place.  One  of  the  chief  objects  for 
which  that  Act  km  paHseil  was  in  order 
that  the  rents  fixed  nudpr  the  Laud  Act 
of  IHHI  might  lie  rettiiced,  aa  many 
people  uonsidcrnl  they  were  too  high, 
having  regard  to  tbe  depressed  coodition 
of  Agriculture.  Since  ibat  date,  at  any 
rate,  no  rents  bad  been  fixed  by  any  Act 
of  I'artinoient,  and,  iberefore.  every 
tenant  evicted  since  that  date  had  been 
evicted  solely  because  he  could  not  or 
would  not  pay  a  fair  rent.  He  ventured 
to  say  that,  under  the  circumslADcee, 
these  tenants  were  not  entitled  to  receive 
any  benefit  under  this  Rill.  He  wonid 
make  an  appeal  to  the  Government. 
They  had  left  the  defence  of  their  policy 
in  the  hands  of  tbe  bon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  who  bad  given  them  a  per- 
fectly erroneous  history  of  the  Und 
legislation  of  the  last  few  years.  Sardy 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  the  Com' 
mitleo  should  have  from  some  Member  of 
the  Government  some  more  reasonable 
explanation. 

Mr.  a.  CMAMBERLAm  said,  be 
did  not  think  that  the  Committee  had 
got  at  the  truth  about  the  bankruptcy 
clauses.  The  bon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  bad  given  them  a  mere  fanciful 
sketch  of  the  subject,  and  had  attacked 
bim  personally  for  his  iuexperieuce  and 
youlhfuluefis.  That  he  did  not  mind, 
but  he  did  think  be  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain of  the  attack  made  on  the  conduct 
of  his  father  in  tbe  last  Parliament. 

Mk.  DILLON  :  1  made  no  attack  on 
the  conduct  of  tbe  right  hon.  GenllecDan 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham;  I 
merely  said  be  was  present  at  (he  meet- 
ing at  Devonshire  House  which  protested 
against  the  bankruptcy  clauses. 

Mu.  A.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  the  hon. 
Member  said  the  Liberal  Unionists  had 
secured  the  rejection  of  tliese  clauses. 
He  challenged  tbe  hon.  Member  to  deny 
that  tbe  whole  of  the  Irish  Members 
took  ibe  same  view.  Although  ho  might 
plead  guilty  to  youthfulness  and  inex- 
perience, he  would  point  out  that  some 
Members   grew   o|der    wilhoul  growing  | 
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cent.,  and  who  were  afterwards  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  rent?  What  about 
the  number  of  cases  of  persons  proceeded 
against  and  decreed  for  arrears  l)efore  the 
Act  passeil  ?  They  all  knew  these  men 
were  unable  to  obtain  the  benefit  of  (his 
Act.  Tbe  primd  facie  case  for  n  rein- 
statement in  [he  ease  of  all  those  tenants 
would  be  this  :  that  owing  to  delays  in 
legislation  in  that  House,  owing  to  the 
want  of  proper  provisions  in  theae  various 
Acts,  iucluiling  the  Acts  of  18HI  end 
1887,  to  secure  that  all  tenants  would 
have  the  power  of  availing  ibemselvcs  of 
the  benefit  of  those  Ads  a  large  number 
of  men  bad  been  unjustly,  harshly,  and 
cruelly  debarred  from  the  benefits  which 
tbe  great  body  of  tenants  ha<l  obtained. 
Tbe  claim  of  the  Irish  Members  was  an 
equitable  claim,  that  those  men  were  en- 
titled to  be  put  in  tbe  same  position  as 
the  general  l>ody  of  the  Irish  tenants. 
They  claimed,  further,  that  these  tenants 
bad  been  robbed  of  a  large  property  ; 
that  it  should  be  restored  to  (hem  as  they 
were  equitably  entitled  to  it,  and  as  it 
had  been  taken  from  them  owing  to  a 
defect  in  the  law. 

8iK  E.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT 
said,  tbe  hon.  Member  bad  spoken  of 
"robbery,"  hut  ho  himself  was  mainly 
responsible  for  tbe  sufferings  of  the 
tenants  who  bad  been  evicted  since  1867. 
He  himself  was  tbe  principal  author  of 
what  was  known  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  House  was  perfectly  well  aware 
that  very  large  sums  of  money  were  paid 
by  the  tenants  evicted  under  it  into 
what  was  called  the  War  Chest,  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  aud 
his  friends  were  responsible.  No  account 
had  ever  been  rendered  of  the  expenditure 
of  that  money,  and  he  thought  they  were 
entitled  to  ask  tor  an  account  before 
they  allowed  the  tenants  who  were 
evicted  under  the  Plan  to  share  the 
benefits  of  this  Act. 

Viscount  CBANBORNE  invile.1  the 
Government  to  reply  to  the  ohservn- 
tioos  of  the  hoii.  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh,  and  not  to  trust  to  the  defence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  who 
had  given  a  history  of  Irish  land  legis- 
lation which  must  have  amazed  all  who 
listened  to  it.  As  he  ventured  to  say  on 
the  previous  evening.  In  his  opinion  the 
Act  of  1S87  went  a  great  deal  too  far, 
and  he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to  see  where 
the  hardships  complained  of  came  in. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  wlien 
J/r.  milon    ^  ' 
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Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Lewis,  I 
CetJlral)  cou^ratulateil  the  Government  1 
on  having  altempted  at  last  to  give  soma  1 
sBtisfactory  repljr  to  the  argumenta  of  ^ 
his    hon.    and     leanieil    Friend.       Th6  ' 
SoUt^itor  General  had  oommeuted  on  the 
remark  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rochester,  and  ha<I  suggested  that  he  had 
spoken  of  the  tenant  as  merely  a  rent-  J 
paying  machine.     He  could  tell  the  hoa.  I 
and  learned  Gentleman   there  was  not  k^ 
more  humane  man  in  this  Houne. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  :  If  I  said  anythin 
personally  oflensive,  I  withdraw  it,  I 
WHS  far  from  my  intention. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he  | 
readily  accepted  that  explanation, 
had  been  pointed  out  for  the  last  11  I 
years,  Acts  uf  Parliament  had  beOD  J 
passed  in  order  to  assist  the  Irish  tenant  I 
in  these  times  of  agricultural  depreseion.  I 
But  that  dopresHion  had  equally  affected  I 
England  and  Scotland.  In  those  c 
tries,  however,  it  had  been  met  by  m 
of  vohintary  arrangements  between  laud-  I 
lords  and  lenantB,  and  it  might  have  been  J 
the  same  in  Ireland  had  it  not  been  for  I 
compulsory  legislation.  What  ulianofl  I 
was  there  under  the  present  Bill  of  end-  f 
ing  the  difficulties  of  the  questio: 
After  the  Act  (.f  1887  no  such  Bill 
iho  present  one  should  ever  have  he 
brouglit  forward,  for  the  Irish  tenants  I 
bad  no  legitimate  grievances  that  called  I 
for  State  intervention.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  had,  indeed,  r 
tioned  two — one  of  which,  he  suggested,  I 
would  have  been  provided  against  had  1 
not  the  bankruptcy  clauses  in  the  Bill 
1881  been  rejected. 

Ml{.  DILLON  :  Wliat  I  said  was  that  1 
in  1887  the  Government  recognised  that  I 
there  was  a  grievance  for  which  a  remedy  1 
was    required.      They  only  provided  f 
bad  remedy,  and  when  that  was  with' 
drawn  they  proilueed  no  othor- 

Mi[.  GERALD  BALFOUR:  And  thi  \ 
hon.  Member  also  propoaed  no  other  ? 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  did  certainly. 

MR.GEBALD  BALFOUR:  I  venture^ 
to  say  that  this  U  an  imaginary  grievance. 

Mr.    DILLON    explained    that    the  J 
difHcuIties  he  bad  alluded  to  would  not  | 
have  been  removed    even    if  the   bank-  1 
rnptcy  clauses  had  been  adopted.     As  k  I 
mutter  of  fact,  he  was  never  in  favour  of  ' 
those  clauses  ;  but  he  thought  they  were 
fully  entitled  to  assume  that,  as  the  then 
Government  considered  those  grievances 
anffieieutly  serious  in  their  character  to 


Although  he  was  not  present  at 
the  Debates  in  the  House  he  bad  read 
the  Reports  of  them,  and  he  thought  he 
ooiild  supply  the  defects  iu  the  hon. 
Member's  history.  The  bankruptcy 
clauses  were  in  the  Bill  as  originally  in- 
troduced ;  exception  was  taken  to  them 
by  almost  all  the  Irish  Members,  and 
they  were  dropped  in  deference  to  the 
gBuerolly  expressed  wish  of  tlie  House. 
Then  came  a  very  interesting  chapter  in 
the  hislory  which  seemed  to  have  escaped 
the  memory  of  the  hon.  Member.  After 
the  clauses  had  been  withdrawn  the  right 

I  Lou.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  made 
■.suggestion  that  it  would  be  desirable 
bftt  the  insolvent  tenant  should  have  the 
npurtuuity   of  having   all    his  debts — 
wen  those  due  to  his  tradesmen  and  to 
Be   gombeen   man — dealt  with    on    ihe 
bme  footing  as  the  arrears  of  rent.  This 
Hew  was  approved  by  the  present  Chan- 
^Ilor  of  the  Exchequer   and    the  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ;  the  present 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  expressed  his 
willingness   to    accept    it,    if   the    Irish 
^^Jlemliera  would  approve.      But  the  hon. 
^^Hembor  for    East    Mayo    would    have 
^^^ntbing  whatever  to   do    with  it.      If, 
^^Bnrefore,  any  blame  attached  to   anyone 
^^^iaoause  this  ques^tinn  was  not  dealt  with 
as  far  back  as  1887,  it    was  to  the  lion. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  who  now  took 
advantage  of  the  dilfieultioa  he  had  him- 
self caused  to  make  a  further  demand  ou 
the     generosity     of     the      House     of 
CominonB. 

I  Sib   B.  T.  REID  said,  anyone  who 

heard    the    remarks    of    the    hon. 

nber  for  Hncbesler  would  conclude 

t  teuanis  existed  ou  this  earth  solely 

e  purpose  of  making  rent  for  their 

indlords.     If  so,  why    were  the  three 

I  of  l«8l,   1887,  and    1891    passed, 

jB  express  objoci  of  which  wh«  to  re- 

I    the    teiiaul  ?     If    it    was    fair    to 

la  llie  ConservatlvQ  I'arly  for  passing 

eAcUof  18H7   and    1891.  powibly  it 

^uld  bo  mpially  fair  to  blame  the  pre- 

kut  Government  for  having  passed   the 

M;t  of  1892.     The  noble  Lord  seemed 

j(  thiok  that  these  tenants  evicted  after 

7  WBfe  solely  to  blame  for  their  pre- 

»it  uufortunatecondition.     He  lUought, 

bwever,  the    blame    was    to   he    found 

'    re,  for  up  to  theye-ar  1891  niuuv 

.  were  iu  suirh  a  position  lliiit.  no 

Id  well  go  to  their  assistance  and 
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require  them  to  introduce  the  bankruptcy 
clauses  into  the  Bill,  and  those  clauses 
were  not  adopted,  then  the  Government 
ought  to  have  provided  some  other 
means  of  meeting  the  hardship  that 
they  by  their  conduct  allowed  existed. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  that  the  Act  of  1887  pro- 
vided for  any  legitimate  grievance  of  the 
tenant  on  the  score  of  execution  brought 
against  him  in  respect  of  any  debt. 
Was  it  to  be  maintained  also  that  tenants 
who  were  evicted  in  1887  were  to  be 
brought  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
because  it  gave  relief  to  leaseholders 
under  £50  a  year  ?  He  could  not 
imagine  that  it  was  the  serious  intention 
of  the  Government  to  put  forward  such 
a  contention  as  that.  This  was  a  serious 
and  important  question,  and  unless  the 
Go vernment  could  show  that  this  Bill  was 
likely  to  be  final,  he  thought  the  strongest 
possible  argument  was  afforded  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  with 
regard  to  the  bankruptcy  clauses  of 
the  Act  of  1887,  they  never  could  have 
been  accepted,  because  they  proposed  to 
put  the  ordinary  creditor  on  fundamen- 
tally the  same  terms  as  the  landlord. 
The  case,  of  course,  was  that  the  or- 
dinary creditor  had  sold  his  goods  at 
market  value  and  was  paid  for  them,  and 
was  entitled  to  be  paid  for  them.  That 
was  not  the  case  of  the  landlord,  and  it 
would  have  been  scandalously  unjust  to 
compel  an  ordinary  creditor  who  had  sold 
his  goods  to  take  the  same  dividend  as 
a  landlord  would  have  to  take  by  reason 
of  the  decreased  value  of  the  land.  He 
saw  in  that  House  English  landlords  who 
had  for  years  past  been  giving  reductions 
to  their  tenants  amounting  to  40  per 
cent,  without  any  pressure,  and  without 
any  inducement  beyond  their  own  sense 
of  justice.  If  they  had  resisted  the 
claims  of  justice,  and  if  it  had  been 
necessary  to  take  steps  for  the  relief  of 
English  tenants,  would  anyboily  in  that 
House  suggest  that  Englishmen,  in 
order  to  obtain  abatements,  would 
have  to  declare  themselves  bankrupts  ? 
If  anyone  had  made  such  a  proposition 
in  regard  to  Englishmen  public  opinion 
would  have  scouted  it  out.  He  should 
have  thought  that  the  speech  of  the  hou. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  would 
have  been  more  valuable  if  he  had  had 
some  knowledge  of  the  letter  of  the  law 
ADd  the  system  of  admiqistration.     Did 

Jfr.  Dillon 


the  hon.  Member  know  that  where  Sec- 
tion 30  was  applied  it  became  a  matter  of 
bankruptcy,  and  that  County  Court 
Judges  in  Ireland  were  in  the  habit  of 
getting  the  tenant  to  file  an  affidavit  of 
his  debts  and  assets,  and  to  show  who 
his  creditors  were.  Did  the  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  think  that  procedure  of  that  kind, 
which  put  the  tenant  to  expense  and 
humiliation,  and  tended  to  utterly  despoil 
and  shatter  his  credit,  was  a  mode  of  ad- 
ministration likely  to  bring  relief.  Could 
he  deny  that  Section  30  did  not  bring  relief 
DO  the  tenant  ?  and  it  had  been  adminis- 
tered in  such  a  way  by  the  County  Court 
Judges  in  Ireland  that  the  tenants  could 
not  take  advantage  of  it.  They  had 
heard  a  good  deal  about  the  beauties  of 
the  Act  of  1887.  The  first  adjustmeDt 
of  rents  under  the  Act  of  1887  lasted  for 
only  three  years.  After  1889  the  tenants 
were  left  in  the  lurch  because  of  the 
increase  of  prices  ;  and  their  condition 
had  been  just  as  bad  since  that  time  as  it 
was  before.  Why  had  nothing  been  sakl 
about  Section  7  ?  Why  had  not  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  anything  about  the  clause 
introduced  by  his  distinguished  brother  ? 
Until  the  Act  of  1887  was  passed  a  tenant 
could  not  be  evicted  from  his  holding 
except  by  physical  force.  A  tenant  so 
evicted  knew  exactly  the  position  in 
which  he  was  placed — that  he  had  six 
months  in  which  to  redeem,  and 
that  if  he  did  not  do  so  then 
his  tenancy  had  determined ;  bat 
by  the  Act  of  1887  a  policy  of  stealth 
and  surprise  was  substituted.-  He  lost 
his  tenancy  merely  through  the  service 
of  a  registered  letter,  and  up  to  this 
very  hour  there  were  tenants  in  Ireland 
who  did  not  fully  appreciate  the  legal 
effect  of  the  service  of  a  registered  letter. 
The  tradition  of  centuries  was  in  their 
blood,  and  they  still  thought  that  unless 
the  Sheriff*  came  and  put  them  out  they 
had  every  right  in  their  homes.  The 
most  painful  function  that  could  fall 
upon  a  Judge  of  the  Rent  Courts  was  to 
endeavour  to  make  the  peasants  of  the 
West  of  Ireland  understand,  when  they 
came  into  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
that  by  reason  of  the  service  of  the 
registered  letter  under  the  Act  of  1887 
they  had  long  ago  ceased  to  be  tenants. 
There  were  liuudreds  and  thousands  of 
tenants  in  Ireland  who  had  lost  their 
tenancies  since  1887  by  reason  of  this 
process  of  service  by  registered  letter, 
and  who  had  been  injured  as  seriously  as 
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any    tenants    who    had    been     forcibly 
evicted. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  he  must  express  his  amazement 
at  hearing  the  hon.  Member  advocate  the 
system  of  eviction  by  Sheriffs.  Never 
in  his  wildest  moments  had  he  antici- 
pated such  a  thing.  It  appeared  that 
this  was  another  injustice  to  Ireland. 
The  Irish  tenant  had  during  long  cen- 
turies acquired  such  an  affection  for 
Sheriffs  and  evictions  that  the  great 
defect  of  the  Act  of  1887  was  that  it  did 
away  with  those  interesting  visitations 
which  were  so  much  missed  and  deplored 
by  the  infatuated  Irish  tenant.  What 
Ireland  wanted  was  finality  in  this 
legislation.  Over  and  over  again  he 
had  heard  statesmen  declare,  as  the 
merit  of  a  particular  scheme  of 
Irish  legislation,  that  it  was  to  bo 
a  final  one  ;  but  it  would  now  appear 
that  there  was  to  be  a  final  settlement  of 
tke  Irish  question  about  every  two  years. 
Last  year  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  said  that  the  man  of  all  others 
who  was  hated  by  the  Irish  peasantry 
was  the  landlord.  He  knew  something 
about  Ireland,  and  he  declared  that  the 
gombeen  man  was  hated  more  than  the 
landlord ;  and  because  the  bankruptcy 
clauses  would  inflict  an  injury  on  the  shop- 
keeper and  the  gombeen  man  they  were 
rejected  as  an  injury  rather  than  a  benefit. 
Ueacknowledged  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  put  him^lf  to  much  trouble  to  gain 
a  personal  knowledge  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year  undertook 
a  journey  to  the  West  of  Ireland  to  see 
for  himself  what  the  condition  of  affairs 
was.  Accompanied  by  a  County  Inspector 
he  went  on  a  tour  of  inspection.  The 
first  thing  ho  saw  was  a  man  working  in 
a  field,  with  some  policemen  sitting  on  a 
bank  with  rifles,  and  on  asking  who  the 
man   was,   he   was    informed   it   was   a 

fentleman  working  on  an  evicted  farm. 
'urther  on  he  saw  another  gentleman 
also  protected  by  policemen,  and,  on  in- 
quiry, was  told  it  was  a  Mr.  Blood. 
Having  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Blood, 
the  right  hon«  Grontleman  passed  on,  and 
then  he  met  a  carriage  and  pair,  and 
asked  who  the  occupant  of  the  carriage 
was.  **  Oh,**  was  the  reply,  "  that  is  one 
of  the  evicted  tenants.*'  This  informa- 
tion had  saoh  an  effect  on  the  right  hou. 
6eDtIeman*8  mind  that  he  immediately 
retnrued  to  Dublin.  Now,  the  only 
rirtae  of  this  Amendment  was  that 
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'  had  some  flavour  of  fluality  about  it.    No- 
thing would  make  the  Bill  a  good  Bill, 
;  but  the  Amendment  would  make  it  a  less 
:  bad  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  there  was 
only  one  remark  in  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  speech  which  bore  in  the  least 
upon  the  subject  they  were  discussing. 
He  ailmitted  that  he  had  not  studied  the 
^Vmendmeut. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  misunderstood  me. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  thought  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted  it  would  be  a 
less  bad  one. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  talked  about 
flnality,  and  seemed  to  think  that  this 
Bill  was  introduced  to  settle  the  Irish 
question.  He  could  not  conceive  how 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  could  im- 
*pute  to  him  so  ridiculous  a  notion  as  that 
the  Bill  was  intended  as  a  settlement  of 
the  Irish  question.  There  was  an  old 
historian  named  Giraldus  Cambrensis, 
who  said  he  thought  the  Irish  question 
would  be  settled  a  short  while  before  the 
Day  of  Judgment.  Personally,  he  did  not 
take  so  despondent  a  view  ;  but  still  he 
did  not  believe  the  Irish  question  would 
be  settled  so  long  as  this  House,  and 
more  especially  this  Parliament,  which 
comprised  another  House  far  more  igno- 
rant and  prejudiced  on  Irish  questions^ 
\_Loud Nationalist  cheers,  which  drowned 
the  conclusion  of  the  sentencel\  With 
regard  to  the  particular  Amendment,  if 
the  promoters  of  the  13th  section  of 
the  Act  of  1891  thought  it  desirable  to 
include  in  the  relief  extended  by  that 
section  a  certain  class  of  evicted  tenants, 
why  should  not  the  same  class  of  persons 
be  included  in  the  present  measure  of  relief  ? 
•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
not  going  to  vote  for  this  Amendment, 
but  he  wished  to  know  where  this  thing 
was  to  end  ?  Did  the  Chief  Secretary 
propose  to  abolish  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent  altogether  ?  That  was 
the  logical  outcome  of  the  matter.  lie 
saw  no  reason  why  the  evictions  he  (Mr. 
Russell)  had  described  should  not  be 
taken  into  consideration  as  well  as 
previous  evictions. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  hon.  Member 
might  just  as  well  ask  me  how  long  I  am 
going  to  be  Chief  Secretary.  If  he  will 
answer  that  question,  I  will  answer  his. 

Mr.  FISHER  (Fulham)  said,  he  had 
heard  no  speech  relevant  to  the  Amend- 
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ment.  They  had  been  trying  to  bring 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  within  its  title,  and 
they  were  trying  by  the  Amendment  to 
bring  the  Bill  within  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  on  which  this  legislation  was 
founded. 
Mr.  CARSON  rose,  when 


Mr.  Kilbride  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move, ''  That  the  Question  be 
now  put";  but  the  Chairman  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  that  he  had  put 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  order  to 
test  the  sincerity  of  the  statement  that 
if  the  late  Government  had  brought  in 
the  Act  of  1887  at  the  time  suggested 
by  Mr.  Parnell,  then  the  necessity 
for  this  Bill  would  never  have  arisen. 
Prior  to  the  Act  of  1887  there  were  a 
large  number  of  tenants  who  did  not 
come  under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  there 
was  a  special  grievance  in  relation  to 
those  holdings  which  had  not  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Legislature.  What  did  the 
Act  of  1 887  do  ?  [  Cries  of  "  Divide  I "] 
He  did  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  would  gain  much  by  crying 
"Divide."  The  Act  of  1887  not  only 
provided  that  leaseholders  should  come 
in  and  claim  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of 
1881,  but  it  provided  a  most  important 
and  material  clause.  The  ISth  section 
provided  that  where  proceedings  were 
taken  for  the  recovery  of  holdings  for 
non-payment  of  rent  the  Court  had  power, 
if  non-payment  was  not  through  the 
conduct,  act,  or  default  of  the  tenant,  to 
stay  proceedings  or  order  the  arrears  to 
be  paid  by  instalments,  so  that  by  going 
beyond  that  Act  the  Committee  were 
asked  to  enact  that  the  tenant  had  a 
right  to  be  restored  to  his  holding,  even 
where  eviction  had  taken  phiee  from  his 
own  "  conduct,  act,  or  default."  He  saw 
very  little  use  in  passing  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  give  relief  of  this  character, 
and  which  gave  the  fullest  power  for 
granting  relief,  if  immediately  afterwards 
they  were  to  say — as  they  were  trying  to 
say  by  this  Bill — that  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  such  conduct  had  arisen 
through  the  tenant's  own  conduct,  act,  or 
default,  he  should  be  reinstated  in  his 
holding.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  had  asked  where  was  this  to 
stop,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  had  said^^ 

Jfr,  Fisher 


"  After  all,  this  \&  only  a  temporary 
phase  of  the  Irish  question  ? "  How 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know 
that  it  was  a  temporary  phase  of 
the  Irish  question  ?  Had  he  read 
a  recent  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo,  in  which  that  hon. 
Gentleman  had  declared  that  wheDOver 
the  Tory  Party  again  came  into  Office 
there  would  be  a  worse  land  agitation  in 
Ireland  than  had  ever  been  known  be- 
fore ?  In  the  face  of  that  threat  were 
they  to  be  told  that  this  Bill  was  merely 
to  deal  with  a  temporary  phase  of  the  Irish 
question  ?  All  he  could  say  was  perhaps 
it  would  be  necessary  for  hon.  Members 
opposite,  when  they  regained  power  after 
such  agitation  as  was  predicted,  to  bring 
in  another  Bill  of  the  same  character  as 
the  present.  But,  above  all,  the  argu- 
ments that  had  not  been  answered  in  this 
case  were  made  over  and  over  again  in 
the  Debate — namely,  that  they  were  not 
proposing  any  new  land  legislation  that 
would  in  the  future  prevent  these  evic- 
tions, and  if  it  was  admitted  that  by  not 
so  doing  no  new  land  agitation  and  pro- 
tection for  the  tenants  was  necessary, 
they  would  be  fixing  a  proper  limit  to 
the  measure  by  applying  it  to  cases  prior 
to  the  Act  of  1 887. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  rose, 
amidst  cries  of  "  Divide  I  " 

Mr.  Fltnn  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ''That  the  Question 
be  now  put ;"  but  the  Chairman  with- 
held his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put 
that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  con- 
stantly observe,  without  being  quite  able 
to  explain,  the  anxiety  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  to  divide 
just  on  the  stroke  of  10  when  the  pairs 
are  due.  Notwithstanding  the  impatience 
of  hon.  Members  there  is  still  a  word  or 
two  to  be  said  upon  this  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  goes  to  a  Division 
upon  it.  I  wish  very  much  to  impress 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  the  difference  between  the  13th 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1881  and  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  is  fully  entitled  to  say  that  that 
clause  dealt  with  all  the  classes  of 
tenants,  even  with  those  whom  we  seek 
to  exclude  from  the  Bill.  But,  then,  he 
will  leave  out  of  sight  the  fact  that  inas- 
much  as  that  clause  is  altogether  per- 
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no  ilifliciilty  whatever  ooutil  Arise 
in  dd;  of  these  extreme  cases.  Our 
AUBwer,  it  we  liaU  been  attacked  by  an 
Amendmeut  eimilBr  to  this  now  proposed, 
would  have  been  that  do  such  case  could 
by  auy  possibility  have  arisen,  because 
all  the  persons  iuterested  in  preveotiiig'  it 
would  have  hiul  the  power  of  veto. 
The  laudlori],  the  sittiiig  teaaet,  and 
everybody  elae  had  to  Agree  l>efore  any- 
thing whntever  cotild  hap[>eD.  But  ia 
this  caso  it  ia  a  totally  different  thiag. 
The  only  persoDH  who  can  pronounce  a 
veto  on  the  reinstatement  of  the  tenant 
under  the  Bill  are  the  arbitrators  who  will 
be  established  under  the  Bill.  An  hon. 
Uembor  says,  "And  the  eittiog  tenant." 
We  will  discuss  the  sittieg  tenant  here- 
after. I  do  not  want  to  take  up  time 
prematurely  by  discussing  that  important 
matter.  Rut  I  would  say  that  the 
position  as  to  the  sitting  tenants  or  as  to 
the  heir  having  the  right  of  veto  given 
to  them  is  perfectly  illusory,  Jt  is  a 
right,  as  I  have  been  told  by  the  organ 
of  a  conniderikbte  Party  iu  Ireland,  which 
is  tampered  by  the  blunderbuss.  It  does 
not  seem  to  me  that  there  is  atiy  value 
id  a  right  which  is  tempered  by  the 
blunderbuss  by  exasperated  oompetitors. 
Therefore,  there  is,  as  1  say,  a  great 
differoncD  in  principle  betweeu  Clause  13 
of  the  old  Aet,  which  was  purely 
voltiutary — which  allowed  everyone  to 
object  nud  to  establish  proceedings  ah 
initio — and  this  clause  which  does  not 
allow  the  parties  iuterested  to  interfere 
and  leaves  the  fioal  decision  absolutely  in 
the  bauds  of  the  tribunal  it  is  proposed 
to  appoint.  It  is  not  fair  to  expect  the 
Houne  of  Commons  or  the  Irixh  people 
to  have  nnlimited  confidence  in  a  tri- 
bunal of  three  persons,  who,  although 
thoy  may  be  very  respectable  gentlemen, 
arc  certainly  not  archangels.  It  is  a 
little  too  much  to  expect  that  we  should 
have  absolute  and  unlimiteil  confidence 
in  tliem  when  they  are  called  upon  to 
.  extremely  complicatol  mutters 
>riug  upon  the  interests  and  the 
iperty  of  a  largo  section  of  the  Irish 
pie.  1  think  the  absurdity  of  asking 
House  to  trust  these  gentlemen  in  the 
nailers  we  have  been  discussing  is  clearly 
sbowii  by  the  divergence  of  opinion 
koioriifst  the  supporters  of  the  Bill.  We 
vi:  had  ill  the  course  of  the  Debate 
itemenls  made  by  supporters  of  the 
absolute  contradiction  to  the 
taken    hy   the   Gnvernmeni,  and 
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even  in  absolute  contradiction  to 
views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite.  Well,  Sir,  when 
lawyers  disagree,  how  are  we  to  expect 
that  these  three  gentlemen — these  three 
black  swans,  as  I  have  before  called 
them — will  always  be  able  to  come  to  a 
decision  if  they  differ  ?  Il  is  certain  that 
cases  will  be  brought  before  them,  and 
will  he  decided  by  them,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  adrailled  ought  to  be  excluded  from 
consideration.  So  mucli  in  regard  to  the 
comparison  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  made  between  the  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1891  and  the  preseut  Bill.  Then  I 
go  on  to  sny  that  I  go  further  than  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me.  I  intend  to 
support  the  Amendmeut,  because  I  do 
think  it  is  desirable  to  have  some  kind 
of  test  by  which  this  constant  inter- 
ference is  to  l>e  determined.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  proposes  that  we  should 
deal  with  all  cases  of  eviction  which 
occur  down  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
Well,  what  reason  is  there  for  Inking  that 
particular  period  1  What  possible  gruuoil 
of  diatiuotion  can  there  be  betwoeu  a 
person  evicted  before  the  end  of  1 891  and 
a.  person  evicted  at  the  beginning  of 
1895?  You  have  absolutely  no  finality 
whatever,  supposing  you  tako  the  Act  of 
1887.  1  do  uot  want  in  particular  Ui 
defend  that  Act,  but  if  you  should  take 
it  you  would  have  a  logical  resting  place. 
You  coald  say,  "  We  have  taken  that 
period,  because,  until  that  Act  was  passed, 
redress  was  not  given  to  certain  classes  of 
grievance.  After  that  redress  was  given, 
we  admit  there  ought  to  l)e  some  finality 
in  this  legislation."  And  here  we  lake 
our  stand  :  but  just  think  what  this 
House  is  asked  to  do.  I  will  not  say 
this  Govorniuent,  but  I  will  say  that  this 
Legislature  has  again  and  again,  for  a 
considerable  period,  liecn  asked  to  pass 
Acts  as  messages  of  peace  to  the  Irish 
people.  No  sooner  have  we  passed  an 
Act  than  wo  have  been  asked  to  pa»s 
another.  When  that  is  poiuted  out,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  reply  —  "That  is 
because  you  did  not  take  our  advice." 
Remember,  those  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
always  supported  these  Acis,  but  they 
have  always  reserved  to  themselves — 
what  shall  I  call  it,  not  exactly  a  loeui 
penitentiir,  but  a  place,  or  opportunity — 
for  urging  a  further  claim.  Even  with 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  tliat  is  the  case,  and 
that  will  be  the  case  to  the  end  of  time. 
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I  do  Dot  care  if  you  were  to  pass  a  new 
Bill  providing  that  rents  should  not  bo 
claimed  at  all  in  Ireland.  That  would 
not  satisfy  hon.  Gen  tinmen  opposite.  They 
would  still  say  that  there  was  something 
reserved  for  a  future  opportunity.  That 
may  be  all  very  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  It  may  assist  them  to  pose 
before  their  countrymen  as  going  beyond 
British  Representatives ;  but  it  is  not  a 
position  to  be  taken  up  by  any  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  attempt  to  care 
social  and  administrative  difficulties  by 
raising  up  a  new  crop  of  difficulties  ;  and 
when  they  had  the  frank  admission  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  this  Bill 
is  not  to  be  a  final  Bill,  I  say  the  time 
has  gone  by  when  they  can  come  forward 
and  pretend  that  they  are  consulting  and 
taking  Irish  opinion,  for  the  fact  is  that 
they  themselves  do  not  go  as  far  as  Irish 
opinion.  They  ought  to  form  their  own 
opinion  and  stick  to  it.  As  it  is,  we  have 
had  it  clearly  shown  to  us  in  the  course  of 
those  Debates  that  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  and  that  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  that  a  certain  class  of  cases 
ought  to  be  excluded  by  the  arbitrators, 
and  the  only  reason  for  not  excluding 
them  by  the  Bill  is  that  Irish  Members 
will  not  consent,  and  say  it  is  no  use 
making  these  constant  concessions  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  when  even  then  you 
cannot  claim  that  yon  have  arrived  ut  a 
position  of  finality.  If  the  Government 
would  have  the  courage  of  their  convic- 
tions, and  in  this  matt<3r  tell  us  what  it  is 
they  are  dealing  with — with  social  and 
administrative  difficulties  brought  about 
by  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  that  even 
though  they  did  not  approve  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  they  are  anxious  in  the 
interest  of  Ireland  to  do  something  to 
prevent  the  evil  effects  of  that  conspiracy 
— then  I  think  on  grounds  of  national 
interest  and  in  the  interest  of  Ireland  we 
should  go  a  certain  way  with  them. 
When,  however,  they  yield  to  pressure 
and  introduce  a  Bill  which  everyone  in 
the  House  knows — and  everyl)ody,  even 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  know — is  only 
the  beginning  of  further  agitation,  then 
I  do  think  it  is  time  for  us  to  make  some 
sort  of  protest. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  do  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  as  every- 
one knows,  is  one  of  the  most  clear  and 
able  and  lucid  speakers,  has  seldom  made 
a  speech  in  this  House  which  has  shown 
a  greater  departure  from  those  qualities. 

J/r,  J.  Chamberlain 


He  has  mode  what  is,  in  fact,  a  Second 
Reading  speech.  A  few  sentences,  it  is 
true,  he  devoted  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  House,  but  the  larger  part  of  his 
observations  had  no  more  bearing  npon 
the  particular  proposal  before  us  than 
it  had  OQ  any  other  of  the  279 
Amendments*  on  the  Paper.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  admits  that  if  this  were 
a  social  and  administrative  difficalty 
which  we  ask  the  House  to  give  m 
special  powers  to  deal  with,  he  and  boo. 
Gentlemen  like  him  woaid  be  ioolined  to 
go  a  considerable  way  with  us.  The 
point  we  are  now  upon  is  the  are*  of  the 
social  and  administrative  difficuitj*.  My 
contention  is  tliat  the  area  of  the  difficulty 
appeared  to  genllemeo  opposite  when 
they  were  in  power  to  come  down  to 
tenants  evicted  as  late  as  1891.  Two  or 
three  years  have  since  passed  by,  and  we 
bring  the  area  down  to  the  present  day, 
but  both  gentlemen  opposite  and  oor- 
selves  carry  it  beyond  18b7,  which  is  the 
limit  fixed  by  the  Amendment.  I  will 
not  say  anything  more  abont  the  Amend- 
ment, but  I  will  venture  to  call  attention 
to  the  proceedings  on  the  Amendment. 
The  Amendment  was  put  down  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Carson).  He  chanced  not  to  be  present, 
and  it  was  moved  in  a  pretty  full,  elaborate, 
and  learned  speech  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Barton). 
Various  gentlemen  have  discussed  it. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  answered  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  in  a  speech 
more  full,  more  elaliorate,  and  quite  as 
learned.  Then  comes  down  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Carson)  who 
ought  to  have  moved  the  Amendment 
himself.  I  make  no  complaint  of  his 
absence  ;  to  use  a  memorable  phrase  of 
his  Leader  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  he  was 
probably  "  more  agreeably  employed." 
He  conies  down,  and  after  we  are  all 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  endeavours  to  revive  our  languid 
interest.  Then  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  enters  into  a  more  foil  and 
copious  discussion  than  anybody  else, 
and  roams — I  do  not  like  to  say  rambles 
-—over  the  whole  field  of  the  Bill.  That 
is  the  method  in  which  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill  is  being  conducted,  and  probably 
it  will  necessitate  some  steps  being  taken 
by  the  Government. 
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Mr.    WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said^  he  are   the   arguments  maiuly  relied  ou  iu 

could  uot  8upiK>rt  the  Ameudmetit.  support  of  this  Bill.     I  do  uot  by  my 

_        .                  ^,                          ,     ,  Amendmeut   require    that    the    tenants 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  ^y^^  ^  i^^iug   near   their   holdings ;  I 

there  inserted.'*  ^uj^  follow  the  words  of  the  Commission's 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ajes  103  ;  Ro/erence  and  say  "resident  in  Ireland." 

Noes  158,— (Dirision  List,  No.  200.)  ^^^  °o*  ^»«*  men  to  come  f ronj  America, 

Canada,  or  the  Colonies,  and  claim  to  be 

Mr.  HANBUBT  :    The  Amendment  restored  to  farms  they    may  have   left 

I  have  upon  the  Paper  is  in  line  7,  to  in-  15  years  ago.  I  would  limit  the  operation 

sert  after  the  words  "  seventy-nioe,"  the  ^^  5^^  ^^^^,^,  ^V^*?^  ^^°\"^»  tu^tually 

^  •.  44    ^j  *i     #            *     ^  *  *u        *  •  resident  m  Ireland.    It  has  been  pleaded 

words  "and  the  former  tenant  thereof  is  ^,    .  -     .,.        t      .  ._,   ,     ^.^  5«^  :«  „ 

^M'  1     ^  •    T    1     J  VI  'Ti.             xu  that  families  of  evicted  tenants  are  in  a 

now  resident  m  Ireland. '  There  are  three  ,.^.  ., .  #_ „*„,^.*:^„ 

verr   irood  reasons  wnlch  will    I  hone  condition  not  far  removed  from  starvation, 

very  good  reasons  wnich  will,  l  hope,  ^^^  j  ^^^  ^j^j^  ^^^^  y^  ^^     ^^^  .^^  j^  ^^ 

"^IIT^S  *K    n^^  ^^    ?#      •  .^^^^^P"-  the  relief  of  such  the  resources  under  the 

sense  of  the  Government  for  introducing  3.^^  ^^^^^   ^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^j^^^  ^ 

these  words.       In  the  first  place,  these  .,           .     ,         *       1    «,^i«      ^  * :.  ^i « 

,      _Jxj«         *uo*            -.  those  who  have  found  employ  meiit  in  the 

words  are  adopted  from  the  Reference  to  n  •*   1    c*  *      ^     *i  ^  /^^i^^:,.-      ^m.«„« 

au^ -kM  *u  —  rt         •    •            T*           •  i.  United   States  or  the  Colonies.     I  hose 

the  Mathew  Commission.       It   was  into  ,     .                 .   .  ii„  j'ir^.^„*««^:*:^„  ««.i 

.1     *  ^-^  ._     -             .     .         i.     #  xu«  last  are  in  a  totally  different  position,  and 

the  facts  m  reference  to  tenants  of  this  ^,    .    ,   ,    1*  .1  j:  _i_  ^u  Jx^„  ,i^^J  „^x 

ckss    that     the    Commissioners     were  ^" '^^     ^   1    ^  ?       ?^^{inL  tn 

directed  to  inquire.    The  Reference  runs  TTIu  ^^^    /'  fJ.^  T.ft ' 

ID  these  terms  •—  ^®™P*^  ^*^®®®  ™®"  ^  ^^^®  "P  *"^     ® 

ploymeut  as  they  may  have  been  able  to 

"  Whereas  we  have  deemed  it  expedient  that  obtain  elsewhere  by  an  offer  to  reinstate 

a  GomminioQ  shonki  forthwith  ii»ue  to  inquire  ^y^^^    jy    ^i^^^^^    mo^   ^^   leag  miserable 

into  and  report  upon  estates  in  Ireland  where  1    •  ••        •    r    1      it           ^«.  -  .^u.,^  4.1    » 

the  tenanci«of  aholdingor  holdings  have  been  holdings  in  Ireland.  I  am  not  sure  but  that 

determhied  suice  Ist  May,  1879,  and  in  respect  it  might  give  rise  to  very  serious  compli- 

to  which  claims  to  be  reinstated  have  been  cations  with   the    Government    of    the 

made  by  traants  evicted  therefrom  and  non-  United  States,  and  certainly  it  would  be 

leddent  in  IreUnd,  &c  ^^^  ^^  ^^^.^  ^j,  ^^^^^^^   ^^  domicile 

Sarely  the  inquiry  by  the  Commission  is  and   naturalisation  ;  but  such   questions 

the  whole  basis  of  this  Bill,  and  I  think  might    arise   if   we    allowed    domiciled 

we  shall   be  on  much    safer  ground  if  citizens   of   the  United  States  to  come 

we  really  follow  the  Reference  to   that  liack  and  claim,  with  State  assistance, 

CoinmissioD.    Undoubtedly  the  Commis-  the  right  of  reinstatement  on  the  soil  of 

sioners  were  directed  to  deal  with  evicted  Ireland.    One  great  objection  to  this  Bill 

tenants  now  resident  in  Ireland.     These  is   the   fact    that    owing    to   the   great 

were  the  exact  words  of  Reference,  and  number  of  tenants  who  may  apply  for 

where  we  have  so  little  evidence  in  sup-  reinstatement  it  cannot  be  seen  how  the 

port  of  the  Bill  we  ought  at  least   to  Commission  can  make  any  of  their  orders 

Keep  as  much  as  possible  to  those  cases  absolute  until  all  the  petitions  have  been 

whieh  formed  the    subject  of  evidence,  sent   in    and    until  years  have  elapsed  ; 

In  addition  to  this  reason  for  the  limita-  but     I     do     see      that     if     wc     limit 

tioDf.I  ask  the  Committee  to  remember  the  applications  to  residents  in  Ireland 

thftt  the  plea  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  then    the    year   might   be   considerably 

the  Gangway  in  support  of  this  Bill,  and  shortened,  and  the  greater  part  of  two 

strong  I  have  thought   it  to  be,  is  the  years  would  remain  for  the  arbitrators  to 

plea  of  pity.     We  are  told  that  these  un-  deal  with  the  cases  before  them.     From 

fortunate  tenants  live  within  a  few  miles,  every  point  of  view  the  Amendment  is 

and  often  within  sight,  of  their  old  hold-  desirable,  unless  it  is  the  fact  that  the 

ings,  and  thai  it  is  very  hard,  and  adds  Bill  is  designed  to  bring  back  what  I 

to  the   bitterness    of  their   lot   to   live  will  venture  to  call  a  very  turbulent  and 

year   after     year    close    to    the    homes  dangerous    element    of    the    population 

from  which   they    have    been    evicted,  which  left  Ireland  for  the  United  States 

A  touohing  plea,  I  admit;  and,  further,  many  years  ago.     A  very  different  thing 

it    lias    been    strongly    urged    by    the  this  to  assisting  to  return  to  their  fanns 

hon*   Member  for  Mayo  that  there  are  those  unfortunate  men  who  since  their 

9|000  or  lO^OOO,  women,   children,  and  eviction  have,  to  their  credit,  lived  peace- 

relatives  of  these  evicted  sufferers.  These  ably  in  Ireland, 
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Aiiiendmeut  proposeil,  iu  page  I, 
after  the  words  "  *eveuty- ' 
nine,"  to  insert  llie  woriU  "And  tuo 
former  tenaut  thereof  ia  uow  resideut  iu 
IrelaDtl." — (^Mr.  Hanbary.) 

QuestioD  propoBed,  "  Tb»l  tliose  wonlit 
be  tUere  iuserted." 

SiitR.T.REID:  Tbe  boti. Member  lifts 
founded  his  AmendmsDl  on  tbe  Reference 
to  tbe  Mathew  CoRimissiou,  but  be  baa 
uol  toiicbed  upon  tbe  rocomiiiendatioug  of 
tbat  Iwdy  after  tliey  bad  beard  aud  cou- 
sidered  the  evidence.  I  tbink  that  if, 
iD«lead  of  attacbln^  so  much  importance 
10  tbe  terms  of  Refereofc,  be  paid  mure 
atteution  to  tbe  findings  of  tbe  Matbew 
CommiBsion,  be  (tlie  bou.  Gentleman) 
would  see  tbat  t\\ey  cover  most  of  tbe 
groiiud  occupied  by  tbe  Bill. 

Mr.  HAKBUEY  :  Tbe  Matbew 
Coraminsion  were  limited  to  tenauciee  of 
ibia  kind.  The  claims  of  evicted  tenants 
now  resident  iu  Ireland  was  the  entire 
limit  of  their  Commission. 

SimR.T.REID:  Tlmt  does  not  seem  to 
me  to  eoucluda  the  matter  or  to  offer  anv 
very  special  argument  iu  support  of  what 
tbe  bon.  Member  wauta  to  do.  He  wants 
ID  draw  a  line  whereby  no  person  not 
now,  at  the  paauing  of  the  Act,  resident 
iu  Ireland  shall  receive  any  benefit  uuder 
the  Act.  That  liue  of  demarcation 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  couaisteui 
with  juatiee  or  expediency.  I  can 
imagine  many  c«ses  in  which  such 
exclusion  would  operate  unjustly.  An 
evicted  teuaut  may  uavedied,  buthemay 
bave  a  representative  whose  right  and 
title  ought  not  to  be  affected  by  the  fact 
tbat  he  resides,  for  example,  in  Ensland. 
The  bon.  Member  has  recognised  tbat 
natural  sympathy  we  alt  must  feel  for  tbe 
man  who  iu  wretched  circumstancea  ceea 
day  by  day  others  in  occupation  of  bis 
old  home,  but  there  may  he  other  cases 
(jnite  as  meritorioua.  A  man  having 
BufTorod  an  uufair  or  inconsiderate  evic- 
tion may  have  been  constrained  by 
necessity,  instead  of  settling  down  near 
his  holding,  to  come  to  England  seeking 
a  means  of  livelihood.  I  do  not  sec  why 
this  praiseworthy  etTort  should  not  com- 
mand oursympniby  or  disentitle  him  to 
any  benefit  this  Act  would  give.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  case  the  bou.  Gen- 
tleman has  put,  that  of  a  man  coming 
hack  from  Americn,  is  one  that  could  bu 
readily  dealt  with  by  any  sensible  person, 
UkI  Eucb  casea  may   well  be  left  to  the 


judgment  of  the  seuaible  and  dis- 
tinguished men  who  are  to  be  made 
nrhitrutors  by  this  Bill.  But  I  think  th« 
bon.  Gentleman  must  have  been  driven  to 
tbe  last  extremity  for  argument  when  he 
suggested  that  difficulties  might  arise  out 
of  the  qneatiou  of  domicile.  I  do  not 
desire  to  be  dogmatic  upon  any  poiut  of 
International  Law,  and  the  more  one 
knowR  of  that  subject  tbe  less  wit)  be  the 
iuclinatiou  todogmatise,  but  IthinkI  can 
assure  the  bon.  Member  that  by  no 
possibility  can  any  unpleasantness  such  as 
lie  BUggests  arise  under  tbe  clauses  of  thin 
Bill. 

CuLosEL  SACNDERSON  :  Tbe 
bou.  and  learned  Gentleman  hue,  I  think, 
proved  one  thing  at  any  rate — thai 
however  able  a  lawyer  be  may  be 
he  does  not  know  much  about  Ire- 
laud.  Now,  I  wish  to  point  out,  in 
regard  to  the  Ameudmeut  proposed  by 
my  hou.  Friend,  tbat  you  have  already 
decided  that  in  cases  where  two  claimnuls 
appear  on  tbe  scene  of  action,  then  these 
distiuguished  aud  amiable  gentle weu, 
these  "  seusible  persons"  who  are  to 
determine  tbe  fate  of  Irish  teuauts  and 
landlords  in  the  future,  are  to  have  tbe 
power  of  dividing  the  farm  into  two,  by 
way  of  establishing  peace  iu  Ireland. 
That  has  already  beeu  done.  Now,  I 
have  some  acquaintance  with  tbe  origiu 
of  Irish  fights  ami  disagreements  that 
muat  occasionally  occur,  and  I  venture  to 
mention  a  fact  of  which  you,  Sir  (Ur. 
A.  O'Connor  in  tbe  Chair),  are  no  doubt 
perfectly  aware,  that  most  of  the  crimes 
in  Ireland,  apart  from  what  we  cftll 
agiariau  crimes,  arise  out  of  claims  set 
up  for  some  piece  of  property.  Now 
you  have  determined  tbat — just  by  way 
of  eatahlishiug  peace — rival  claims  may 
be  settled  by  division. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N)  :  On  a  point 
of  Order,  I  submit  that  the  bon.  anil 
gallant  Gentleman  is  not  speaking  to  the 
Amendment  but  to  a  former  Amendment 
about  two  tenants. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  desired  Colonel 
Sanuderaon  to  proceed. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  I  am 
abxolutely  in  Order,  and  tbia  is  to  the 
poiut.  We  are  now  discussing  whether 
tbe  representative  of  an  Irish  tenant  may 
come  back  from  Amerioa  and  claim  a 
farm.  There  may  be  two  claimants, 
poi'sihly  three,  but  I  take  two.  Of  these 
two,  one  may  be  an  Irish  tenant  wbu 
WHE  evicted  say  five  years  ago,  Mid  tlw   i 
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claimant  from  America  may  represeut  a  ! 
tenant    evicted     H     years     ago,     auil 
these  two  would-be  Irish  tenauts  liave  to 
set  up  their  claims  before  this  remark- 
able   tribunal    for    the    division    of     a 
farm  on  which    probably  there  will  be 
only   one   house.     Whether    the   happy 
fiftmilies  are  to  live  in  one  house  or  not 
we  are  not  told,  but  I  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider    for  a  moment  whether  an 
arrangement  of  this  kind  will  tend  to  the 
peace,  prosperity,  and  happiness  of  Ire- 
land ?  It  would  be  a  much  more  sensible 
thing,  viewing   the   peculiarities  of  the 
country,  if  you  were  to  introduce  into  the 
Bill  a  clause  providing  that  the  survivor 
shall   have   the    farm.     You   allow   the 
claim  of  a  representative   who  need  not 
be  son  or  even  daughter  of  the  former 
tenant — it  may  be  widow,  nephew,  cousin, 
or  distant  relative — who  may  come  over 
to  Ireland  after  the  lapse  of  many  years 
and  put  in  a  claim  to  divide  a  farm  in 
Clare,   or  some  other  peaceful   county ; 
and  these  three  gentlemen   are  to  decide 
whether  the  tenant  who  was  turned  out 
many  years  ago,  or  perhaps  his  widow, 
coming  back  from  America,  shall  divide 
the  farm  and  live  in  the  same  house  with 
another.     Is  not  making   a  proposal  of 
that  kind  trifling  with  the  House  ?     Can 
anything  be  conceived  more  ridiculous  or 
absord  ?     And  then   we   hear  the  hon. 
and   learned    Gentleman,    in    eminently 
Parliamentary     and    legal    phraseology, 
speak   on    the    condition   of   affairs    in 
IiBland  of  which  he  absolutely   knows 
nothing !     My  hon.  Friend  proposes  that 
claims  shall  come  only  from  men  resident 
in  Ireland  who  are  known,  and   whose 
relationship  to  the  former  occupant  of  the 
farm  may  be  established  ;    but  here  you 
propose  to  allow  a  representative  to  come 
from  America,  Aust^lia,  New   Zealand, 
and  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  earth  and, 
I  presume,  upon  his  ipse  dixit^  to  repre- 
sent a  former  tenant  who  resided  on  the 
farm    14   years  ago,   and   to   claim  the 
attention  and  decision  of  this  wonderful 
tribanal  you  are  isettinf^   up.     I   should 
like  to  hear  soinil  hon.  Member  below  the 
Gangway  acqimpited  with  the  affairs  of  Ire- 
land prove  ho^  propo.sal  of  tliiskind  will 
tend  to  the  nbi  Heat  ion  of  my  country. 
I  venture  t^Ms  that  nobody  who  knows 
anything  of  Ireland  can  defend  the  pro- 
posal   of      »«^>\ving    representatives    of 
tenants    to     OOiic    from    nobody  knows 
where,  and  pnCii  these  claims  which  it 
will  be  impoMiUQ|to  refuse,  otherwise,  I 


suppose,  you  will  have  to  establish 
Commissions  in  America  and  elsewhere 
to  determine  who  is  the  representative  of 
the  original  Irish  tenant.  My  hon. 
Friend  makes  a  very  sensible  proposal, 
which  I  do  not  see  how  the  Government 
can  refuse.  Of  course,  we  know  they 
will  refuse  it,  for  they  have  practically 
announced  that  they  do  not  intend  to 
accept  from  us  any  Amendment  what- 
ever, and  their  reasoning  is  very  simple. 
They  say,  "  You  have  passed  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  ;  you  have  swallowed 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  any  Amend- 
ments you  propose  to  us  we  look  upon 
as  antagonistic  to  that  principle  you 
accepted  on  the  Second  Reading.^'  I 
never  before  heard  such  an  argument 
addressed  to  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  by  any  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  imagines  we  have 
wastod  the  time  of  the  House  ;  but  allow 
me  to  ])oint  out  that  if  we  have  been 
unduly  long,  and  if  our  speeches  have 
seemed  to  be  too  frequent 

The  chairman  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  :  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  the 
fact  that  the  Question  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  the  insertion  of  certain  words, 
and  he  must  deal  with  that. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  To  the 
best  of  my  ability  I  have  dealt  with 
those  words,  but  I  bow  to  your  decision. 
Sir,  and  pass  on  to  say  this:  This 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  has  not 
l)een  met  by  argument,  and  it  is  a 
proposal  to  which  I  cannot  see 
why  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
should  object.  It  will  not  be  popular  in 
their  constituencies  to  provide  that  a 
nephew,  cousin,  uncle,  aunt  of  a  former 
tenant  may  appear  on  the  scene  from 
America  after  14  years  have  elapsed, 
and  claim  reinstatement.  Mv  hon. 
Friend  would  prevent  what  undoubtedly 
would  become  the  source  of  an  luldition 
to  the  social  confusion  in  Ireland,  and  I 
am  sure  that  without  such  Amendment 
the  clause  will  be  one  of  the  most  un- 
popular things  this  House  could  effect  by 
legislation.  To  avoid  further  increase  of 
social  confusion  in  Ireland  and  possibly 
bloodshed,  I  support  this  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  and  it  on^ht  to  have  the 
support  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gant^way,  for  I  am  certain  it  would  be 
popular  among  their  constituents.  I  feel 
convinced  that  when  the  Government 
realise  not  only  the  simple  character  of 
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this  Amendineiit,  and  the  extent  to  which 
it  will  prevent  confusion  in  Ireland,  they 
will  overcome  their  scruples  and  accept 
this  as  an  improvement  of  tlieir  Bill. 

Mk.  macartney  :  The  Solicitor 
General  has  complained  that  my  hou. 
Friend,  in  founding  his  Amendment  on 
the  Reference  to  the  Mathew  Commission, 
left  out  of  view  the  recommendations  of 
that  Commission,  and  that  this  was  his 
main  or  only  argument.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  cannot  have  read, 
or  if  he  has  read  ho  must  have  forgotten, 
paragraph  16  a}id  17  of  the  Report,  in 
which  the  Commissioners  say  that  evicted 
tenants  live  in  the  vicinity  of  the  estate 
sn  pported  hy  the  assistance  of  friends  or 
ass  ociations,  and,  having  no  occupation, 
hang  about  the  farms,  never  relin- 
quishing the  hope  of  returning,  and 
Uiat  it  is  not  surprising  that  au- 
thorities have  considered  additions  to 
the  local  police  force  necessary.  Now, 
the  Bill,  we  understand,  has  been  intro- 
duced to  remove  an  adminstrative  and 
social  trouble,  and  it  is  evident  from  their 
Report  that  the  Commissioners  consider 
these  social  and  administrative  troubles 
have  arisen  from  the  fact  that  evicted 
tenants  remain  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  evicted  farms,  and  there  is  not  a 
word  in  the  Report,  not  an  expression 
in  their  recommendations  to  show  that 
the  Commissioners  ever  had  the  slightest 
idea  of  extending  their  recommendations 
to  any  tenant  not  resident  in  the  country, 
and  not,  therefore,  in  their  opinion  one 
of  the  chief  causes  of  that  social  trouble 
to  remove  which  the  Bill  has  been 
brought  in.  We  have  heard  various 
arguments  from  the  Front  Bench,  but  I 
think  not  one  with  less  foundation  than 
this  last.  The  Amendment  is  founded 
on  the  Reference  to  the  Commission  ;  but 
when  we  come  to  read  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners,  comparing 
the  language  in  the  Report  with  the  facts 
in  evidence,  I  think  it  is  perfectly  evident 
that  my  hou.  Friend  can  find  ample 
justification  for  his  Amendment. 

•Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Anybody 
who  knows  anything  of  the  tenants 
evicted  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
knows  that  many  of  them  have  left  the 
country,  have  gone  abroad,  or  have  found 
ill  England  or  Scotland  means  of  earning 
a  living.  If  that  is  true  of  tenants 
evicted  since  1886  much  more  is  it  true 
of  tenants  evicted  between  1879  and 
1886  ;  if  one  class  has  scattered  the  other 

Colonel  Saunderson 


,  has  much  more  scattered.  Now  I  put  it 
!  to  the  Government,  Do  they  think  that 
I  by  putting  temptation  in  the  way  of  these 
people  to  come  back  and  claim  these 
I  farms  out  of  which  they  could  not  get 
enough  to  live  upon  they  are  doing  these 
people  good  service  ?  They  are  doing 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Many  of  these  ex- 
tenants  are  earning  their  living  in  other 
ways,  and,  I  am  glad  to  think,  in  far 
more  comfortable  circumstances  than 
when  they  were  in  occupation  of  their 
holdings,  and  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me 
see  why  the  Government  should  offer 
encouragement  to  these  people  to  return 
to  Ireland  where  they  cannot  live.  This 
is  a  substantial  and  useful  Amendment, 
and  I  shall  support  it. 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  entirely 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  who  moved 
this  Amendment  and  with  my  hon. 
Friends  who  have  supported  it.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
must  have  been  rather  surprised  at  the 
line  of  defence  taken  up  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  My  hon.  Friend  based  his 
Amendment  to  a  considerable  extent  on 
the  Reference  to  the  Mathew  Commission, 
and  pointed  out  that  that  Reference  dis- 
tinctly confined  the  investigations  of  the 
Commission  to  the  case  of  tenants  resi- 
dent in  Ireland.  The  Solicitor  General 
expressed  a  wish  that  my  hon.  Friend 
had  thought  more  of  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  and  less  of  the  Refer- 
ence. On  that  Report  I  do  not  make 
any  attack,  nor  against  the  excellent 
gentlemen  who  formed  the  Commission 
do  I  say  a  single  word.  They  were  a 
body  of  gentlemen,  however  **  sensible,** 
with  whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  had  nothing  to  do,  except  that 
he  is  now  a  Member  of  the  Government 
who  at  the  time  made  the  appointments. 
But  who  is  responsible  for  that  Refer- 
ence.'^ The  very  gentleman  who  ought 
to  have  got  up  and  given  expression  to 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  this 
occasion,  who  did  not  do  so,  but  left  that 
duty  to  his  lieutenant.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland — he  alone,  or  I  presume 
with  the  assent  of  his  Colleagues — is  the 
person  responsible  originally  for  confining 
the  investigation  of  this  (Commission,  on 
whose  labours  this  Bill  ]^  founded,  to 
tenants  living  in  Ireland.  Clearly  his 
own  opinion  must  have  bccu  at  that  time 
that  the  Bill  should  be  ooxifined  to  these 
tenants,  and  at  least  w^  have  a  right  to 
ask  why  his  opinion   /changed  between 
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e  time  when  tlie  Commission  was  ap- 
ointed  nod  tbe  time  wlieu  lliis  BUI  viae 
trodiioeil.  We  have  tlie  gravest  rea- 
mpUiii  dial  ttiuTC  lias  beeu 
)  expliiiiiitioii  of  the  ehauge.  TUe 
bveetigatioD  uF  tLe  Comioittco  wim 
0  a  few  oBtalfis,  not  to  tbe  wbolo 
I'Irelaud  ;  but  tbe  fitijing  of  tbe  Com- 
Tissiou  was  tbe  main  reason  put  forward 
ni&at  tbe  Aiaondmeiit.  As  tlio  hoji. 
umber  for  8oiitb  Tyrone  bas  said,  to 
■  ir  temptatiou  to  people  wbo,  whether  in 
merica,  in  England,  or  Scotland,  have 
now  settled  down  to  other  modes  of  life 
and  mesne  of  liveliliood  to  return  to 
IreUnd  and  put  in  duimii.is  iloiug  no  good 
urvice  to  them  and  is  ii  cruel  wrong  to 
Irish  teuante.  My  bun.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colouul  Mauuderson)  appeared  to 
tlilalc  that  the  repreeentiitive  of  an  Irish 
t«saat  roust  neL-easarily  l>e  a  relative  ;  but 
that  need  not  be  so  ;  he  may  be,  for  niiy- 
&ing  1  know,  Hriyliody  who  lakna  out 
tetters  of  adminietmtion. 

Mb.  J.  MOULEY  :  There  is  another 
Aniondmeut  on  chat  point. 
»  Mr.    a.   J.    BALFOUR  !  And   will 

IK  Government  accept  it  ? 
Ma.  J.  MUHLEY  intimated  a  ne^a- 
,»e. 
Mr.  a.  ,T.  BALFOUK:  Then  I 
nut  take  the  Bill  ae  I  find  it.  He  ne»l 
M  be  a  relation  of  the  person  who  held 
19  tenancy  ;  be  may  be  unconnected  hy 
tood  or  friendship,  and  his  oulj  connec- 
tion may  be  the  fact  that  he  bas  a  debt, 
pftTtnent  of  which  can  only  be  obtained 
by  taking  out  letters  of  adminiBtratiou, 
■nd  he  may  come  from  America  and, 
before  the  arbitrators,  put  in  a  claim  to  all 
the  privileges  of  this  Bill.  It  is 
_ridicnious.  We  have  often  discussed — 
very  recently  in  the  other  House, 
igh  I  have  no  right  to  refer  toa  ~ 
wre — the  mnuiis  of  preventing 
■nmigmtiun  of  pauper  aliens,  but  this 
Bill  if  it  is  leftuunmendedwillcncooragi 
sUCli  immigration  ;  and  when  we  are  al 
agreed  that  tbe  immigration  of  pauper 

»^lons   is  a  thing  to  he  dii^aouraged  * 
liODdon,  LoedH,  uud  Muuchester,  I  fail  to 
ue   why    il  should    be   encouraged 
IreUnd.     We  ought  to  have  to  deal  only 
with  IrUhmen  living  in  Ireland,  and  I  ba.4c 
that  ooutention  on  the  deliberate  opinion 

tof  tlie  Government  and  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  when  he  framed  with 
tbe  utmost  care  the  Reference  to  the 
|C*thew  Commission.  I  ask  the 
Committee  to  endorse  that  opinion 
VOL.  XXVll.  [k,.[,ktii  aKRiEs.] 


lupportiog 


of 


Amendment 
id,  who  desires  to  con- 
the  advantages  of  tbe  Bill,  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  originally  desired  to 
ironfinis  them,  to  lenantw  living  in  Ireland, 
not  extending  them  to  those  who  many" 
years  ago  may  have  sought  in  foreigff' 
'countries  and  in  foreign  oltizenship" 
means  of  livelibao<l  wholly  dtlfercutfroitf' 
tlieir  old  occupation.  Of  course,  thfr 
Government  may  refuse  this  and" 
r  Amendment,  but  aa  yet  no- 
>u  bas  lieen  given  for  depart- 
from  their  original  position  when 
drawing  up  the  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mission and  now  substantially  embodied 
in  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

•Mb.  BUCKNILL  {Surrey,  Epsom): 
Une  word  may  be  added  with  a  quotation 
of  language  used  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
ill  support  of  the  not  improper  demand' 
for  an  explanation.  Before  the  Com" 
mission  Issued,  -which  was,  I  think,  in 
Oetobar,  1892 — I  speak  from  reeollectiori' 
— the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  adi 
dressed  a  letter,  dated  26th  September,  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  which  was 
published  in  The  Timet  of  September  2a, 
ut  page  7,  in  which  the  Chieif  Secretary 
for  Ireland  notified  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  issue  a  Commission,  which 
is  known  uow  by  the  name  of  the 
Msthew  Commission.  In  that  letter  the 
Chief  Secretory  drew  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  in  terms  to  tbe 
uature  of  the  Commission,  which  appear 
to  me  now  to  require  some  esplanatiom 
I  will  read  the  whole  sentence  as  til 
appears  in  The  Tinvet — 

'■  We  (meaning  the  Oovemment) 
that  tbe  area  of  the  inqujrf  shall  pnftieularlj 
cover  eataUa  within  the  soope  of  Section  tB„ 
where  dispalas  stili  exUt  between  hiudloidqi 
null  evicted  tenants,  but  cicludinK  all  cases 
whurc  the  evicted  tenants  hnTc  left  the 
connlry." 

These    arc    the    exact    words   as    they 
appear  iu    The   Timet.     The  answer  of 
the  iiou.  Member  for  Longford  has  not 
yet   been    published  ;    but  I    feel   aomti^  J 
curiosity  to  know  how  that  hon.  MembeT'd 
met  this  particular  pan,  of  the  sentenes^.fl 
what  were  his  views  and  those  of  other   \ 
Irish  Members  of  tbe  proposed  exclusion 
of  that  partieuhir  class  of  tenants  from  the 
scope  of  that  inquiry  and  this  Bill.     All 
else  that  I  had  to  say   has  been  betle 
said   by  others,  and  1  waited  i 
Cliief    Secretary    was     prescot     befo^ 
quoting  from  liis  leUer. 
3  F 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  right 
whatever  to  complain  either  of  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  or  of  the  hou.  and  learned 
Memher  for  reminding  the  Committee  of 
the  language  that  was  used  hy  me  in 
announcing  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  issue  the  Mathew  Commission, 
and  the  words  I  introduced  into  the  Order 
of  Reference  to  that  Commission.  To  the 
views  which  I  then  expressed  more 
specifically  and  personally  in  the  letter 
from  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
has  read  an  extract, explaining  the  object 
which  ]  had  in  my  mind  at  the  time  and 
still  have  in  my  mind — to  those  views  I 
still  adhere  ;  that  is  to  say,  I  do  not  ex- 
pect or  contemplate  that  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  will  be  to  invite  back  to  Ireland 
a  number  of  men  from  Chicago,  Phila- 
delphia, New  York,  and  elsewhere,  in 
order  to  make  claims  for  reinstatement  in 
holdings  from  which  they  had  been 
evicted  10  or  15  years  ago.  That  ex- 
clusion was  my  policy  then,  and  it  is  the 
policy  which  I  do  not  conceive  to  be 
shut  out  or  negatived  by  the  machinery 
which  it  is  proposed  to  set  up  in  this 
Bill.  But  I  am  not  willing  to  exclude 
from  the  consideration  of  the  arbitrators 
cases  of  emigrant  tenants  who  may  have 
a  fair  claim,  and  whom  it  may  be  desir- 
able, in  the  interests  of  the  social  peace 
of  the  district,  to  restore.  Anybody  who 
knows  Ireland — ^and  no  one  knows  it 
better  than  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh — knows  that  there 
may  be  cases  where  land  is  at  this  moment 
unoccupied,  and  where  it  might  be  very 
desirable,  if  a  returned  emigrant  set  up 
a  claim  for  reinstatement  upon  it,  that 
the  arbitrators  should  have  power  to 
recognise  that  claim  and  put  the 
man  into  the  holding.  I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  such  cases  would  be  fre- 
quent. This  is  my  apology,  if  you  like 
to  use  that  word,  for  any  apparent  incon- 
sistency in  the  language  I  used  in  the 
document  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite,  and  my  refusal  or  un- 
willingness to  assent  to  this  Amendment. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  politic  to 
invite  men  to  come  back  from  America 
or  other  parts  of  the  world  to  put  forward 
claims  under  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think 
the  inducement  is  sufficient,  and  even  if  j 
some  of  them  were  to  return  to  Ireland 
for  that  purpose  I  do  not  suppose  that 
the  welcome  they  would  receive  from  the 
arbitrators  would  be  such  as  would 
operate  as  an  encouragement  to  others  to  ' 


do  the  same.  I  adhere  to  the  policy 
upon  this  matter  that  I  have  always 
held,  but  I  do  not  deem  it  expedient  to 
shut  out  of  view  the  fact  that  there  may 
be  circumstances  which  make  it  desirable 
to  give  the  power  to  reinstate  tenants 
who  at  the  moment  that  the  Bill  becomes 
law  do  not  happen  to  be  resident  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  a  very  important  one, 
because  it  certainly  shows  that  a  com- 
plete change  has  taken  place  in  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  since 
he  wrote  that  letter  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  in  1892.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  says  that  he  does  not 
desire  to  invite  persons  over  from  Ame- 
rica to  make  claims  under  this  Bill,  but 
in  1892  he  said  he  desired  to  exclude 
such  persons,  which  is  a  totally  different 
thing.  The  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  show  why  he 
desired  to  exclude  these  men  in  1892  and 
why  he  desires  to  include  them  in  1894. 
I  venture  to  say  the  change  was  made 
much  later  than  might  be  supposed  from 
the  interval  which  elapsed  between  the 
date  of  the  letter  and  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill,  because  upon  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  the  Chief  Secretary  spoke 
of  the  limited  number  of  evicted  tenants 
who  would  come  under  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  He  said  that  there  were  alto- 
gether 0,900  evicted  tenants,  of  whom 
some  2,000  had  gone  abroad  or  were 
otherwise  disposed  of,  and  that  that 
would  leave  only  3,900  to  be  dealt  with 
under  this  Bill,  and  when  I  reminded  him 
that  it  appeared  from  the  Report  of  the 
Paruell  Commission  that  in  eight  only 
out  of  the  15  years  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1879  there  had  been  24,000 
evictions,  he  met  that  statement  by 
asserting  that  all  the  remaining  evict^ 
tenants  had  been  disposed  of,  and  that 
they  would  only  have  to  deal  with  3,900 
under  this  Bill,  because  the  rest  had  gone 
to  America  or  had  been  otherwise  dis- 
posed of.  Undoubtedly  this  Bill  will  be 
a  call  to  those  tenants  who  have  gone  to 
America  to  come  back,  raising  social 
difficulties  that  do  not  now  exist.  Let 
us  speak  plainly.  The  Government  has 
shown  to-night  a  determination,  which  I 
think  is  very  deplorable,  not  to  accept 
any  Amendment  whatever  to  the  Bill. 
Here  is  an  Amendment  which  will  have 
the  effect  of  carrying  out  the  right  hon. 
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Gretitleinan*8  own  declared  policy,  but  subtleties  of  the  legal  mind  when  applied 
new  pressure  has  been  brought  to  bear  to  the  construction  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
upon  him,  and  he  consequently  goes  if  they  do  not  realise  that  a  few  months* 
away  from  his  own  opinion  and  convic-  absence  in  England  may  be  held  to  ex- 
iioD,  though  he  still  thinks  it  is  not  elude  a  man  from  a  claim  under  the  Act. 
desirable  that  these  men  should  be  ex-  I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
eluded,  and  now  seeks  to  throw  the  whole  not  intend  that  temporary  absence  should 
responsibility  in  the  matter  upon  the  operate  as  exclusion, 
arbitrators.  We  have  had  no  answer  to  Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN:  Hear, hear, 
the  Amendment,  and  we  are  justified  in  Mr.  SEXTON :  Should  the  repre- 
repeating  our  argument  again  and  again  sentative  of  a  tenant  who  has  died  be 
that  the  only  justification  for  the  Bill  is  excluded  ?  Surely  it  is  not  intended 
that  it  may  remove  social  and  adminis-  that  the  property  of  an  Irish  tenant, 
trative  difficulties.  How  are  you  going  which  has  some  value,  should,  at  his 
to  deal  with  the  social  and  administrative  death,  necessarily  come  into  the 
difficulties  in  Ireland  if  you  bring  back  to  possession  of  the  landlord  ?  By 
that  country  a  number  of  men  who  have  right  of  law  and  equity  such  pro- 
become  absorbed  into  the  populations  of  perty  passes  to  the  representative  of 
other  countries,  and  who  are  perhaps  the  deceased,  but  by  these  words  that 
contentedly  living  there  ?  The  right  hon.  representative  would  be  ousted.  In  the 
Grentleman  has  spoken  of  the  advantages  case  of  an  evicted  tenant  in  America  it  is 
that  may  accrue  to  those  persons  who  contended  that  no  matter  under  what 
may  return,  but  there  are  a  great  circumstances  he  has  emigrated  he  ought 
number  of  those  persons  whose  return  to  be  excluded.  We  have  known  of 
may  be  far  from  an  advantage  to  many  men  who  have  gone  to  America 
ourselves.  In  1882  there  was  a  great  simply  because  they  were  unable  to  get  a 
flight  of  Irishmen  to  America  and  other  living  nearer  home,  but  they  have  wives 
parts  of  the  world,  and  some  of  those  and  children  at  home;  they  have  still 
gentlemen  who  have  not  been  successful  home  interests  in  Ireland  near  the  old 
abroad,  and  who  have  not  obtained  in-  home,  they  working  in  America  to  pro- 
fluential  positions  in  Tammany  Hall,  may  vide  the  means  of  subsistence.  Does  the 
find  it  convenient  to  return  to  Ireland,  right  hon.  Gentleman  contend  that  a 
Is  the  Government  going  to  say  to  them,  man  who  has  been  driven  for  a  time  to 
^^  Well,  we  cannot  make  you  all  city  America  to  secure  the  means  of  life 
marshals,  but  at  least  we  can  offer  you  should  be  excluded  from  the  benefits  of 
the  next  best  thing — we  can  make  you  this  Act  ?  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  and 
evicted  tenants  ? ''  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh,  the 

Mr.    SEXTON  :    Such   speeches   as  ?"^y  .I^jsh  landlord  who  has  taken  part 

that  we  have  heard  from  the  right  hon.  »»  this  discussion,  should  have  seen  fit  to 

Gentleman   offer  full   explanation   why  ^^^^^  }^^  8"^3ect  of   this  Bill  and   the 

British  law  and    British  administration  8™"^  of  men,  women,  and  children, 

have   become    detestable    to    the    Irish  under  the  tyranny  of  eviction,  ma  spirit 

people,  speeches  inspired  by  the  spirit  of  of  broad  farce.     Let  me  remind  the  Com- 

mockery    and    taunt.     Let    me    submit  n^.\"®®  ^^  ^^^^  took  place  in  relation  to 

specific  reasons  against  this  Amendment,  evictions  on  Lord  Clanricarde  s    estate. 

If  these  words  are  inserted  no  man  who  ^^^^^^  tenants  found  shelter  on  a  plot 

is  out  of  Ireland  at  the  passing  of  this  of  ground  on  the  property  of  the  parish 

Act    can    make    a   claim.      There    are  PV««^:     ^^rough  a  Court  of  Law  Lord 

hundreds  of  poor  tenants  who,  by  reason  Clanricarde  obliged  the  priest  to  expel 

of    their   eviction,    go    to    England  or  ^^«  ^«°*°^s  from  that  plot  of  ground,  but 

Scotland  to  take  part  in  such  work  as  ^}^  t®°*°*8  ^?^"^  «^^®^*e^  ^°  H"^f  and  out- 

they  can  find  in  the  summer  and  autumn  ^^^^es  of  other  tenants,  and  then  Lord 

and  do  not  return  until  November.  Clanricarde  set  his    agents  to  work  to 

TT  A  xTTJTTov     rr>i                  -1  ""^t  out  tlicsc    poor  crcaturcs,  and  by 

Mr.  H  ANBURY  :  They  are  resident,  ^.^^eats  to  prevent  any  assistance  or  shelter 

MR.SEXTON:  What  does  "resident"  being    given    to    them.       The     Times 

mean  ?     Has  not  absence  from  Ireland —  alluded  to  these  proceedings  as  "  deviPs 

occasional  absence — debarred  a  man  from  work,"    and     am     I    to    be    told    that 

the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ?  Ingenuous  people     driven     from    the    country    by 

Tory    gentlemen     know    little    of     the  such  tyrannv  as  this  are   to  be    denied 
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participation     in    this    act     of     mercy  of  the  words  '^  or  his  personal  representa- 

passed  hj  a  British  Parliament  ?     I  put  tive/* 

the  question  with  some  confidence  to  the 

right   hon.    Gentleman,  and    invite  his        Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 


answer. 


Amendment,  after  the  word  "  thereof, 

^r     X  i-iTT  A  ^^^T^T^x  *  ,^T    ^       .1  ^o   insert   the   words    "  or   his   personal 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  rCertamly,  representative."— (^r.  J^.  CAamfer/otn.) 
1  accept  the  mritation,  and  I  can  assure 

the  hon.  Gentleman  that  to  such  an  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
aKrgament  I  have  no  inclination  to  reply  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
in  a  spirit  of  mockery.     It  is  the  first  ment." 

argnment  that  has  been  offered  in  support  .,,  ^  ^,  TT-r^A-r-.r  ▼  .  ..  .t 
of  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  I  think  the  hon.  ^^\  ^'  ^'  ^^^F^'l  ^^^^^^  the 
Member  has  made  out  a  case  for  amend-  Committee  to  pause  in  dealing  with  the 
ment  of  the  Amendment,  for  I  believe  question  of  absenteeism  That  is  a  very 
that  none  of  us  desire  to  exclude  from  the  ^*^g^  question,  and  it  affects  landlords  as 
purview  of  the  Bill  the  personal  repre-  well  as  tenants.  What  would  become  of 
sentative  of  a  former  tenant.  Therefore,  ^^«  ^^^f  ^^  Devonshire  if  he  were  to 
I  venture  to  move  at  once  the  addition  ^^}  .  *^«  ^^^  *«  }^  »«.  Proposed  to  be  ad- 
after  "former  tenant  thereof,"  of  the  '^'''f/''^^  H  *lj«  "gh^h«^  ^<^"tWn 
words  *^  or  his  personal  representative."  ^^«  Member  for  West  Birmingham  ?    He 

But  in  regard  to  the  matters  referred  to  ^^^7  ^^^t,^  IZ^^'^hT  a  txt  xj 
by  the  hon.  Member,  though  I  defer  to  .  ^«;  ^'  CHAMBERLAIN  :  He  was 
the  opinion  of  others  upon  the  legal  point,  "^??  '^i,  ^^J-  rr-n.  a  t  ^  rx  .  .  ^ 
I  do  not  think  it  can  be  held  that  tem-  ^\  ^\  ^\  }^^^^7  ''  ^°^®  '°  ^^ 
porary  absence  in  England  or  Scotland  3^^  ^^!  ^  n^^A'^ui'^^^  'r^  it  u  i 
establishcR  a  man  as  non-resident  in  Ire-  ^f '  ^'  CHAMBERLAIN  :  He  had 
land  any  more  than  it  can  be  maintained  "^^^  ^^^"^  **^®^«  «*"c®  ^'^  ^^*^®^  ^*« 
that  I  am  not  a  resident  in  Birmingham  ^^J,^\,  ttt^  a  t  ^  tt  t  i  /^, 
becanse  the  Government  keep  me  18  *Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  Lord  Clan- 
months  in  London.  I  really  do  not  think  ^»^*^^^f  ^^»^.  ^^J;^*Ho  '"  ^'^*''^  ^  r?® 
that  such  a  man  could  legally  be  held  to  ^*«  /!^®^  !_^  1872,  22  years  ago.  Has 
be  non-resident.  Then  the  hon.  Member  anything  happened  to  him?  So  I 
puts  another  case,  that  of  a  man  who  has  'V'S^^*  ^^  ,^"  with  niDO-tonths  of 
gone  over  to  America  to  find  work,  Icav-  ^x''^''  gentlemen  There  is  Mr. 
ing  wife  and  children  behind.  Such  "enry  Arthur  IIerl>crt,  of  Mucross ; 
cases  are,  I  suppose,  exceptional.  he  has  not  been  in  Ireland  since  1874, 

'  njr      o-civrriXxT     wr    i            e  whcii  he  ceascd  to  bo  a  Member  of  this 

Mr.  oEXTON  :   We  know  of  many,  tj             t    *u    o              ^'      t>    *        • 

•^r      T  i-iTT  A  irT^T^i>r  AxxT     T  1  House.     Is  the  Conservative  Party  going 

Mr.  J.CHAMBLRLAI^  :  I  do  not  ^^  j^vent  a  new  doctrine  in  regard  to 

deny  their  existence,  and  am  endeavour-  absentee  tenants  which  is  not  to  apply 

ing  to  deal  with  such   cases.     Surely  a  ^o  landlords  ?     Lot  me  give  another, 

man  who  has  left  his  family  domiciled  at  m^^^^   j.     ^     RUSSELL  :  I   rise   to 

home  cannot  be  said  to  have  lost  residence  Qrder.     There  is  no  proposal  in  the  Bill 

or  domicile  in  Ireland  ?  to  reinstate  evicted  landlords. 

Mr.  sexton  :  He  may  really  have  The   CHAIRMAN  :    The   Question 

no    residence— wife   and    children    may  before  the  Committee  is  the  Amendment 

have  merely  the  shelter  of  a  miserable  to  the  Amendment, 

but.  •Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  was  going  to 

Mr.  J.    CHAMBERLAIN:    I  wish  deal    with    this   question   of    residence, 

frankly    to  acknowledge   there   may  be  Some  three  years  ago  the  Court  of  Appeal 

exceptional   cases    to    meet   which    we  in  Ireland  admitted  to  the  franchise   a 

invite  assistance   to  amend  our  Amend-  tenant  in  Tyrone  who  lived  in  Glasgow, 

ment.     These  are  not  reasons  for  reject-  and  only  came  to  Ireland  for  the    loth 

ing  the     Amendment,    though    it    may  August,    a    Catholic    holiday,    and    at 

require   alteration.     If  the  Government  Christinas,  some   two  or  three  times  in 

will  say   they  are    willing  to  accept  the  the  year.     He  paid   rent  and  taxes  for 

principle  of  the  Amendment  we  are  quite  the  wliole  time.     But  the  following  year 

willing  that  exceptional  cases  should  be  the    very  same   man,  paying  the   same 

provided  for.     Meanwhile,  to  moot  one  rates  and  taxes  and   the  same  rent,  was 

of  the  objections,  1  propose  the  addition  disqualified  by  the  same  Court  of  Appo^l 

/Vr,  Se;r/ou 
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Terj  same  cooditions.  Nobody 
ho  knows  the  conflicting  decisions,  on 
le  qaestion  of  residence  in   relatioD 

fmiicliise,  can  doubt  that  the  greatest 
infusion  will  arise  if  Bucti  questions  are 
ported  into  the  decisions  of  the  tribunal 
coutemplfttod  in  the  Bil' 
low  be  coiivejod  from  Qi 
New  York  for   SSs.     1 
iW  is  only  a  recent  rediietion  of  ttie 
'lUt  years  &go  the  fare 
ily  x'i,  and  it  was  a  constant  thing 
throngliout   County    Donegal    for    large 
Bnaads  of  poor  men  to  cross  the  Atlantic 
Biter  the  barvest  to  earn  enough  to  pay 
leir  rent  on  return.     What  was  the  case 
;ith  the  evicted  Olphert  tenants  ?  They 
[red   in   wretched,    miserable   sliieliugs, 
such  as  no  humane  Englishmau 
"Would  put  his    dogs   or   even    his    pigs 
Into.       I  have  seen  a  woman  and  three 
nhildren  issue  from  a  den  not  two  yards 
sqnare,    into    which    the    rain    dripped 
tlirough  the  sods  that  formed  the  ron^h 
roof.  TheUouse  was  dealing  with  matters 
wbigfa  touched  the  very  heart-strings  of 
tbe  Irish  people.       The  whole  question 
of  exile  as  well  as  of  eviction   was  in- 
.TDlved  in  those  cases,  and  yet  in  regard 
to  them    the    right    hon.    Member    tor 
fiirmingham  bad  nothing  but  jibes  about 
Tamauny  Hall  and  tbe  City  Marsbalship 
o(   Dublin.     He    would    invite    English 
geutlemon  to  consiilcr  this  nuitter  care- 
fully.    It  was  simply  bocauao  long  ago 
your    fathers    hail    suits    of    mail    and 
tnuakets,    and   our    fathers    only   skiens 
and    saffron   shirts,  tiiat  you   were    now 
tbe  landlords  and  we  tbe  tenants.     The 
English  had   uo  hotter  title  to    Ireland 
tlinn     that     they    were     better     armed 
^me  hundreds  of  years  ago.      The  men 
i^Vho  bad  been  cleared  out  of  their  farms 
'lad  gone  to  the  only  country  which  gave 
im  food  and  frcoilom  and  blessing,  as 
^lAiD  Bright  had  said.     To-day  Birming- 
m    nast    back  the  blessings  uf    John 
■ight;    and  wiieu   Parliament  for  the 
ftnt  time  offered  to  Irishmen  decent  con- 
sideration aud  a  decent  tribunal  tbe  right 
hon.    Member    for    West     Birmingham 
would   shut  out  the   exiles  whom    their 
laws  hiul  driven  from  their  native  soil. 
Mk.  A.,I.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
anyone  could  have  listened  to  tbe 
and  lenrned  Member'^  speech  with- 
^t  fetjiiug  that  every  word  ho  said  n. 
I  ted    long-cherished 
less  of  spirit  which  aOiir 
i  the  di%uUi6a  Qf  tbe 


situation  in  Ireland,  That  speech  was 
not  altogether  relevant  to  tbe  Amend- 
ment, but  nevertheless  it  was  a  most 
suggestive  speech  and  raised  questioas 
that  must  be  taken  into  consideration.  I 
would  poiut  out  to  theGovernmont  that  tbe 
Bill  goes  to  the  root  of  tbe  Irish  question, 
and  raises  all  the  slumbering  contro- 
versies of  a  decade  of  agrarian  agitation. 
It  is  perfectly  clear  from  the  hon.  aud 
learnt  Memt>er's  speech  that  this  Bill 
will  require  time  for  its  discussion.  It  iB 
not  tolerable  that  we  should  be  accused 
of  obstnictiou  when  siiuh  speeches  are 
delivered.  I  do  not  blame  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  I  have  no  right  to 
blame  him.  But  if  be  has  tbe  right,  as 
he  unquestionably  has,  to  make  such 
speeches  in  the  House,  it  is  grotesque 
and  absurd  to  protend  that  the  Bill  is  one 
to  he  disposed  of  in  a  week.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gontleman  has  spoken  the 
echo  of  centuries  of  passion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Hear,  hear  I 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  recognise 
that.  I  recognise  that  the  speech  came 
from  bis  heart.  Bat  are  those  who, 
though  nuderstanding  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  do  not  agree  with 
him,  to  be  silenced  while  he  is  allowed  to 
speak  ?  Is  that  tolerable  or  possible  ? 
I  say  it  is  grotesque  and  absurd  U> 
suppose  that  this  Bill,  which  touches 
every  phase  of  the  Irish  question,  and 
which  is  introdneod  at  the  end  of  July,  is 
going  to  be  passed  under  such  novel  eon- 
ditiouB,  under  conditions  which  you  never 
asked  us  to  undergo  when  dealing  wilb 
questions  of  tbe  kind  before.  Tbe  bon, 
and  learned  Member  spoke  tbe  nentiments 
of  a  vast  body  of  opinion  in  Ireland  aud 
out  of  it.  And  on  what  views  are  those 
opinions  based  ?  That  tbe  Bill  is  not  deal- 
ing by  a  process  of  amnesty  with  asocial 
difficulty,  but  is  restoring  rights  which 
ave  been  taken  away.  The  Govern- 
ment, on  the  other  hand,  call  the  Bill  an 
amnesty  and  privilege  to  the  Irish 
tenants.  The  question  of  which  view  is 
lo  be  takougoes  to  tbe  root  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  evidently  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  one  spirit  and  accepted  by  hon. 
Gentlomeu  iielow  the  Gangway  in  a 
different  spirit ;  and  until  it  is  decided  on 
which  of  these  two  principles  the  Bill  is 
to  be  discussed,  it  will  not  he  discussed 
reasonably  aud  in  a  btisinesslike  way.  As 
to  tbe  point  of  the  Amendment  now 
lefore  the  Committee,  I  agree  with  (he 
general  views  of  the  right  lion,  Member 
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for  West  BirmiDgham,  and  will  vote 
for  the  AmendmeDt  to  the  AmendraeDt. 
Bat  it  must  be  on  the  understanding  that 
when  the  question  of  personal  representa- 
tion is  subsequently  raised  we  can  express 
our  views  on  it,  and  that  the  words  "  per- 
sonal representatives  "  should  be  altered, 
seeing  that  the  phrase  does  not  neces- 
sarily mean,  legally,  any  relative  or  even 
connection  of  the  remotest  kind.  As  to 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  has  said  about  people  going  to 
America,  he  is  quite  right.  It  has  come 
to  my  knowledge  that  many  Irishmen 
from  Achill  go  to  America  and  return 
annually. 

Mr.    J.    MORLEY  :  You    mean    to 
England  or  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  addition 
to  those  who  go  from  the  West  of  Ireland 
to  England  and  Scotland,  I  came  across 
cases  of  persons  who  actually  went  to 
America  every  year  and  came  back  to 
Achill  in  the  winter.  The  knowledge 
came  to  me  with  a  shock  of  surprise.  I 
believe  that  if  the  word  "  domicile "  is 
inserted  in  the  Amendment  all  these  ob- 
jections will  be  successfully  met.  It  is 
said  again  and  again  that  these  three 
gentlemen  who  are  to  form  the  tribunal 
are  to  use  a  wise  discretion,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  1>g  left  to  them 
to  discriminate  whether  the  person  ap- 
plying for  the  benefit  of  the  Act  is  a 
bond  fide  resident  in  Ireland  or  whether 
his  domicile  is  in  some  other  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARTON  moved  to  insert  after 
the  word  "resident,"  in  the  proposed 
Amendment,  the  words  "  or  domiciled. 


»» 


of  the  occasion  which  has  produced  it ; 
but  one  may  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    did   not   allow   the   insight 
which  he   possesses  into    what  he   has 
called  the  bitterness  of  spirit  that  under- 
lay  deep  Irish  memories  to  guide  him 
more  in  the  policy  he  recommends.     If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   had  applied 
his  mind  to  the  proposals  of  the  Govern-* 
ment  in  the  light  of  those  emotions  and 
feelings  the  depth  and  strength  of  which 
he  recognised  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and   learned    Member  for    Louth,   they 
might  now  have  been  in  a  very  different 
position,  for  Members   would  have  felt 
that  they  had  at  least  been  employing 
the  time  spent  on  the  Bill  upon  topics 
worthy  of  a  great  Assembly.     That  is  my 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  only  dealt 
with  our  proposals  in  the  spirit  evinced 
in  his  speech,  Ireland   might  have  felt 
— whether  the  Bill  is  carried  or  not — ^that 
the  House  had  at  last  awakened  to  some 
sense  of  sympathy  with  her,  and  with  the 
dominant  passions   and  emotions  of  her 
people.  The  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Louth,  moving 
the  House  as  it  did,  and  calling  for  the 
recognition  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  gave 
it,  must  assuredly  make  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  reflect  whether  it  is  not  better 
and  worth   while   to  approach   this  Bill 
even    now   with    a   desire   to   see  these 
things  in  Ireland  at  an  end.     If  gentle- 
men opposite  would   only    try   and   see 
these  things  as  Irishmen  see  them,  in- 
stead of  opposing  our  proposals  merely 
for  the   purpose  of  a  little  paltry.  Party 
fight,  we  would  not  have  brought  the  Bill 
in  in  vain,  even   if  it  were  necessary   to 


The  object  of  this  Amendment  to  the    ^^^^  ^^^^  transformation   in    it.       So 
proposed  Amendment  was  to  cover  the    -  »  •  ••     »         *         i        .     . 

cases  of  persons  who  went  to  America, 
England,  or  Scotland  for  the  purposes  of 
temporary  business  occupation,  and  with 
the    intention  of    returning    to    Ireland 


again. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  "  resident," 
V--     to    insert   the   words  "  or  domiciled." — 
{Mr.  Barton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment.'* 

Mr.   J.  MORLEY:    The   speech  of 

the    Lea<ler    of     the    Opposition     was, 

)  neither  in  tone  nor  in  language,  unworthy 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


far  as  this  particular  Amendment  is 
concerned,  all  I  can  say  is  that,  with  the 
recollection  of  the  traps  and  pitfalls 
offered  to  us  in  the  shape  of  Amendments 
to  the  Home  Rule  Bill  before  me,  I  can- 
not say  whether  I  will  accept  this  word. 
At  the  proper  time,  however,  I  will  con- 
sider the  matter,  hut  for  the  present  I 
can  only  say  I  see  no  reason  for  depart- 
ing from  the  attitude  I  have  already 
taken  up. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  rise  in 
response  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  think 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  recog- 
nised before  now  that  I  have  not  been 
j  irreconcilable  towards  this  Bill. 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  When  I 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  now 
that  it  woald  be  something  if  this  Bill 
shoald  not  be  brought  in  in  vain,  even 
though  it  had  to  submit  to  some  trans- 
formation, I  thought  it  was  a  hopeful  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  and  one  which  I  gladly 
recognise.  I  ask  the  Committee  to 
take  advantage  of  the  higher  mood  to 
which  it  has  been  raised  bj  the  eloquent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Louth,  and  to  see  whether  even  now,  at 
this  la8t  moment,  we  maj  not  do  some- 
thing at  all  events  towards  settling  this 
controversy  raised  between  the  two  sides  of 
the  House.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  went  too  far  when  he  accused 
hon.  Members  opposite  of  a  want  of 
sympathy  with  Ireland.  Ireland  includes 
something  more  than  the  people — even 
though  they  are  the  majority — who  are 
represented  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
We  are  not  so  inhuman  as  not  to  feel 
sympathy  with  those  who,  through  their 
own  fault  or  the  fault  of  others,  have 
been  brought  into  a  condition  of  great 
distress  and  suffering,  but  wo  also  feel 
sympathy  with  those  who  will  be  brought 
into  distress  and  suffering  by  the  passing 
of  such  a  Bill  as  this.  We  feel  sympathy 
for  the  new  tenants — ^those  who  are 
called  "land-grabbers"  and  "legalised 
brigauds'^ — ^men  who  carry  their  lives 
in  their  hand.?,  but  who  have  been  guilty 
of  no  greater  offence  than  that  of  trying 
to  earn  their  livings  honestly.  When 
we  are  told  that  it  is  baneful  that 
these  controversies  should  be  allowed 
to  continue,  let  it  be  remembered  that 
the  real  difference  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House  is  whether  this  Bill  should 
be  Yolantary  or  compulsory.  By  a 
volnntary  Bill  we  would  provide  for  a 
vast  nnmber  of  persons  for  whom  our 
sympathy  is  claimed,  but  by  a  compul- 
sory scheme  injustice  would  be  caused  to 
a  great  nnmber  of  persons  we  wish  to 
protect.  I  do  not  think,  however,  that 
the  appeal  of  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
be  received  without  hope,  and  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  had  said  earlier 
in  the  evening  that  he  would  accept  the 
principle  of  the  Arrears  Act,  and  as  the 
principle  of  that  Act  is  that  of  voluntary 
agreement,  I  still  hope  that  there  may 
be  between  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  and  the  Mem- 
ben  of  the  Opposition  some  possible 
modus  Vivendi, 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  and 
the  former  tenant  thereof,  or  his  personal 
representative,  is  now  resident  or  domi- 
ciled in  Ireland  *  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  110  ; 
Noes  165.— (Division  List,  No.  201.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

PAROCHIAL  BLBCTORS  REGISTRATION 
(ACCELERATION)  BILL.-(No.  282.) 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) said,  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  was 
that  the  Revising  Barristers  should  be 
appointed  by  the  Judges  on  Circuit. 
What  was  to  be  done  in  the  cases  of 
Judges  who  had  completed  their  Circuit  ? 

It  was  perfectly  clear  that  those  Judges 
would  not  be  able  to  make  the  appoint- 
ments ;  and  who,  then,  would  make 
them  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  there 
was  power  given  to  the  Judges  to  make 
the  appointments  even  after  they  had 
concluded  Circuit. 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  1)  (CANALS  OP 
GREAT  NORTHERN  AND  OTHER  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES)  BILL.— (No.  178.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2)  (BRIDG- 
WATER, &c.  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  198.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  3)  (ABERDARE, 
&c.  CANALS)  BlLL.-(No.  215.) 

Road  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL    TOLLS    AND    CHARGES      PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  5)  (REGENT'S 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  253.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


/- 
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CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  7)  (RIVER 
ANCHOLMB,  &o.)  BILL. -(No.  263.) 

Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL   TOLLS   AND    CHARGES   PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  8)  (RIVER  CAM, 
&c.)  BILL.— (No.  264.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  10)  (CANALS 
OF  THE  CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH 
BRITISH  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL.— (No.  266.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  12) 
(GRAND,  &c.,  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  268.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION   PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS    CONFIRMATION 
.  (BARRY,  &c.)  BILL  [Z(W^].— (No.  310.) 

'^f^^  Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION (LONDON)  BILL  [Lordi]. 

(No.  300.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— (No.  202.) 
Reported   from    the    Standing    Com- 
mittee (Scotland). 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  243.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  243.] 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, to  be  taken  into  consideration 
upon  Thursday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  337.] 

PETROLEUM  [INQUIRY  NOT 
COMPLETED.] 

Report  from  the  Select  Copimittee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  244.]  \ 


LARCENY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 

[Lords}, 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [BiU  338.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration 
Acceleration)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  thej  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"An  Act  to  amend  the  Valuation  of 
Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  in  regard  to  the 
duties  of  the  Assessor  of  Railways  and 
Canals."  [Valuation  of  Lands  (Scot- 
land) Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Lords.] 

CONVENTION    OF   ROYAL   BUKGH8    (SCOT- 
LAND)  ACT    (1879)   AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Parker  Smith,  Bill  to 
amend  The  Convention  of  Royal  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1879,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Parker  Smith,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Cochrane, 
Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  and  Mr.  Renshaw. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  339.] 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3.)  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported* 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  upon  Monday  next. 


-f- 


EVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND)  AR- 
BITRATION [GUARANTEE  AND  EX- 
PENSES]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Trea- 
sury to  guarantee  advances,  not  exceeding 
£250,000,  charge<l  on  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Fund,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session  to  make  provision  for  the 
restoration  of  Evicted  Tenants  in  Ireland,  and 
to  charge  the  sums  required  to  meet  such  gua- 
rantee on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom  : 

And  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys 
to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any  salaries, 
remuneration,  an<l  expenses  which  may  become 
payable  under  the  said  Act." — {Sir  J.  T.  II ib- 
hert.) 

Committee    report    Progress ;    to   sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday^  30th  July  1894. 


"^         BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  con- 
sidered (according  to  Order),  and  dis- 
pensed with  for  this  day's  sitting. 

BOARDS  OF  CONCILIATION  BILL. 
[H.L.].— (No.  112.) 

THIRD    READING. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  desh-ed  to  explain 
before  this  Bill  went  to  another  place  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
it.  As  he  had  stated  on  Second  Read- 
ing, there  were  three  Bills  before  the 
House  of  Commons  with  this  important 
object— one  introduced  bj  Government, 
another  which  was  now  introduced  before 
their  Lordships  by  Lord  Onslow,  but 
known  in  the  other  House  as  Sir  John 
Lubbock's  Bill,  and  the  third  by  Mr. 
Butcher  and  Sir  John  Gorst.  The  Go- 
vernment approving  entirely  of  the  object 
of  this  Bill  had,  therefore,  offered  no  op- 
position to  it,  and  it  went  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons  in  exactly  the  same 
state  as  it  left  that  House,  without  a 
single  line  or  word  of  it  altered.  But 
although  the  Government  could  not  op- 
pose the  Bill,  approving  of  its  object,  they 
did  not  consider  it  equal  to  the  Govern- 
ment measure  in  the  other  House.  It  was 
more  stringent  and  less  elastic.  Therefore, 
although  it  had  received  their  Lordships' 
approbation,  the  Government  did  not 
consider  it  their  duty  to  give  it  priority 
in  the  other  House.  It  was  proposed 
that  all  three  Bills  should  be  referred  to 
the  Grand  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
selecting  the  best  parts  of  each  in  order 
^  make  a  practicable  working  measure. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  he 
|uite  understood  the  attitude  of  the 
Grovemment  on  this  important  subject. 
A  deputation  waited  on  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  a  short  time  ago, 
ind  the  answer  then  given  practically 
3xplained  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
nent.  They  had  placed  a  block  against 
;he  other  two  Bills  in  the  House  of 
Dommons,  not  objecting  to  the  principle 
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involved  in  them,  but  desiring  to  act  as 
starters  in  a  race,  and  to  allow  no  Bill  to 
get  a  start  of  the  others  ;  but  if  the 
Government,  with  the  command  of  time 
in  the  other  House,  did  not  choose  to 
give  priority  either  to  their  own  Bill  or 
to  this  Bill,  the  responsibility  for  the 
failure  to  pass  any  Bill  would  rest  upon 
them.  He  moved  an  Amendment  to 
carry  out  the  views  expressed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  Standing  Committee, 
by  providing  that  a  certain  proceeding 
should  be  taken 

''on  the  applicatioa  of  either  of  the  parties, 
if  the  High  Court  or  a  Ju<lge  shall  in  their  or 
his  discretion  think  fit," 

instead  of  on  the  order  of  the  High 
Court  or  of  a  Judge. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

third  reading. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Rosebery.) 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, I  regret  very  niiuch  that  I  was 
prevented  from  being  in  my  place  on 
Friday  when  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
made  a  statement  which  appears  to  me 
to  be  so  interesting  and  important  that  I 
wish  to  ask  for  further  information  on 
the  subject.  I  gather  from  the  noble 
Lord's  statement  that  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  has  on  some 
occasion  decided  that  this  House  has  no 
constitutional  power  to  amend  Money  Bills. 
If  they  have  so  decided,  I  believe  they  are 
entirely  wrong  ;  but  that  is  not  the  point. 
They  have  no  power  of  binding  us.  But 
I  am  rather  disturbed  that  they  should 
have  entered  upon  the  subject  at  all.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  an  extreme  exercise 
of  their  power.  To  decide  on  matters 
which  are  in  conflict  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  is  not  within  their 
jurisdiction  at  all.  If  they  were  de- 
ciding upon  the  construction  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  of  course  I  at  once  admit 
that  they  would  be  within  their  rights  ; 
but  I  can  hardly  imagine  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament passed,  dealing  with  the  position 
of  the  two  Houses  in   respect  of  this 
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matter,  without  it8  having  been  carefully 
watched  in   this  House.      I,  therefore, 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he 
will  give  me  a  Reference  to  the  decision 
the    Privy    Council   has  come   to,   and 
whether     he     will     also     produce    the 
Judgment   to   which   he  referred  ?      It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  consider- 
able importance,  because  I  do  not  think 
that  in  the  present  state  of  things  the 
legal  power  of  this  House  ought  to  be 
diminished  in  the  very  slightest  degree 
by  any  action  of  this  House  or  conces- 
sion which  this  House  can  make.     And 
though  I  quite  admit  that  a  decision  of 
the  Privy  Council  cannot  bind  this  House, 
still  it  comes  perilously  near  to  limiting  the 
legal  powers  of  this  House  when  the  Privy 
Council  comes  to  a  decision  of  that  kind. 
My  Lords,   I   draw   a  very  strong  dis- 
tinction— as   strong  as  it  is  possible  to 
draw — between  the  legal  powers  of  this 
House    and    the    House    of    Commons 
and  the   practice    which   considerations 
of  obvious   convenience  in  the  interest 
of    the     public     welfare     may     indube 
the    two     Houses     to     adopt.       It     is 
perfectly    obvious    that  this    House   in 
point  of  fact    has  not  for  many   years 
past     interfered    by    Amendment    with 
the  finance  of  the  year.     The  reason  why 
this  House  cannot  do  so  is  that  it  has 
not  the  power  of  changing  the  Executive 
Government ;    and  to  reject    a   Finance 
Bill     and     leave     the      same     Execu- 
tive   Government    in   its    place    means 
to    create      a     deadlock      from     which 
there   is  no  escape.      If  the   House  of 
Commons  had  rejected  this  Finance  Bill 
during  the  present  month,  there   would, 
uo  doubt,  have  been  considerable  incon- 
venience, but  at  least  another  Executive 
Government  would  have  been  provided 
whose  duty  it  would  have  been  to  have 
suggested  an  alternative  for  making  fresh 
{nrovision  for  the  year.  But  if  this  House 
were  to  reject  a  Finance  Bill,  or  to  amend 
it  so  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
reject  it,  as  the  same  Executive  Govern- 
ment would  remain  in  Office,  there  would 
have  been  obvionsly  the  greatest  incon- 
venience  in    dealing    with    the    public 
finance.     I  do  not^  therefore,  in  the  least 
degree,  dispute  the  necessity  of  the  ac- 
cepted practice  that  this   House  should 
not,     as    a    rule,     interfere     with     the 
finance      of      the      year  ;       but      at 
the    same    time    I    think   it   verv    im- 
portant,  in  view  of  the  changes  which 
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have  come  over  the   Constitution,   the 
proceedings,  and, I  must  add,the authority 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  we  should 
rigidly  adhere  to  our  legal  powers,  what- 
ever they  may  be.   It  is  necessary  to  call 
iftttention  to  the  fact  that  the  differences 
between  the  legal  rights  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  its  moral   authority  are  of 
the  widest  possible  cKaracter.     The  legal 
rights  of  the  House  of  Commons  are 
equally  strong  and  powerful  if  they  a^e 
exercised  by  a  majority  of  a  single  vote. 
Thev  are  in  all  circumstances  the  same  ; 
but  the  moral  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  varies  infinitelv  with  the  cir- 
cumstances  of  the  case.  The  legal  power 
of  the  House  of  Commons  is  the  same  as  the 
legal  power  of  the  House  of  Lords,  neither 
more  nor  less.     It  is  sometimes  claimed 
that  the  moral  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  greater  ;    and  undoubtedly 
under  certain   circumstances   it  is  very 
much    greater  ;    and  there  are  circum- 
stances   under   which  it    may  be  over- 
whelmingly irresistible.     These  circum- 
stances are  when  the  House  of  Commons 
not  only    theoretically    but    practically 
represents  a  distinct   expression  of  the 
will  of  the  people  of  these  Three  Coun- 
tries.    There  is  uo  resisting  the  national 
will.     But  when  the  House  of  Commons 
does  not  represent  that  national  will  then 
its  authority  diminishes,  and  may  diminish 
to   any   extent  you  please,  until  it  has 
ceased  to  exist.     It  occurred  to  me,  after 
reading    the   speech  of   the    noble    and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  to  consider 
what  was  the  legal  and  moral  authority 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  reference  to 
this  Finance  Bill.  It  was  passed,  as  your 
Lordships   are     aware,    by    a    majority 
of  14.     That    is  to  say,  eight  Members 
voting  in  another  direction  would  have 
thrown  out  the  Bill.     What  is  the  moral 
authority  of  these  eight  Members  ?     It 
depends  upon  the  amount  of  the  popular 
and  national  support  which  they  repre- 
sent. It  depends,  according  to  our  modem 
theories  and   views,   upon  the   numbers 
they   represent.      If  they   represent    an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  people,  the 
authoritv  of  the  House  of  Commons  is 
overwhelming ;    but  not    in    any    other 
.case.      It   is    worth  while  to  call   vour 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  moral  autho- 
rity actually  represented  by    these  eight 
Meml>ers  who  passed  this  Finance  Bill 
and    introduced    this    revolution  in  our 
finance.     What  is  the  amount  of  moral 


uKhuril./  wUiub  ihcy  uutuitlly  repreaetit ; 


t  have   tukcu  out— 


,  of 


i  I  would  uot   litt    that,    Ijiit  the 
■DOS  of   eifflit  couslitiieucies — namely, 
_,.  intfal    Fmsbury,  Ayr,  Nortli  Sumersel, 
Norch-WiMt.  lima,  Soulli  Nortlmmptou, 
Invenmss,    Boslou,    and   tlic    Escliauge 
Diviaioa  of  Liverpool — nil  of  wliicli  were 
^^epreiieuleJ   in   llie  Division  wbicli  guvo 
^^be  Goveruiueut  a  majority  of  H.     The 
^^^PemberH   fur   these   uoiinlitiieuciea  were 
^^Eiturued  hy  esceediugly  Ainall  majorities, 
^^o  small  Ihat,  if  150  votern  had  volod  tUe 
other   way,  tbe  ro^ultx  of   the  eleutiotit 
would  have  eutirelvcbuiiged  the  ruftjority 
of  the  Huiue  of  Commons  for  this  pur- 
pose aDiI  would   have    tbrowu  out  this 
Ftnanne  Bill  whiuh    han  made  ouub   nii 
extraot'diuary   eUsiige  in  tbe  liiiaiii^o  of 
^^ England.    Therefore,  the  moral  mithority 
^■^qf  llio  IIoiiEe  of  Commous  for  this  pur- 
^^^ttsa  is  tbe  moral  authority  you  choose  to 
^Bhttach   to    ISO    Uouitekoldera  or  lodgers 
^^'liviiig  ill  thoee  eight  oonstitueui^icia  J  have 
named.     I  need  bardly  poiut  out  to  your 
Lordships  that  when  it  comos  to  u  < 
tiou  of  150  men,  we  could  Hud  150 
voters  in  tbe  House  of  Lords  who  would 
ooitdemu  the  Bill  quite  as  heartily  as  a 
ISO  voters  iu    tboee  constitueucies  woi 
support   it.     Without  olaimiug  auytbi 
for  aristocratic  descent  or  for  privileges 
Wongiug  to  tbe  House  of  Lords,  I  si: 
pose  those  loO  nou-voteris  are  as  good 
Y     150  lodgers  or   householders    wbo 
1  to    be    found    in    those    eight  cou- 
ptltueDcies.     1  dwell  on  this  matter,  he- 
MkUHO  tliere  seenis  to  me  to  be  a  cousiant 
ideiiuy  ill  tbe  puldic  uiiod 
J    moral      authority    aud     tlie     legal 
tnthority.  of    the    House  of   Commons. 
('Mpoat  that  the  legal  authority  is  good 
1  it   is  eseruisttd    by    a  majority  of    a 
bgle  vote,  but  the  moral  authority  of  ibi 
Houw    of    CommODs    depends    on    thi 
^pular  strength  which  it  represents,  aad 
pifaiuh  lies  boliiud   it.      This    particular 
undoubtedly  has  betin  passed  by 
toral  autborily  of  the  very  weakest  kind 
■^by    150   householders  and  lodgers,  no' 
bettermen  thau    150  Peers.     My  Lord.' 
on  these  grounds  I  attach  very  great  im 
portanoe  lo  the  preservalloo  intact  of  the 
risgal    prerogatives    and    rights    of  this 
louso^  beeau^e  we  i" 
Uininy  1m  expedieut 
oexerctsotbem.     I  quite  uuder^tand  tbe 
lilly  and  necessity  of  exercising  any  of 
6  powers  with  great  reserve  and 


but  I 


with    great     disquietude 

the      noble      and      IcHrned      Lord 

tbe  Woolsack,  whiuh  seemed  to  mo 

rutber  like  an  attack.       The  noble  and 

learued  Lird,  basing  himself  upon  soma 

traordiuary  proceediug  of  the  Judici 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  attacked 
tbe  legal  powers  of  tbe  House  of  Lords. 
not  when  they  may  be  wautedi 
rnestly  protest  against  any 
attempt  to  diminish  ibem.  While  I  urn 
my  legs  J  wish  to  contradict,  with  all 
courtesy  au.l  deference,  a  statement  of 
tbe  uoblo  aud  learned  Lord  on  tbe  Wool- 
sack, which  will  uot  bear  scrutiny.  Ho 
informed  the  House  that  there  was  no* 
ibiug  new  in  this  principle  of  graduation  t 
that  it  bad  been  adopted  by  Mr.  t^oBcben 
aud  Sir  S.  Nortbcote,  aud  was  merety 
extended  now.  While  ausiously  desirous 
to  avoid  anything  like  uncivil  language, 
I  must  say  that  appears  to  be  a  mere 
juggle  of  words.  There  is  no  real  simi- 
larity between  what  is  called  graduation 
in  the  proposals  of  Mr.  Goscben  and  Sir 
S.  Northcote  and  the  graduation  put  into 
this  Bill.  Of  course,  I  am  anxious  about 
it,  because  I  myself  nm  rcspousibla  for 
what  both  Mr.  Goscbeu  aud  Sii 
Northcote  did.  What  tlioy  did  was 
reuder  more  easy  tbe  burden  of  the  * 
come  Tax  iu  the  first  place,  and  to  b( 
extent  the  Death  Duty  in  the  second 
the  lower  end  of  the  scale,  where  the^ 
pressed  very  hard  ou  [tersons  of  small 
means,  who  hail  grcatdifficulty  in  making 
their  living.  It  was  an  action  of  sym* 
pathy  and  compassion — of  consideration  i 
1  do  not  think  it  can  bo  in  tbe  least  di 
gree  blamed  or  attacked  or  for  a  niomeul 
compared  to  tbe  scheme  of  the  preset 
Bill.  Tbe  trausiiion  from  indirect 
direct  taxation  is  so  harsh,  and  the  las 
come  Tax  is  so  severe 
are  struggling  at  the  extreme  end  of  tl 
social  scale  for  the  supply  of  theil 
ordinary  waulj,  that  I  am  not  only  ndt' 
surprised  Parliament  should  have 
fered,  but  it  was  highly  necessary  andr 
laudable  Parliament  should  do  it.  But 
let  not  the  uoble  aud  learned  Lord  say 
this  principle  began  with  Sir  S.  NortfaJ 
onte  or  Mr.  Gosohen.  When  Sir  Robert 
Peel  limited  the  Income  Tax  to  £150  he 
did  exactly  tbe  same.  He  recogursed 
that  graduation,  if  you  choose  to  use  thfl' 
word,  at  that  end  is  necessary  ;  but  tlili 
graduation  for  tbe  beaefit  of  the 
,    3  G  a  ^      > 
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has  no  similarity  or  analogy  or  connec- 
tion with  the  graduation  now  introdaced 
at  the  other  end,  which  is  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  people  with 
small  fortunes  to  put  their  ordinary 
burdens  on  people  who  are  richer  than 
themselves.  Of  course,  you  may  say  it 
is  just  to  graduate  and  make  people  of 
large  fortunes  pay  at  a  greater  rate  than 
those  with  small  ones.  Justice  in  poll* 
tical  matters  is  to  a  large  extent  a  ques- 
tion of  conventional  tradition.  But  this 
is  absolutely  new.  It  has  been  done  in 
no  country  before.  It  was  never  done 
in  this  country  before  the  present  time. 
If  the  usual  practice  had  been  followed 
I  suppose  there  would  have  been  a  Death 
Puty  of  about  4  per  cent.,  or  a  little 
inore  all  round,  and  the  people  of  small 
fortunes  would  have  paid  their  propor- 
tion as  the  people  of  large  fortunes  do 
upon  the  old  principle.  The  effect  of 
this  operation  has  been  constantly  de- 
scribed as  a  contest  between  rich  and 
poor.  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
poor  people  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
It  is  a  fight  between  people  of  small  for- 
tunes and  those  of  large  fortunes  -;  and 
the  people  of  small  fortunes  are  to  be 
enabled  to  place  their  burdens,  contrary 
to  principles  of  taxation  accepted  from 
time  immemorial,  upon  the  shoulders  of 
people  with  large  fortunes.  Now,  I  am 
not  going  to  represent  that  as  a  serious 
public  calamity,  or  anything  which  need 
alarm  us,  as  legislators.  It  is  very  dis- 
agreeable to  people  with  large  fortunes, 
and  very  pleasant  to  the  people  with 
small  fortunes.  It  is  a  very  clever  de- 
vice ingeniously  carried  out.  But  what 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  the  danger  which 
it  involves  in  the  future.  You  have 
parted  with  any  standard.  Up  till  now 
everybody  paid  a  fixed  proportion  of 
taxation  upon  a  well-<lefined  standard 
on  income  or  capital.  There  was  no 
doubt  what  you  had  to  do.  But  now 
the  proportion  depends  upon  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  of  the  day.  You 
may  say  of  it  as  used  to  be  said  of 
chancery  in  the  old  times — the  measure 
of  it  '^  depends  upon  the  length  of  the 
Chancellor's  foot."  There  is  no  reason 
why  8  per  cent,  should  be  selected  more 
than  10,  or  10  more  than  20,  or  20  more 
than  50.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
nature  of  the  case,  no  principle 
whatever  to  guide  you  or  to  re- 
strain    people    in     the     future    from 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury/ 


carrying  so  very  convenient  a  principle 
into  practical  application.  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Farrer)  told 
us  the  other  night  there  is  no  danger, 
because  people  will  not  commit  suicide. 
But  it  is  not  committing  suicide  when 
people  with  small  fortunes  put  their 
burdens  upon  people  with  large  fortunes. 
It  is  for  them  a  pleasant  operation 
enough.  There  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  repeated  indefinitely,  and  it 
will  be  repeated  indefinitely  unless  some- 
thing else  should  happen.  I  have 
noticed,  in  the  Debates  on  this  subject,  it 
has  been  more  than  once  said  that  the 
process  ought  to  be  extended  till  you  come 
to  the  point  of  evasion.  I  do  not  admit 
the  word  "evasion."  To  withdraw  yourself 
from  the  operation  of  this  tax  is  no  more 
evasion  than  refusing  to  build  a  house  is 
evading  the  House  Duty  ;  but  I  quite 
believe  that  the  effeot  of  what  has  been 
done  will  be  to  stimulate  people  to  con- 
sider how  they  can  withdraw  from  it» 
operation,  even  at  the  risk  of  its  exposing 
themselves  to  much  inconvenience.  And 
in  doing  so  they  will  not  act  only  on  the 
ordinary  motives  for  withdrawing  from 
the  operation  of  this  tax  ;  they  will  not 
only  be  saving  their  own  money,  but 
they  will  know  that  they  are  protecting* 
their  own  pecuniary  class  from  further 
and  even  less  defensible  encroachments 
of  the  same  kind.  If  the  tax  is  success- 
ful in  raising  the  Revenue,  this  principle 
of  graduation,  which  has  no  natural  or 
ascertainable  limits  whatever,  will  be 
carried  further  ;  if  the  tax  fails  to  do  so, 
the  probability  is  it  will  not  be  carried 
further.  You  have,  therefore,  announced 
to  people  that  in  withdrawing  themselves 
from  the  operation  of  the  tax  they  are 
not  only  saving  themselves,  but  all  who 
are  in  positions  like  to  them,  from  its 
further  and  less  defensible  application. 
That  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  very  wise 
or  skilful  finance.  A  great  deal  is  to  be 
said,  no  doubt,  and  a  great  deal  was  said, 
which  I  shall  not  deal  with  now,  on 
the  Second  Reading  against  this  Bill. 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  against 
the  oppression  of  this  new  application  of 
the  Death  Duty,  which,  instead  of  levy- 
ing what  contributions  are  thought 
necessary  for  the  constant  and  yearly- 
increase  of  Revenue  as  it  arises,  outa 
down  at  an  uncertain  time  and  for  an 
unascertained  period  and  levies  a  huge 
sum  for  the  Executive.     That  is  a  very 
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objectionable  proceeduig  in  the  public 
intwesty  becaui»e  of  its  violeut  and  ud- 
explained  character,  and  because  it 
interferes  with  all  the  ordinary  opera- 
tions by  which  money  is  disbursed  in  the 
community.  Again,  there  are  great 
objections  to  this  plan,  because  placing 
a  very  heavy  penalty  on  the  possession 
of  works  of  art  must  inevitably  drive 
them  from  this  country.  These  are  very 
great  evils,  but  they  do  not  seem  to  me 
to  be  anything  like  the  evils,  or  to  involve 
anything  like  the  severe  condemnation 
deserved  by  a  plan  which,  from  its  very 
nature,  encourages  and  stimulates  what 
jon  call  evasion  to  an  extraordinary 
degree,  and  which  will,  therefore,  pro- 
bably not  only  lose  the  objects  at  which 
it  aims,  but  will  weaken  and  diminish  the 
yield  of  other  former  taxes — analogous 
taxes — which  already  exist,  and  which, 
BO  long  as  they  were  not  treated  in  any 
exaggerated  spirit,  were  not  resisted  by 
those  on  whom  they  were  levied.  I  have 
apoken  of  this  principle  of  graduation, 
because  I  repudiate  with  all  the  energy 
that  Parliamentary  Forms  will  permit  me 
to  employ,  the  suggestion  that  either 
Mr.  Goschen  or  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
are  responsible  for  instituting  the  prin- 
ciple of  graduation.  There  is  no  possible 
ground  for  laying  it  upon  them.  1  agree 
that  it  will  introduce  great  confusion  in 
onr  finance.  I  believe  it  will  work  great 
injustice,  and  possibly  it  will  produce 
great  social  evil ;  but  whatever  the  evils 
that  come  from  it  may  be,  the  responsi- 
bility for  this  violent  revolutionary 
departure  from  former  principles  of 
finance  lies  with  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  with  nobody  else. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
Hxrsohbll)  :  My  Lords,  I  thought  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Duke  on  Friday 
evening,  I  had  made  clear  the  action  of 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  in  the  case  to  which  the  noble 
Marquess  has  referred.  Unfortunately, 
I  seem  to  have  failed  in  my  endeavour  to 
do  BO.  I  pointed  out  on  that  occasion 
that  the  Report  then  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  He^Majesty  could,  of  course, 
not  control  pr  aAect  any  privileges  of 
this  Hoose-ithat  it  could  have  no  legal 
operation  of^hat  kind.  But  I  think  the 
noble  Marqitess  must  be  aware  that  there 
are  manj  mms  in  which,  although  a 
tribunal  has  no  \power  whatever  to  ex- 


press or  give  a  decision  which  will  bind 
in  a  particular  matter,  it  may  neverthe- 
less, for  the  purpose  of  a  point  it  has  to 
decide,  and  over  which  it  has  jurisdiction, 
be  absolutely  necessary  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  upon  it.     That  opinion  may  be 
the  very  basis  of  the  decision  at  whioh 
it  arrives,   though   not  necessarily,  al- 
though necessary  for  the  purpose  of  that 
decision,  binding  in  itself.     Now  what 
happene<l  was  this  :   At  the  instance  of 
the  two  Chambers  in  one  of  our  colonies 
it  was  referred   to  a  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  on  which  judicial  mem- 
bers sat,  to  determine  whether  the  Upper 
Chamber   had  a  constitutional  right  to 
amend  a  Money  Bill.     The  conclusion 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee  was  that  the 
intention   of   the   Legislature  in  consti- 
tuting these  two  Chambers  had  been  that 
their  relation  to  one  another,  as  regarded 
Money     Hills,    should     be    the     same 
as  the  relations   of  these  two   Houses 
of       Parliament       to       one       another. 
There  were  provisions   with   regard  to 
the  introduction  of  Money  Bills,  and  so 
on,  which  were  obviously   copied   from 
parts  of  our  Constitution.    Whether  right 
or  wrong,  the  conclusion  arrived  at  was 
that  such  was  the  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature.    If  that  be  so  the  question  arises 
as  to  the  power  of  the  Upper  House  to 
amend  a  Money  Bill.     It  was  impossible 
to  give  an  answer  to  the  question  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee   without  first 
answering  the  question.    Has  this  Upper 
House  a  constitutional  right  to  amend  a 
Money  Bill  ?      Because  once  you   find 
that  the  relation  is  the  same  as  between 
these  two  Houses,  you  must  first  determine 
the  relation  of  these  two  Houses  to  each 
other.  The  conclusion  arrived  at  wsls  that  it 
was    not  a  constitutional  right  of    the 
Upper  House  to  amend  a  Money  Bill, 
and  that  then  it  followed  that  it  was  not 
within    the   constitutional  right  of   the 
Upper  Chamber  as  hetween  these  two 
branches  of  the  Colonic  1  Legislature.     It 
became  absolutely  indispensable  and  un- 
avoidable that  we  should  form  an  opinion 
on   the  point,  and,  although  the  noble 
Marquess  has  called  it  monstrous,  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  he  or  any- 
body else  could  avoid  it.     That  opinion 
does  not  and  could  not  bind  this  House  ; 
but  none  the  less  it  was  the  conclusion 
arrived  at  by  those  who  were  considering 
the  matter,  not  at  all  from  a  political 
point  of  view  or  in  a  Party  spirit,  but 
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merely  for  the  piirpoee  of  answering  a 
constitutional  question  submitted  to 
tbem  at  the  instance  of  the  two  Colonial 
Chambers.  That  is  the  real  explanation, 
and  I  hope  the  noble  Marquess  will  find 
it  satisfactory,  because  it  appears  to  me 
I  have  shown  that  it  was  not  only  within 
the  right  of  the  Privy  Council  to  form 
such  an  opinion,  but  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  them  to  answer  the 
question  submitted  to  them  by  Her 
Majesty  with  regard  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  Australian  Chamber  without  first 
forming  an  opinion  upon  it.  Beyond  that 
we  did  not  go.  With  regard  to  the  noble 
Marquess's  suggestion  that  Papers  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table,  the  Report  could 
be  presented,  but  it  contains  only  a 
simple  answer  to  the  question  submitted 
to  the  Committee,  because  in  these  cases 
it  is  not  customary  to  give  at  length  the 
reasons  for  the  conclusion  arrived  at.  As 
to  the  noble  Marquess's  question  in  refer- 
ence to  graduatiou,  I  was  not  intending  to 
cast  blame  on  anyone  for  introducing  the 
principle  which  I  was  maintaining  was  a 
sound  principle.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  that  to  represent  that  graduation 
was  ever  introduced  before  was  a  juggle 
of  words.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion. 
I  maintain  that  it  has  been  intro- 
duced before,  although  it  may  be 
somewhat  extended  and  elaborated 
now.  Unless  I  am  much  mistaken,  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty  differs  according 
to  the  rental  at  three  stages.  I  call  that 
graduation,  and  I  cannot  call  it  any- 
thing else.  There  are  three  steps  in  the 
case  of  the  Inhabite<l  House  Duty,  and 
there  are  eight  steps  in  the  present  case ; 
but  whether  the  steps  are  three  or  eight, 
it  is  equally  graduation.  As  regards  the 
Estate  Duty,  the  noble  Marquess  says  it 
was  only  a  provision  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  from  the  pressure  of  taxation.  But 
I  cannot  see,  if  it  is  right  that  those  who 
have  over  £10,000  should  pay  more  than 
those  who  have  under  £l(),()6o,  why,  on 
the  same  principle,  those  who  have 
£40,000  should  not  pay  more  than  those 
who  have  £20,000.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  same  principle  precisely  is  involved, 
and  both  of  them  go  upon  this :  that  you 
ought  to  temper  your  taxation  to  the 
means  of  those  who  have  to  bear  it,  and 
that  just  the  same  reasoning  which  justi- 
fies diminution  in  the  one  case  justifies 
this  graduation  in  the  other.  The  noble 
Marquess  has  dwelt,  in  connection  with 
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what  he  calls  the  legal  powers  of  this 
and  the  other  House,  upon  the  moral 
authority  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  says  that,  whatever  the  legal  authority 
of  the  House  of  Commons  may  be,  its 
moral  authority  depends  upon  the  weight 
of  public  opinion  which  lies  behind  it. 
In  a  sense  that  is  true ;  but  I  think  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  draw  the  line 
and  sav  where  a  House  could  be  said  to 
have  moral  authority  or  not  according  to 
its  constitution.  Of  course,  it  must  have 
a  majority  in  order  to  carry  measures  at 
all.  What  majority  of  the  House*  is 
supposed  to  have  the  moral  authority 
of  the  nation  behind  it  ?  That 
seems  to  me  a  question  very  diffi- 
cult to  answer.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  been  connected  with  Governments 
that  have  not  had  the  moral  authority 
of  the  nation  very  strongly  behind  them, 
because  they  certainly  have  not  had  a 
very  overpowering  majority.  But  if  yon 
come  to  look,  not  merely  at  the  majority 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  but  to  the 
number  of  votes  by  which  the  Members 
of  that  majority  won  their  seats,  I  have 
understood  that  the  noble  Marquess  had 
a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons 
which  had  been  elected  by  a  minority  of 
the  voters  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and, 
therefore,  the  House  lacked  all  moral 
authority  during  an  entire  Parliament. 
The  noble  Marquess  asks  what  is  the 
constitution  of  the  majority  by  which 
this  Bill  was  carried.  He  puts  the 
majority  at  14,  and  says  that  eight 
Members  would  have  turned  it  the  other 
way.  That^  I  believe,  is  a  mistake,  for 
on  the  Third  Reading  the  majority,  I 
think,  was  23. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  referred  to  the  Second  Reading. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  The 
House  thought  better  of  the  Bill  when 
the  Third  Reading  came  ;  and  when  they 
saw  it  in  all  its  final  glory,  with  its 
amendments,  and  in  its  ultimate  shape, 
they  acquired  wisdom,  and  came  to  the 
conchision  that  it  was  a  desirable  measure 
to  pass.  Therefore,  it  needs  12  Members 
and  not  eight  to  turn  the  decision  the 
other  way.  But  let  us  take  eight.  The  noble 
Marquess  chooses  eight  particular  Mem* 
hers  who  were  in  the  majority,  and  he  says 
— "  Look  at  the  very  nmall  majority  by 
which  they  were  returned — 150  votes  in 
eight  places  would  have  turned  the  scale.'* 
I     have     not     had    time    to    make    a 
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corresponding  analysis  of  Members  of  the 
minoritj,  but  I  ventare  to  saj  I  will  find 
eight  Members  of  the  minority  returned 
by  smaller  majorities,  than  the  eight 
Members  to  whom  the  noble  Marquess 
has  alluded.  Therefore,  we  may  fairly 
set  the  one  against  the  other,  and  that  is 
an  end  of  the  argument  as  to  the  small 
moral  authority  of  those  who  carried  this 
measure  by  reason  of  the  number  of 
votes  supposed  to  be  behind  them.  After 
all,  according  to  the  Constitution  of  this 
country,  a  majority  is  a  majority,  and  a 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  is, 
whether  large  or  small,  competent  to 
carry  a  Bill.  If  the  noble  Marquess  says 
that  a  small  majority  gives  this  House  a 
greater  right  to  disregard  the  action  of 
the  other  House,  that  is,  of  course,  a 
matter  which  this  House  will  have  to 
settle  with  the  other  House,  and  with  the 
country,  according  as  the  country  is  or  is 
not  at  the  back  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  do  not  think  it  would  be  of 
advantage  to  enter  on  the  present  occa- 
eion  into  a  further  discussion,  and  longer 
detain  your  Lordships  with  a  repetition 
to  a  great  extent  of  what  took  place  on 
the  previous  occasion. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  it  was 
beyond  dispute  that  never  before  was  a 
Bill  making  such  vast  changes  and 
causing  such  intense  uneasiness  and 
.  heartburning  all  over  the  country, 
carried  through  the  House  of  Commons 
by  so  trivial  a  majority.  With  regard  to 
the  colonial  case  to  which  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  referred,  that  was  not  a 
case  calling  for  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  as  a  judicial  tribunal.  It  was 
a  case  referred  by  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary not  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  but  to  a  general  Com- 
mittee of  that  body ;  and  he  would  like  to 
know  how  that  Committee  was  constituted? 
Also,  it  would  be  desirable  for  their 
Lordships  to  know  what  actually  took 
place  ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
Government  to  lay  on  the  Table  not  only 
the  Report  of  that  Committee,  but  an 
additional  statement  showing  how  many 
meetings  the  Committee  held,  who  were 
the  witnesses,  if  any,  called  before  it, 
whether  precedents  were  examined, 
whether  any  evidence  was  taken,  or 
whether  the  very  able  officers  of  their 
LordshipB*  House  were  consulted  and  the 
Joumala  of  the  House  referred  to  as  to 
the  practice  and  procedure  of  their  Lord- 


ships* House  in  reference  to  the  discus- 
sion, amendment,  or  rejection  of  Money 
Bills.  He  would  like  to  know  whether 
counsel  were  present  to  assist  the  Com- 
mittee by  argument  on  any  precedents 
that  existed  ?  Or  was  the  whole  thing  as 
he  had  suggested — a  mere  reference  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary  to  the  Committee  for 
his  own  guidance  ?  That  obviously  was 
a  question  of  great  importance.  It  was 
obvious  that  a  bare  Return,  giving 
merely  the  answer  of  the  Committee  in 
a  few  lines,  would  be  insufficient.  They 
were  aware,  from  the  speeches  of  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  and  the  Duke  of  Rutland 
on  the  Second  Reading,  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  learning  upon  this  question, 
and  a  bald  Return  would  be  of  little  use. 
Therefore,  he  tnisted  that  when  the 
Return  was  made  it  would  be  found  to 
contain  some  real  and  valuable  informa- 
tion, so  that  their  Lordships  might  judge 
of  the  character  of  the  decision  referred 
to.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  evidently  attached  great 
weight  to  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  a  matter  of  constitutional 
importance.  The  Inquiry,  therefore, 
was  one  not  to  be  lightly  entered 
upon,  but  ought  to  be  conducted  with 
great  caution  and  prudence.  It  might 
be  suggested  that  this  was  a  matter  ultra 
vires  a  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
It  was  an  immense  constitutional  ques- 
tion not  to  be  hastily  decided  upon  an 
opinion  given  indirectly  in  deciding 
another  case. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly, and  passed. 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
gave  notice  that  he  should  move  for  a 
copy  of  the  decision  referred  to  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
He  would  insert  the  Reference  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  give  it 
him. 

PUBLIC     LIBRARIES    (IRELAND)    ACTS- 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  180.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  drew  attention 
to  the  marvellous  and  exceptional 
rapidity  with  which  this  Bill  was  pushed 
through  the  House.  He  was  not  un- 
friendly to  the  Bill,  as  he  had  shown  on 
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the  Second  Readiog,  when,  although  it 
had  not  been  circulated,  he  took  uo  ob- 
jectioD  to  it.  Neither  would  he  ofier 
objection  now  iu  ComiDittee,  for 
supported  by  many  sections  m 
He  did  not  wish  it,  however,  to  suffer 
from  any  careleasuess  in  drafting.  It 
hod  been  nobody's  child  in  particular, 
and  possibly  some  careless  n ens  mig;ht 
have  been  shown  in  the  drsftiog.  He 
would  not  discuss  its  iperits,  but  had 
noticed  that  it  placed  strict  lim'.ls  wilh 
regard  to  rating  for  public  libraries  in 
Ireland.  A  limit  of  Id.  was  to  be  Ksed; 
then  in  certain  cases  it  was  to  he  ^d,  or 
Jd.  carefully  worked  out.  But  now  the 
limit  was  gone  altogether,  as  the  Bill 
was  introtluced  into  their  Lordships' 
House  from  the  Commons,  for  power  was 
given  to  the  Local  Authority  to  alter  the 
maximum  and  entirely  take  it  away. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  Bill  going  before  the  Standing 
Committee  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment ;  but  he  would  invite  the  noble 
Lord,  when  it  did  so,  to  ask  whoever  was 
responsible  for  the  details  of  the  Bill,  to 
look  up  the  matter  and  fiintish  the 
necessary  iuformutiou  on  that  ])oinl.  It 
might  he  there  was  a  perfectly  good  ex- 
planation, but  on  the  face  of  it  the  matter 
required  examination.  An  explanation 
satisfactory  to  tlie  noble  Lonl  himself 
would  bo  sufficient,  no  doubt,  for  the  other 
ilembers  of  the  Committee,  and  uti  tiie 
understanding  that  that  explauation 
would  be  given  he  would  not  oppose  the 
Bill  going  at  once  to  Slaudiug  Com- 
mittee. 

The  LOKI)  I'HIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
TwEEDMOi'Tii)  said,  the  passage  of  the 
Bill  through  the  House  of  Commons 
was  so  extraordiiiiiry  an  instniicc  of 
absolute  uiiHuiuiity  iimonglHsh  Members 
that  when  ho  was  asked  to  take  cliarge  of 
it  he  could  but  eudouvotir  to  press  it 
through  as  mpidly  as  possible.  With 
reganl  to  (lie  drafting  of  the  Kill  auU  tlic 
consideraliori  it  receive<l  iu  the  Coramous, 
he  would  remind  tlio  House  that  it  was 
there  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  by 
whom  it  was  most  carefully  considered. 
Consequently  the  drafting  now  differoil 
considerably,  but  he  would  be  happy  to 
assist  the  noble  and  learned  I.ord  iu 
making  the  Bill  as  perfect  as  possible, 
and,  should  be  be  unable  to  give  the 
desired  informatiou,  would  consent  to 
postpone  the  Committee  stage  for  a  week. 
Lord  Athboume 
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Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  would 
be  absolutely  satisfied  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  get  a  Metnorandam  from  those  re- 
sponsible for  the  financial  details  of  the 
Bill,  saying  that  this  was  reasonable  and 
right.  An  explanation  satisfafctory  to 
the  noble  Lord  would  satisfy  everybody 
the  matter. 


(No.  i)  Bill. 


Bill  reported,  without  Amendtneut ; 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

THE  NKW  ZEALAND  LKGI6LATURE. 

The  Eakl  of  ONSLOW  asked  the 
Secret-ary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther the  Govcrnmeut  of  New  Zealaud 
had  applied  for  any  further  iustructions 
as  to  the  action  iie  should  take  ou  the  ad- 
vice of  his  Miuisters  to  couriuue  to  add 
to  tiie  number  of  their  supporters  in  the 
Upper  House  of  that  colony  ;  aud,  if  so, 
whether  be  would  lay  the  Correspoudeuce 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  in  continua- 
tion of  House  of  Lords  Parliamentary 
Paper  No.  76,  of  Sessiou  1893-94  ? 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  The 
answer  I  Imve  to  give  the  noble  £art  is 
that  no  such  application  has  been  made 
by  tlie  Government  of  New  Zealand  to 
the  Colonial  Office. 

PABOCHIAT,  P:r,BCTOKS  (REGI8TEATIOK 
ACCEr.EllATION)   »n.L.-(Sc..  17t.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the. 

Amendments  agre«l  to. 

I'REVKNTION  OF  CRUKLTY  TO 

CHII-DHEN    BIIL    [h.i..].— (No.    178.) 

Amendments   reporteil    (aceonling    to 

Order)  ;  further  Amendmenis  made  ;  and 

Bill  to  l«  read  3«  To- 


COl'VHOIJ)  (COX.SOLIDATIOS)  BILL 

[H.L.].-{N,..    171.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
iasse<l,  aud  sent  to  the  Commons. 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND) 

WILL.— (No.  179.) 
House    in    Committee   (aceonling    to 
Onler)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
t ;  and  re-committcd  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

CONSOLIDATED  FOND  (No.  8)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1»  : 
Then  (Standing  Older  No,:  XXXIX. 
having    been    dispensed    w'uh    for    this 
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day*8  sittiDg)  read  2*  :  Committee  nega- 
tived ;  Bill  read  3%  and  passed. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  1)  (CANALS  OF 
THE  GREAT  NORTHERN  AND  CBR- 
TAIN  OTHER  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  184.) 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS.  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2) 
(BRIDGWATER,  &c.,    CANALS)    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  185.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  3)  (ABERDARE, 
&C.,  CANALS)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1** ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  186.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (No.  6)  (REGENTS 
CANAL)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  187.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (No.  7)  RIVER 
ANCHOLME,  &c.)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1"  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  refcrreil  to  tlie 
Examiners.     (No.  188.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  S)  (RIVER  CAM, 
&0.)  BILL. 

Broughftrom  the  Commons  ;  read  1"  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referretl  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  189.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  10)  (CANALS  OF 
CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH  BRITISH 
RAILWAY  COMPANIES)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1" ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examinen.    (No.  190.) 


CANAL    RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 

PROVISIONAL       ORDER      (No.      12) 

(GRAND,  &c.,  CANALS)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*^ ; 

to    be    printed ;    and    referred    to    the 

Examiners.     (No.  191.) 

House  adjourned  at  half -past  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


.•  \  *"\  r\.  f  \y\4 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  SOth  July  1894. 


PRIVA  TE    B  USINESS. 


WEST   RIDING   RIVERS    CONSERVANCY 

BILL. 

LORDS   AMENDMEXTS. 

*SiR  F.  S.  POWELL  ( Wigan)  said,  that 
this  Bill  contained  some  very  important 
Amendments  made  in  the  other  House, 
which  it  was  desirable  that  this  House 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering. He,  therefore,  proposed  that 
the  Lords'  Amendments  should  be  con- 
sidered on  Friday. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Friday. 

Q  UE  S TIONS  . 


COLONIAL  FISCAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Com- 
mercial Treaties  with  Belgium  and 
Germany  prevent,  or  not,  differential 
fiscal  treatment  by  Great  Britain  in 
favour  of  its  colonies,  by  the  colonies  in 
favour  of  Great  Britain,  or  by  the 
colonies  in  favour  of  each  other  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Article  15  of  the  Treaty  of  July 
23,  1862,  between  Great  Britain  and 
Belgium  is  as  follows  : — 

"  Articles  the  produce  and  manufactures  of 
Belgium  shall  not  be  subject  in  Britinb  Colonies 
to  other  or  higher  duties  than  those  which  are 
or  may  be  im|)Oried  on  similar  articles  of  British 
origin." 
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the  total  number  of  pauper  children  in 
this  country,  the  number  of  pauper 
children  emigrated  to  the  colonies  during 
the  last  12  months,  and  the  number  of 
pauper  children  who  have  been  boarded 
out  during  the  same  period  ? 


Article  7  of  the  Treaty  between  Great 
Britain,  and  the  ZoUverein  of  May,  30, 
1865,  is  as  follows  : — 

'*  The  stipulation  of  the  preceding  Articles  1 
to  6  (they  contain  the  whole  of  the  Treaty) 
shall  also  be  applied  to  the  Colonies  and 
foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 
In  those  Colonies  and  Possessions  the  produce  of 
the  States  of  the  ZoUverein  shall  not  oe  subject 
to  any  higher  or  other  Import  Duties  than  the 
produce  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  or  of  any  other  country,  of 
the  like  kind  ;  nor  shall  the  exportation  from 
those  Colonies  or  Possessions  to  the  ZoUverein 
be  subject  to  any  higher  or  other  duties  than 
the  exportation  to  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.'' 

The  general  effect  of  these  stipulations 
in  regard  to  Import  Duties,  on  the  points 
mentioned  in  the  question,  are  understood 
to  be  as  follows  :  (1)  They  do  not  pre- 
vent differential  treatment  by  the  United 
Kingdom  in  favour  of  British  Colonies. 
(2)  They  do  prevent  differential  treat- 
ment by  British  Colonies  in  favour  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  (3)  They  do  not  pre- 
vent differential  treatment  by  British 
Colonies  in  favour  of  each  other. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  Under  Secretary  say  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  decided 
to  give  notice  to  terminate  the  clause  in 
those  two  Treaties,  which  thus  limits  the 
extension  of  Inter-British  trade  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  That  is  a  large  ques- 
tion of  general  policy,  and  I  cannot  make 
any  statement. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Is  the  view  just  stated  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  identical  with  that  held  by 
the  other  Governments  concerned  ?  Has 
there  been  any  divergence  of  opinion  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  There  is  no  necessity 
on  our  part  for  denouncing  the  Treaties  for 
any  purpose. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  was  not 
speaking  of  denouncing  the  Treaty.  I 
want  to  know  has  the  hon.  Baronet  ex- 
pounded the  view  of  the  effect  of  the 
Treaties  held  by  the  other  Governments 
concerned  ? 

SirE.  grey  :  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  doubt  that  the  explanation  is 
founded  on  what  the  Treaties  say,  but 
that  particular  interpretation  has  not 
been  discussed. 

PAUPER    CHILDREN. 
Mr.  S.    smith    (Flintshire)  :  I  beg 
io    ask     the    President    of    the    Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  can  state 

Sir  E»  Grey 


The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lbfevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  total 
number  of  pauper  children  in  this  country 
on  the  1st  of  January  last  was  249,000, 
of  whom  60,800  were  receiving  indoor 
relief.  The  number  whose  emigration 
was  authorised  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  during  the  year  1893  was  360. 
The  number  boarded  out  on  the  1st  of 
January  last  was  5,465. 

FOREIGN    PRISON-MADE    BRUSHES    IN 
GREAT    BRITAIN. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
has  received  a  resolution  from  the  brush- 
makers  of  Dalkeith,  N.B.,  as  to  the  hard- 
ships caused  to  their  trade  by  the  free 
importation  of  foreign-made  prison  brush- 
ware,  and  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  by  the  importation  of  criminal-made 
goods  many  rei^pectable  men  and  women 
are  being  driven  into  the  ranks  of  the 
unemployed ;  and  if  he  will  use  his 
influence  with  the  Government  either  to 
bring  forward  legislation  upon  this 
subject  or  to  give  time  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Im}>ortation  of  Prison-Made 
Goods  Bill  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
I  have  seen  the  resolution  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  No  information  is  given, 
however,  tending  to  establish  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  which  it 
contains.  As  I  have  previously  informed 
the  House,  inquiries  are  being  conducted 
through  the  Foreign  Office  on  this 
subject.  So  far  as  those  inquiries  have 
gone,  they  lead  me  to  believe  that  the 
quantity  of  prison-made  brushware  im- 
ported is  infinitesimally  small  in  pro- 
portion to  the  amount  of  goods  of  this 
kind  placed  on  the  home  market,  and 
cannot  substantially  affect  British  brush- 
makers.  Under  these  circumstances, 
there  seems  to  b0  no  reason  for  asking 
the  House  to  devote  a  part  of  its  scanty 
time  to  the  hon.  Member's  Bill. 


1*41       The  hupteUH-Mp  of      {30Juit1894}     Metalli/erotu  IHinei,  ^c.     1242 

CoLOMSi,  HOWARD  VINCENT ;  1  I  the  d«y  of  Petty  SessioDa ;  whether  in  the 
must  uk  my  right  hon.  Friend  when  the  |  Birr  military  case  do  warrant  was  iasned 
Report  from  the  British  AmbasBador  in  |  by  the  Keeident  Mapstrate  afi^ainBt  the 
Berlin  on  thia  anbject  ie  to  be  laid  before  officers  charged  with  aeeaulting  females, 
PuUameat;  and  whether  be  is  aware  that  ,  but  issued  a  sammons  ;  is  there  any  re* 
wcording  to  the  stilled  calculations  of  i  gulation  to  secure  uniformity  of  practice 
Mr.  Byers,  the  well-known  brush  manu-  in  these  cases  ;  and  do  the  Government 
fecturer  in  Dumfriesshire,  a  brush  which  j  intend  to  Uke  anv  notice  of  the  Resident 
eoita  the  British  manQfactiirer  7b.  S^d.  Magistrate's  action  in  Mr.  O'Dwyer's 
per  dosen  to  produce  is  made  iu  German  case,  whereby  a  young  man,  who  waa 
prisons  and  sold  at  the  doors  of  English  I  ultimately  only  put  nnder  a  rule  of  bail, 
and  Scotch  brush  factories  for  3b.  6d. '  and  that  against  the  profent  of  some  of 
per  dozea  ?  i  the  Local  Justices,  was  taken  from  his 

Ur.  BRYCE  said,  he  could  not  state  [  harvesting  and  subjected  to  inconve- 
wben  the  Report  would  bo  ready.      In-  l  "'snee  ? 

qairiea  were  being  made  in  different  |  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
fofeign  corntries,  but  lie  trusted  that  it  '  IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  before  long.      upon-Tyne)  :  The  facts  are  slated  with 

COLOXSL  HOWARD  VINCENT:  ?"'«ta?ti^I  accuracy  in  the  question.  It 
■u.-n-  r  1  -  .     1      I.  IB  desirable,  but  difficult,  to  secure  uni- 

M.j;I  l»ve  cogn™oe  ol  tho  Report   t„™i,,  rf,'„i„„,.,  i,  i.iJ.i.edi.crelioi, 

^Zij:°°'  ^    i       f°.^'"?;'    ofth.J.Jg..toVhon>.c<,mpl.i«of.n 

Berim/  It  was  promised  me  by  the  right    ■    .■  ,  n       ■»  i      l      ■ 

ii*^   (--.,  .1  _.     I  1  '  °        inilictable   ofieDce    is  made    to    issue  a 

DOB.  GentlomauB  predecessor.  ,  ■  *         i- 

•^  warrant    on    sworn    information,    or    a 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- i  summons.  That  diaoretiou  would  be 
aide)  :  No  ;  1  made  no  such  promise.  I  I  more  wisely  exercised  by  issuing  a  som- 
said  that  inquiries  were  being  made,  and  I  mons  where  there  is  no  apprehension  of 
aa  soon  as  we  obtained  the  result  I  would  I  the  accused  absconding.  In  the  ease 
communicate  it  to  the  House.  referred  to  in  the  last  paragraph  it  seems 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  l  clear  that  the  proceeding  by  warrant  and 
If  the  Report  is  being  kept  back,  will  a"'est  inflicted  unnecesaary  hardship, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  though  I  am  informed  tho  only  local 
have  cognizance  of  it  ?  JuBtice    present   neither    protested    nor 

Ma.  BRYCE  :    It  is  not  being  kept    »3'«^!"f«l  as  alleged.     The  matter  will 
...    I    ...    1    *  .    *^     receive  my  attention. 


THE  INSPBCT0R3HIP  OF  METALLI- 
FEROUS MISES  IS  CUMBEBLAND. 
Mh.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB  (Cumber- 
land,  Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(I)  whether  Mr.  WiUinm  Leek,  Post- 
master at  Cleator  Moor,  has  been 
appointed  Assistant  Inspector  of  Metalli- 
ferous Mines  in  the  Cumberland  district; 


back  from  the  House,  but  it  has  been 
thought  undesirable  to  present  only  par- 
tial facts. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
will  communicate  with  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman. 

1880B  OFWAKEANTS  AND  80MM0NSBS 
IN  lEBLAND. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  j  (2)  whether  the  same  qua! iti cations  are 
L(^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten-  necesaary  for  an  Assistaut  Inspectorship 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  in  of  Mines  as  are  required  for  Inspector- 
oouseqnenceof  anallegedassaultabouttbe  ships  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  in  respect  of 
ownership  of  land,  a  warrant  was  issued  the  limitation  of  age  and  of  previous 
by  the  Resident  Magistrate  in  TuUa,  |  employment  undorground,  Mr.  Leek 
County  Clare,  for  the  instant  arrest  of  a  '  possesses  the  necessary  qnalifi  cat  ions  ; 
young  man  of  respectable  family  named  |  (3)  and  whether  this  is  tiie  same  gentle- 
O'Dwyer,  who  was  brought  three  miles  |  man  with  respect  lo  whom  a  coroner's 
from  his  home  and  harvest  work  to  give  |  jury,  in  1888,  found  a  verdict  that  tliere 
bail  for  his  appearance  ;  whether  in  the  iiad  been  great,  but  not  crirainal,  neglect 
County  Limerick  revolver-firing  case  the  I  on  his  part,  iu  the  matter  of  the  deaths 
Resident  Magistrate  suspended  the  '  by  suffocation  of  three  men  in  the  pits  of 
warrant  of  arrest  against  a  bailiff  until  I  the  Cleator  Iron  Ore  Company? 


/ 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  (1)  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is,  yes.  (2)  The  in- 
spection of  metalliferous  mines  is  in  most 
districts  performed  by  the  Inspectors  and 
Assistant  Inspectors  of  Coal  Mines  as  a 
subsidiary  part  of  their  duties  ;  but  for 
the  appointment  of  Inspector  of  Metalli- 
ferous Mines  per  scy  no  limit  of  age 
or  qualification  as  to  previous  employ- 
ment underground  has  as  yet  been  pre- 
scribed, the  few  appointments  of  the  kind 
having  been  conferred  on  gentlemen  who, 
on  account  of  their  training  and  ex- 
perience, have  been  considered  qualified 
to  hold  them.  (3.)  Mr.  Leek  is  one  of 
the  three  gentlemen  who,  as  officials  of 
the  Cleator  Ore  Mines,  were  concerned  in 
the  case  referred  to  in  the  third  para- 
graph. I  was  aware  of  this  case  when  I 
appointed  Mr.  Leek,  and,  after  carefully 
considering  it,  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  circumstances  were  not  such  as 
to  disqualify  him.  These  circumstances 
were  within  the  knowledge  of  the  large 
number  of  persons  engaged  in  the  mining 
industry  in  the  district  as  employers  and 
employed,  who  urged  me  to  appoint  Mr. 
Leek. 

SOUTH  MEATH  VOTIXa  LIST. 
Mr.  JORDAN  (Meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  four  persons,  appearing  on  the 
voters'  list  for  South  Meath  Division, 
Summerhill  Polling  District  for  1893, 
were  objected  to  at  Revision  Sessions, 
and  their  names  struck  out — namely, 
No.  57,  Owen  Brennau  ;  Nq.  424,  Peter 
Kiernan ;  No.  177,  Thomas  Darby; 
No.  669,  Laurence  Weir ;  and  that,  not- 
withstanding the  decision  of  the  Re- 
vising Barrister  disallowing  their  votes, 
these  persons  appear  on  the  voters'  list 
for  1894,  numbered  respectively,  No.  48, 
No.  372,  No.  155,  No.  746  ;  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  this  trau8actiou  ;  is  he 
aware  that  two  persons  in  the  same  poll- 
ing district — namely,  Michael  Gogerty 
and  Peter  Kennedy,  appeared  on  the 
Register  for  1893,  numbered  304  and 
421  ;  and,  although  they  were  not  ob- 
jected to  nor  struck  off  by  the  Revising 
Barrister,  their  names  do  not  appear  on 
the  list  for  1894;  whether  he  will  ascer- 
tain if  the  four  wrongly  allowed  on  and 
the  two  wrongly  struck  off  the  list  belong 


to  different  political  Parties  ;  and  whe- 
ither,  as  the  majority    in   this   division 
was  narrow,  strict  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances will  be  ordered  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  Peace  informs  me  that  none 
of  the  names  mentioned  in  the  first  para- 
graph were  struck  off  at  the  Revision 
Sessions  held  in  1893,  nor  did  Laurence 
Weir  appear  on  the  Register  for  that 
year  as  No.  669.  All  the  names  appear 
on  the  Register  for  1894.  The  reply  to 
the  third  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative, 
and  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  Peace 
states  that  the  omission  of  the  two 
names  from  the  Register  for  1894  could 
only  have  occurred  through  a  printer's 
error,  as  he  prepared  the  Register  from 
the  revised  lists  very  carefully.  When 
the  omission  of  these  two  names  was 
pointed  out  to  him  he  wrote  to  the 
printer  for  the  original  copy  furnished 
from  his  office,  but  received  no  reply  to 
his  communication.  He  is  not  aware  to 
what  political  Party  any  of  the  persons 
last  named  belong. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
should  like  to  explain  it  was  not  intended 
by  putting  this  question  to  cast  any  re- 
fiection  on  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for 
Meath.  Although  he  is  a  strong  Con- 
servative we  think  him  quite  incapable 
of  anything  of  the  kind.  But  I  have  a 
list  of  10  cases  in  another  district,  as  to 
which  I  shall  have  to  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

TORPEDO  CATCHER  FLUES. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  intended  to  alter  the  flues 
of  the  torpedo  catchers  Hornet  and 
Havoc k  so  as  to  prevent  the  emission  of 
such  dense  masses  of  smoke  and  fiame  as 
was  witnessed  at  the  manoeuvres  in 
Stokes  Bay  on  Saturday  the  14th  July  ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on  board  the 
Hornet  men  were  continually  em- 
ployed in  throwing  water  over  the 
boats  hung  in  davits  near  the  fmmels,  to 
prevent  them  from  being  destroyed  by 
the  flames  ;  and  will  he  state  the  descrip- 
tion of  coal  used,  and  also  if  he  is  aware 
that  vessels  have  been  offered  to  the 
Admiralty  constructed  with  smoke-con- 
suming apparatus  ;  if  so,  why  this  sys- 
tem has  not  been  adopted  ? 
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The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shdttle- 
WOBTH,  LancuBhire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
faUovini;  information  has  been  received 
from  Commander  Torlesse,  late  of  the 
Mavock  and  now  of  the  Hornet,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  question  of  mj  hon.  Friend,  i 
H6  says—  | 

"  I  ptesame  the  Jlawck  is  meant.  The  i 
Bormel  has  never  used  water  for  the  purpose 
Indicated,  nor  wu  she  tronbled  with  flame  (from  ' 
ber  lannels).  No  trouble  has  been  experienced  i 
In  the  Sonut,  tram  Qame  (from  the  funnels),  | 
bnt  in  the  Hataeli  at  fall  speed  ■  good  desl  of 
flame  has  been  prodnced  at  times.  No  special 
Beport  has  been  made,  a*  tt  mu  considered  that  ' 
man  experience  In  stoking  would  reilace  the  . 
flame.  I  have  seen  Conunamler  Farquhar  of  the  . 
Havoek,  who  states  that  his  object  in  having  I 
water  thrown  over  the  boat  (on  Jnly  li)  was  ; 
to  prevent  dndem  from  the  hinaets  from  bum-  ' 
ing  small  holes  in  the  canvas  cover  of  the  1x>at." 
Commander  Torlesse  adds — 

'■  I  hod  never  regarded  the  boat  as  in  danger  | 
of  catching  fire,  hot  mcrcl;  used  tlie  water  as 
a  precaution  against  damage." 
Farther  practice  and  experience  will  pro- 
bably show  whether  it  will  be  uecesaary 
to  make  a  small  alteration  in  the  funnels 
of  the  JTaeoek,  in  order  to  prevent  any 
undue  smoke  or  flame.  The  best  hand- 
picked  Welsh  coal  is  used.  No  smoke- 
consnming  apparatus  has  hitherto  been 
sabmitted  to  the  Admiralty  which  ie 
considered  suitable  for  naval  purposes. 

BRITISH  RKPRB8KNTATI0N  AT  RABAT 
Mb.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the 
City  of  Rabat,  in  Morocco,  Great  Britain 
ie  only  represented  by  a  Vice  Consul, 
whilst  the  same  Vice  Consul  holds  for 
and  represents  Germany  with  the  rank  of 
Consnl ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  Rabat 
is  one  of  the  leading  commercial  ports 
of  Morocco,  the  Government  will  place 
the  British  Representative  upon  a  par 
with  that  of  the  German  Empire  ? 

Sib  E.  grey  :  Tbo  fact  is  as  stated. 
It  would  not  be  possible,  however,  to 
.  alter  the  statns  of  the  Vice  Consnl  at 
Rabat  without  further  changes  in  the 
arrangement  of  the  service  at  Morocco, 
which  has  just  been  carefully  organised. 
The  hon.  Member  will,  tber^ore,  I  hope, 
understand  that  the  refusal  to  make  the 
change  which  be  asks  does  not  arise 
from  any  tendency  to  underrate  the  ser- 
vieei  ti  Mr.  Frost,  the  value  of  which  I 
am  very  glad  to  take  this  opportunity  of 


GDNNEBB'  PAY  IN  THE  NAVY. 
Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynu 
Regis)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state  what 
the  qualification  is  respectively  for  a  sea- 
man gunner,  for  a  captain  of  a  Run,  and 
for  a  captain  of  a  turret,  and  what  pay  is 
attached  to  each  of  these  ratings  ;  whe- 
ther any  steps  are  taken  to  ensure  that 
men  who  have  once  qualified  for  these 
ratings  retain  their  efficiency  ;  whether 
they  are  put  through  any  kind  of  daily 
aiming  practice,  and  a  record  kept  of  the 
results ;  and,  if  not,  what  tests  of 
efficiency  are  applied  to  them,  and  at 
what  intervals  ;  whether  the  Admiralty 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  increasing 
the  efficiency  of  men  of  these  ratings,  as 
marksmen,  by  increased  practice,  either 
of  aiming,  or  of  practice  with  Morris 
tubes,  or  both,  accompanied  by  a  system 
of  increased  pay  according  to  the  results 
attained  ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  very  great  importance,  as  regards  the 
fighting  power  of  the  ship,  of  tiie  duties 
devolving  on  a  captain  of  a  turret,  the 
Admiralty  will  recousider,  with  a  view 
to  its  increase,  either  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested or  otherwise,  the  pay  attached  to 
that  rating  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE  worth  ; 
The  information  asked  for  in  the  first 
paragraph  is  given  at  pages  916  and917 
of  tlie  Queen's  Regulations  aod  Admi- 
ralty Instructions.  The  reply  to  para- 
graph 2  is  iu  the  affirmative.  Men  are 
frequently  exercised  at  aiming  practice, 
which  sufficiently  tests  their  efflcieiicy. 
A  record  of  results  obtained  at  target 
practice  is  kept.  The  various  target 
practices  prescribed  by  the  Regulations, 
both  from  guns  and  Morris  gun  tubes, 
are  carried  out  coDtiouously  throughout 
the  year  ;  and  it  is  uot  practicable  to  add 
to  tbem  without  interfering  with  other 
important  duties.  It  is  not  intended  to 
establish  a  system  of  increased  pay  by 
results,  nor  to  make  any  increase  iu  the 
additional  pay  already  given  to  men 
holding  the  rating  of  "captain  of  a 
turret." 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Is  it  a  fact 
that  every  shot  fired  by  a  captain  of  a 
turret  is  worth  £164,  and  yet  he  only  get» 
3d.  per  day  P 

SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  ; 
In  addition  to  what  he  gets  as  instructor  ? 
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Mh.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Id  addi- 
tion to  his  ratings  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  must  ask  for  notice  of  the  question  as 
to  the  cost  of  the  shots  fired. 

PROSECUTIONS      OF    AXTI-VACOINA- 

TIONISTS. 

Mu.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  heen  called  to  the  repeated 
prosecutions  of  Mr.  H.  Binder  before  the 
Oundle  Bench  of  Magistrates  for  non< 
compliunce  with  Orders  to  vaccinate  the 
same  child  ;  whether  it  appears  that  H. 
Binder  was  convicted  and  fined  on  3l8t 
July,  1890,  28th  August,  1890,  22nd 
March,  1894,  and  14th  June,  1894,  in 
respect  of  Orders  to  vaccinate  the  same 
child  ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  course  adopted  in  these  cases,  he  will 
direct  the  fines  to  be  repaid  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  that 
two  Orders  have  been  made  (in  July, 
1890,  and  March,  1894)  for  the  vaccina- 
tion of  Mr.  Binder's  child,  the  defendant 
in  each  case  being  required  to  pay  costs, 
and  that  he  has  been  convicted  and  fined 
(in  August,  1890,  and  June,  1894)  for 
non-compliance  with  each  Order.  As  I 
have  frequently  stated,  I  regret  these 
repeated  prosecutions  in  respect  of  the 
same  child,  but  in  the  present  state  of  the 
law  I  have  no  power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  CHANNIiSG :  Am  I,  then,  mis- 

informed  as  to  the  statement  made,  that 

the  right   hou.  Gentleman   has   ordered 

'the  remission  of  fines  in  cases  where  they 

have  been  inflicted  for  the  same  child  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  So  far  as  my  infor- 
mation goes,  I  have  never  ordered  the 
remission  of  fines  except  where  there  has 
been  subsequent  evidence  of  the  vacci- 
nation of  the  child.  I  do  not  feel  that  I 
am  entitled  in  the  present  state  of  the 
law  to  order  such  remission,  although  I 
much  regret  their  infliction. 

EDUCATIONAL    ENDOWMENTS    IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  why  the  Annual  Report  of 
the  Proceedings  of  the  Educational 
Endowments  (Ireland)  Commission, 
which  has  been  published  every  year 
since  1886,  at  the  end  of  the  current  year 
or   beginning  of  the   next,   was   not  so 

Sir  U,  Kay-Shuttleworth 


published  in  1892-3;  why  had  the 
Erasmus  Smith  Endowment,  worth 
£10,014  a  year,  been  left  for  nine  years 
unsettled ;  is  he  aware  that  Erasmus 
Smith,  in  his  indenture  under  Cromwell 
and  in  his  charter  under  Charles  IL« 
expressly  provided  that  his  endowment 
should  be  used  to  give  free,  intermediate. 
University,  and,  in  a  limited  sense, 
primary  education  to  the  children  of  all 
his  tenants  on  all  his  Irish  estates,  and 
to  20  other  poor  children  within  two 
English  miles  of  each  of  his  grammar 
schools  at  Galway,  Drogheda,  and 
Tipperary ;  can  he  state  how  many 
pupils  are  now  receiving  intermediate 
education  in  the  Erasmus  Smith  grammar 
schools,  and  how  many  are  receiving 
Erasmus  Smith  exhibitions  in  Trinity 
College  ;  also  how  many  of  the  pupils  in 
his  grammar  schools  and  how  many 
enjoying  his  exhibitions  in  Trinity 
College  are  children  of  his  tenants  on 
his  Irish  estates,  or  other  poor  children 
born  within  two  English  miles  of  his 
grammar  schools  at  Galway,  Drogheda, 
and  Tipperary  ;  is  he  aware  that  the 
children  of  nearly  all  the  2,000  tenants  on 
the  estate  formerly  held  by  Erasmus  Smith 
are  deprived  of  the  free,  intermediate,  and 
University  education  which  was  expressly 
provided  for  them  ;  will  he  explain  why 
the  scheme-  was  not  adopted  which,  on 
behalf  of  the  tenants^  children  and  other 
poor  children  on  all  the  Erasmus  Smith 
estates,  was  put  before  the  Educational 
Endowments  Commissions,  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Mixed  Central  Board  and 
Mixed  Boards  for  all  the  districts  in 
which  the  estates  lie,  on  which  Pro- 
testants of  all  denominations  were  offered 
a  larger  representation  than  their  relative 
numbers  and  relative  contributions  of 
rent  entitled  them  ;  and  can  any  steps  be 
taken  to  secure  the  benefit  of  the  charity 
to  the  children  of  Catholics  as  well  as 
Protestants  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  statutory 
powers  of  the  Educational  Endowments 
(Ireland)  Commission  expired  on 
March  31st,  1893,  and  have  since  been 
continued  by  Orders  in  Council.  The 
final  Keport  will  be  presented  before  the 
end  of  the  current  year,  and  will  cover 
the  whole  period  from  the  date  of  the 
last  Keport  to  the  completion  of  the 
business  of  the  Commission,  The  annual 
value  of  the  Erasmus  Smith  endowment, 
which  does  not  appear  to  exceed  £7,000^ 


\ 
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has  not  vet  been  fully  dealt  with,  for  the 
reasons  explained  in  mj  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Kilkenny  on  the  23rd  inst.  The  gover- 
nors of  the  Erasmus  Smith  grammar 
schools  have  courteously  informed  mo 
that  there  are  94  pupils  attending  the 
school  at  Galway,  53  at  Drogheda,  and 
38  at  the  Tipperary  school.  There  are 
85  past  pupils  of  these  schools  receiving 


profit  or  loss  on  each  farm  annually,  giving 
details  of  prices  paid  for  seeds,  manure, 
&c.,  and  the  prices  received  for  produce, 
or  where  this  is  consumed  by  pupils  the 
value  thereof,  and  any  other  details  cal< 
culated  to  present  a  view  of  the  profits 
of  scientific  agriculture  ou  the  20  farms 
worked  by  the  Gk>vernment  in  Ireland  ; 
(2)  is  he  aware  that  the  Annual  Reports 
of   the  Education  Commissioners  down 


Erasmus  Smith    exhibitions  in  Trinity    to  1874  contained  more  information  as  to 
College.      Several   proposals   are  under    the   management   of    these  farms  than 


the  consideration  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  chief  difficulty  in  framing  a  scheme 
is  caused  by  the  necessity  of  having  re- 


subsequeutly,  and  that  the  details  asked 
for  are  now  shown  in  the  farm  books  ; 
(3)  is  there  any  Treasury  audit ;  and  (4) 


gard  to  the  intentions  of  the  founder  as  what  system  of  book-keeping  is  main- 
to  religion,  and  at  the  same  time  extend-  taiued  on  these  farms  ? 
ing  the  benefit  of  the  charity  to  Roman  Mr.  J.MORLEY:  (1)  There  are  now 
Catholics  as  well  as  Protestants.  If  no  .  only  two  model  farms  (not  20,  as  stated 
scheme  can  be  framed  under  the  Educa-  '  in  the  question)  worked  by  the  Com- 
tional  Endowments  Act  the  administra-  missioners  of  National  Iklucatiou,  one 
tion  of  the  charity  can  only  be  altered  at  Glasneviu,  Dubliu,  and  the  other  in 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  1  Cork.     The  number  in  the  year  1874  of 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the  i  model  farms  vested  in  the  National  Board 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  prac-  i  was  21  ;  but  a  Treasury  Departmental 
tical  result  of  these  nine  years  doing  no-  !  Committee  of  that  year,  acting  upon  a 
thing  since  the  Act  was  passed  is  that  <  previous  recommendation  of  the  Powis 
£7,000  a  year  has  been  solely  spent  on  Commission,  recommended  the  abolition 
Protestant  pupils  ;  and  whether  it  is  not ;  of  the  model  farms  except  the  two  re- 
reasonable,  after  nine  years,  that  the  uu-  ,  ferred  to,  and  this  recommendation  was 
fortunate  Catholics  of  Ireland  should  get  1  carried  out.  The  Return  indicated  will 
some  share  of  it  ?  \  be  prepared  in  respect  of  the  two  re- 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  1 1  maiuiug  farms,  and  will  be  •furnished  in 
have  not  examined  the  question  closely  I  the  course  of  a  few  days.  It  is  to  be 
enough  to  have  the  right  to  an  opinion  ; '  observed,  however,  that  the  main  object 
bat  if  the  facts  are  as  stated,  they  would  of  maintaining  these  farms  is  not  so 
lead  to  the  conclusion  mentioned  by  my  much  to  show  the  profits  of  scientific 
hon.  Friend.  agriculture  as,  with  due  regard  to  economy, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  there  is  a  .  to  train  young  men  in  the  theory 
proposal  to  continue  this  Act  in  the  Ex-  ;  and  practice  of  agriculture  and  young 
piring  Laws  Continuance  Act  of  this  women  In  dairying.  These  pupils  are 
year  I  will  certainly  oppose  it.  boarded  at  the  establishments,  many  of 

them   free   of  charge.     (2)  Information 


MODEL  FAKMS  IN  XKELAND. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  (1)  if  a  Return  could 
be  prepared  for  the  use  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Land  Acts  show- 


regarding  the  two  model  farms  is  pub- 
lished by  the  Commissioners  in  their  An- 
nual Reports,  and  the  Appendix  to  these 
Annual  Reports  contains  very  full  Re- 

?orts  by  the  Agricultural  Superintendent, 
'ossibly  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 


ing  the  number,  area,  and  situation  of  |  not  seen  these  latter  Reports.     (3)  The 


the  Irish  model  farms  under  the  National 
Educatioq.  Board,  the  rent  paid  for  each 
acreably  and  in  bulk,  the  Poor  Law 
valuation,  the  average  rates  and  taxes, 
the  amount  paid  for  labour  on  each  farm 
annually,  the  nature  of  the  soil,  the  cost 
'of  implements  and  equipment,  and  im- 
provements, including  any  fine  or  price 
paid  to  acquire  the  lands,  the  amount  of   of  the  fact  that  during  the  last  two  and 


accounts  are  audited  by  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General.  (4)  The  ordinary 
system  of  commercial  book-keeping  is 
followed. 

POST  OFFICE  PATRONAGE  IN  WALES. 
Mr.  SPICER  (Monmouth,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General,  in  view 
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a-half  years  14  Post  Office  officials  from 
the  North  Wales  District  have  been 
appointed  to  postmasterships,  and  during 
the  same  period  only  four  officers  from 
the  South  Wales  District  have  been 
appointed  to  similar  positions,  and  that 
the  Shrewsbury  office  alone  has  received 
more  of  these  appointments  than  all  the 
South  Wales  offices,  will  he  take  steps 
to  ensure  that  the  South  Wales  officials 
shall  receive  their  proper  share  of  these 
appointments  ;  and  will  he  issue  instruc- 
tions that  in  future  all  applications  for 
postmasterships  shall  be  sent  direct  to 
London  instead  of  being  sent  through  the 
local  officials,  and  that,  in  London,  the 
most  suitable  candidates  shall  be  selected, 
and  their  superior  officers  then  be  asked 
for  a  Special  Report  as  to  their  qualifica- 
tions, &c.,  and  thus  do  away  with  the 
habit  (which  now  largely  prevails)  of  the 
postmasters  failing  to  recommend  their 
best  clerks,  because  they  do  not  wish  to 
spare  them  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
These  appointments  are.  not  given  ac- 
cording to  districts,  and  if  one  district 
has  received  more  than  another  it  is  a 
mere  accident.  I  always  look  carefully 
into  these  cases  myself,  and  select  the 
candidate  who,  in  my  judgment,  is  the 
fittest  for  the  particular  post  to  be  filled. 
The  mode  of  procedure  suggesteil  is  not 
feasible,  the  information  necessary  with  a 
view  to  selection  being  only  to  be 
obtained  locally.  As  regards  the  habit 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  as 
largely  prevailing,  I  am  certainly  not 
aware  of  it  ;  but  if  he  will  send  me  any 
particulars  justifying  the  statement,  I 
will  have  inquiry  made. 

CEMETERY  CONSECRATION    IN  CARDI- 
GANSHIRE. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  received  communi- 
cations for  two  years  past  from  the 
Vicar  of  Llanddewi-Brefi,  County  Car- 
digan, complaining  that  the  Burial 
Board  refuse  to  consecrate  a  portion  of 
the  cemetery  as  required  by  law,  although 
the  churchyard  is  filled,  and  the  Vicar 
cannot  use  the  cemetery  unless  a  portion 
is  consecrated  ;  and  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  compel  the  Burial  Board 
to  carry  out  the  law  ? 

Mr.  Spicer  i 


Mr.  ASQDITH  :  Yes.  The  papers 
in  the  case  are  about  to  be  sent  to  the 
Treasury  Solicitor,  to  advise  if  any,  and 
what,  proceedings  ought  to  be  taken. 

RHUDDLAN  SCHOOL,  ST.  ASAPH. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  pressure  has 
been  put  upon  the  managers  of  Rhuddlan 
School,  near  St.  Asaph,  to  make  various 
alterations  which  will  cost  at  least  £100; 
whether  it  is  true  that  among  the  de- 
mands made  is  the  building  of  a  new 
porch  ;  whether  there  is  any  need  for 
this  ;  is  he  aware  that  the  Department 
threatened  last  February  the  withdrawal 
of  the  grant  unless  *its  demands  were 
complied  with  within  12  months,  and 
that  the  parish  is  a  poor  one,  and  there 
will  be  considerable  difficulty  in  raising 
the  money  ;  and  whether  he  will  be  pre- 
pared to  reconsider  the  demand,  and  to 
give  more  time  for  their  execution  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R^ 
Rotherham) :  Certain  defects,  which  in- 
clude deficient  cloakroom  accommodation, 
were  pointed  out  in  the  last  Annual 
Report  on  this  school,  and  the  managers 
were  told  that  they  should  be  remedied 
as  soon  as  possible.  But  these  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  notice  as  to  with- 
drawal of  grant,  which  was  a  first  formal 
warning  for  inefficient  instruction  under 
Article  86  of  the  Code,  and  had  no  con- 
nection with  the  buildings. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN :  Do 
I  understand  that  the  withdrawal  of  the 
grant  will  not  depend  upon  whether  the 
changes  are  made  within  12  months  from 
last  February  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  This  ^vas  what  is 
called  a  first  warning  as  to  the  character 
of  the  instruction  given.  That  leads  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  grant  in  very  few 
cases.  The  question  of  the  buildings 
will  be  considered  on  quite  a  different 
basis. 

POST  OFFICE  ENVELOPES. 
Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  envelopes 
sold  by  the  Post  Office  with  the  2\d» 
embossed  stamp  for  use  abroad  are  so 
transparent  that  every  word  of  the  letters 
which   they  contain  can  easily  be  read 
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through  them  ;  and  if  he  will  eiideavoar 
to  remed J  this  defect  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  noticed 
the  defect  mentioned,  and  I  shall  he  glad 
to  take  steps  for  remedying  it  as  soon  as  the 
present  supply  of  eureiopes  is  exhausted. 
The  hon.  Memher  is  probably  aware 
that  the  object  has  been  to  make  the 
envelopes  light  in  weight,  so  as  to  leave 
as  mnoh  as  possible  of  the  ^  ounce  for 
the  contents. 

FORT  WILLIAM  RAILWAY  STATION. 

D  R.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention  | 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  tbe  West  | 
Highland  Railway  Company  are  con-  ! 
structing  their  station  at  Fort  William 
in  a  position  and  on  a  site  other  than 
that  which  was  originally  intended  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  serious  incon- 
venience is  caused  to  the  people  of  Fort 
William  by  the  present  proceedings  of 
the  Railway  Company  ;  and  will  he  use 
his  good  offices  with  the  Company  to 
induce  them  to  erect  their  station  in  a 
more  suitable  situation  which  is  easily 
available  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  matter,  and  an  Inspecting 
Officer  of  the  Board  has  recently  visited 
the  locality.  He  is  of  opinion  that  the 
site  originally  proposed  at  the  Fort  would 
have  been  a  better  one  than  that  which 
the  Company  have  chosen.  The  Com- 
pany urge,  however,  that  it  is  necessary 
to  have  a  pier  station  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  passengers  alongside  the  boats. 
A  possible  solution  of  the  difficulty 
would  be  to  have  the  main  station  at  or 
near  the  Fort,  and  to  work  a  tram  road 
from  thence  to  the  pier.  The  Board 
will  communicate  with  the  Company  on 
the  matter. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  Will  the  right 
iM>n.  Gentleman  see  that  the  recommen- 
dation is  carried  out  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  We  can  only  send  it 
to  the  Company. 

THB  CLANRICARDIS  KSTATK. 
Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Lord  Clanricarde  refused  to 
allow  the  evicted  tenants  to  remain  on 
the  land  attached  to  the  church,  and  by 
«o  iajanetlon  order  had  29  families  re- 

YOL,  XXYIL  [fourth  ssribs.] 


moved  on  the  1st  of  this  month  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  he  used  threats  to 
those  tenants  who  were  on  their  holdings 
if  they  would  give  shelter  to  any  of  the 
evicted  ;  whether  a  tenant  named  Michael 
Flanery,  who  was  evicted  about  four 
years  ago,  and  who  had  recently  gone 
back  to  his  farm,  had  allowed  an  evicted 
tenant  named  Fahy  to  occupy  an  out- 
house in  his  yard,  and,  immediately  after 
doing  so,  he  was  visited  by  the  bailiff, 
and  warned  that,  if  he  did  not  turn  Fahy 
and  his  family  out,  he  would  be  imme- 
diately served  with  a  writ  for  the  rent  of 
his  farm  during  the  years  that^he  was  out  of 
occupation,  and,  in  consequence  of  such 
threat,  Fahy  had  to  leave  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Fahy  next  got  shelter  from 
a  tenant  named  Michael  Hogau,  and  the 
moment  Clanricarde  heard  of  it  the 
bailiff  visited  him,  and  thrcatiMiod  to  take 
legal  proceedings  if  he  allowe<l  Fahy  to 
remain  in  his  house ;  and  whether  he 
will  state  how  much  it  costs  the  British 
taxpayer  to  give  Clanricarde  protection 
in  proceedings  of  this  character  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  ii^  a  fact  that 
in  January,  1892,  Lord  Clanricarde  ol>- 
taineil  an  injunction  requiring  the  re- 
moval of  huts  from  the  chapel  grounds  at 
Looseaun.  This  injunction  was  con- 
firmed by  the  Court  of  Appeal.  Sub- 
sequently the  defendants  decided  not  to 
prosecute  the  further  appeal  which  had 
been  taken  to  the  House  of  Lords  and 
agreed  to  remove  the  huts.  In  accord- 
ance with  this  agreement  29  huts  were 
removed  early  this  month.  The  estate 
bailiff  appears  to  have  warned  some  of 
the  tenants  not  to  give  shelter  to  the 
evicted  tenants.  The  statements  in  the 
third  and  fourth  paragraphs  appear  to 
be  in  the  main  accurate,  though  I  am 
informed  the  warning  was  given  to  Hogau 
before  the  evicted  tenant  went  to  live 
with  him.  The  bailiff  got  no  protection 
when  warning  tenants  not  to  accommo- 
date the  evicted  tenants. 

Mr.  J.  DILLON  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  last  paragraph  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  the  bailiff  was 
not  under  protection  there  were  no  costs 
incurred  on  this  occasion. 

HOUSE  CONSTRUCTION  AT  HAMPSTEAD. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  construction  of  newly- 

3  H 
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built  bouses  at  Frogual,  Hampstead, 
mortaF  shown  bj  analysis  to  be  composed 
of  earthj  and  organic  matters,  and  from 
which  lime  is  practically  absent,  has  been 
used,  and  that  the  external  or  enclosing 
walls  of  basements  which  abut  against 
the  earth  have  not  been  protected  by 
material  impervious  to  moisture ;  and 
whether,  under  the  bye-laws  approved  by 
the  Home  Secretary  on  the  19th  Octo- 
ber, 1891,  he  can  take  any  steps  to  pre- 
vent builders  from  constructing,  and  dis- 
trict surveyors  from  passing,  houses  of  a 
similarly  defective  character  in  the 
County  of  London  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  must  refer  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  London  County 
Council  with  regard  to  the  details  men- 
tioned in  this  question.  The  bye-laws 
referred  to  were  prepared  by  the  London 
County  Council,  and  approved  by  the 
Home  Secretary  in  October,  1891,  but 
the  question  of  their  enforcement  is  en- 
tirely outside  my  jurisdiction, 

INSANITARY  DWELLINGS    IN    SUTHER- 

LANDSHIRB. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  a 
case  tried  at  Dornoch,  in  December  last, 
the  County  Medical  Officer  and  the 
County  Sanitary  Inspector  of  Sutherland- 
shire,  and  the  County  Sanitary  Inspector 
of  Boss  and  Cromarty,  and  other  wit- 
nesses, concurred  in  deponing  that  the 
dwelling-house  occupied  by  Angus  Mac- 
Kay,  farm  servant,  at  Creich  Mains, 
Sutherlandshire,  the  property  of  the  Duke 
of  Sutherland,  was,  in  September,  1893, 
by  reason  of  its  proximity  to  the  cattle 
fold  of  the  farm,  and  to  a  cesspool,  and 
on  other  grounds,  unfit  for  human  habi- 
tation ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mac- 
Kay  was  obliged  to  leave  the  house  and 
sue  his  employer  for  his  wages  ;  and 
that  Sheriff  Substitute  Mackenzie  decided 
in  his  favour  and  against  his  employer 
for  his  wages,  while,  on  appeal.  Sheriff 
Principal  Johnson  and  the  Judges  of  the 
Second  Division  of  the  Court  of  Session 
decided  in  favour  of  the  employer  ;  and 
whether  he  will  introduce  a  measure  to 
protect  the  interests  of  farm  servants  and 
their  families  in  similar  cases  ? 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &e,) :  I  have 
seen  a  newspaper  report  of  the  c^se,  and 
the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  question. 

^tr .  Heir 


The  decision  of  the  Court  was  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  not  proved  that  the 
dwelling-house  in  qaestiou  was  in  such 
an  insanitary  condition  as  to  render  it 
unfit  for  habitation,  and  that  consequently 
Mackay  was  not  justified  in  leaving  it, 
but  in  giving  judgment  the  Lord  Justice 
Clerk  stated  that  the  case  was  one  in- 
volving some  difficulty,  although  a  con- 
siderable part  of  the  evidence,  particularly 
that  of  one  of  the  Sanitary  Inspectors,  waa 
not  such  as  could  receive  attention.  The 
question  of  the  enforcement  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Health  Acts  in 
Highland  counties  undoubtedly  involves 
serious  difficulties,  which  are  receiving 
the  attention  of  the  Local  Authorities  and 
of  the  Government. 

BUILDING   BYE-LAWS  IN  THE 
METROPOLIS. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether,  in  the  bye-laws  now  being 
prepared  by,  or.  for  the  approval  of,  the 
Local  Government  Board,  a  bye*law  will 
be  inserted  to  require  builders  to  carry 
off  the  surface  water  from  the  sites  of 
newly -built  dwelling-houses  in  the  County 
of  London  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVEE  :  The  bye- 
laws  referred  to  are  probably  those  which 
the  County  Council  have  prepared  and 
which  are  now  being  further  considered  by 
them.  These  bye-laws  are  proposed  to  be 
made  under  Section  202  of  the  Metropolis 
Management  Act,  1855  ;  but  it  does  not 
appear  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  that  section  empowers  the  County 
Council  to  provide  for  the  matterR 
referred  to  in  the  question. 

INEBRIATES'  RETREAT  AT  WALSALL. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (1)  whether 
serious  complaints  have  reivched  the  Home 
Office  with  regard  to  the  management  of 
the  Betreat  for  Inebriates  at  Old  Park 
Hall,  Walsall  ;  (2)  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  recent  case  in 
which  the  licensee,  having  received  a 
patient  under  the  Act,  employed  him  as 
his  coachman,  and  knowingly  allowed 
him  on  several  occasions  to  put  up  his 
horse  at  a  public-house ;  and  (3)  whe- 
ther, for  this  and  other  contrave^ions  of 
the  Rules  for  licensed  retreat^  issued  by 
the  Home  Office,  he  will  pj^osecute  the 
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licensee,  or  oppose  the  renewal  of  his 
licence,  or  take  such  steps  as  will  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  grave  irregu- 
larities in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. I  have  forwarded  the  papers  to  the 
Local  Authority,  with  whom  the  power 
of  renewing  the  licence  rests,  as  a  case 
well  deserving  their  attention, 

TRINITY  INFANTS'  SCHOOL,   DARWEN. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  the  Department  have  re- 
fused to  recognise  for  the  grant  half 
the  accommodation  of  Trinity  Infants' 
School,  Darwen ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  an  improvement  in  the  condemned 
room  was  made  in  1889,  and  that  the 
managers  have  received  no  complaint 
from  the  Department  since  1888  until 
1892,  and  that,  in  1893,  the  managers 
promised  to  provide  new  accommoda- 
tion; whether  the  plans  of  a  new 
school  have  been  submitted  and  ap- 
proved; and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  reconsider  the  decision 
of  the  Department  to  diminish  the  grant 
to  this  school  by  a  sum  of  £50  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  have  inquired  into 
the  case,  and  I  find  the  facts  to  be  as 
stated  ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  in- 
forms me  that  at  each  of  his  visits  be- 
tween 1888  and  1882  the  uusuitabilitj 
of  the  room  in  question,  which  is  only 
9^  ft.  high  and  badly  ventilated,  was 
mentioned  to  the  managers.  A  recent 
letter  from  the  official  correspondent  of 
the  school  (dated  July  2-ith)  states  that 
the  new  school  will  be  verv  nearlv,  if 
not  quite,  completed  by  November  next ; 
and,  on  the  understanding  that  the  mana- 
gers will  carry  out  this  undertaking,  I 
will  not  enforce  the  reduction  of  the 
accommodation  during  the  current  school 
year. 

THREATENING  NOTICE  IN  CLARE. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Constabulary  has  been 
called  to  a  placard,  signed  '^  Vengeance,^' 
threatening  Colonel  John  O^Callaghan, 
and  warning  the  men  of  Clare  to  beware 
of  Colonel  Jack  and  his  son,  and  advising 
them  to  boycott  their  hay  ;  whether  he  is 


aware  that  these  placards  have  been 
posted  near  Colonel  O^Callaghan^s  resi- 
dence ;  and  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  protect  Colonel  O^Caliaghan's  property 
from  injury  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Copies  of  the 
placard  referred  to  have  boon  found  by* 
the  police  posted  in  various  parts  of  the 
district  and  also  close  to  the  residence  of 
Colonel  0*Caliaghan.  He  has  12  men 
from  the  locality  cutting  his  meadows  at 
present,  and  two  of  these  commenced 
work  since  the  posting  of  the  notices. 
Ample  protection  is  afforded  to  him  and 
his  property. 

LUNATICS  IN  BELFAST  WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  On  be- 
half of  the  lion.  Member  for  South  Down, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  refe- 
rence to  the  Report .  of  Dr.  Plunkett 
O^Farrell,  Inspector  of  Lunacy,  on  the 
lunatic  department  of  the  Belfast  Work- 
house, whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Report  of  the  Sub- Commit- 
tee appointed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
to  investigate  the  statements  made  by 
Dr.  OTarrell ;  whether  this  Sub-Com- 
mittee have  now  practically  adopted  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  as  to  the  state  of 
the  lunatic  department,  the  necessity  for 
additional  attendants,  the  desirability  of 
appointing  in  future  only  trained  persons 
as  attendants,  the  improvement  of  the 
day-room,  and  the  removal  of  the  present 
offensive  closets  ;  and  whether,  con- 
sidering the  overcrowded  state  of  the 
place,  anything  will  be  done  to  provide 
increased  accommodation  in  the  interest 
of  the  afflicted  inmates  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Guardians: 
have  [iracticaliy  adopted  the  recommen- 
dations of  Dr.  O^Farrell,  and  have  sub- 
mitted to  the  Local  Government  Board 
plans  of  extensive  additions  to  the  work- 
bouse  for  the  accommodation  of  lunatics, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  over  £6,000. 
These  plans  have  been  approved  of  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
Guardians  are  now  considering  the  ques- 
tion of  carrying  on  the  works. 

FEMALE  ASSISTANT  TEACHERS  IN 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Down,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant    of   Ireland    wheUier-  -  he  is 
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aware  that  female  assistant  teachers 
under  the  National  Board  iu  Ireland  are 
paid  10s.  per  annum  under  third  class 
salary,  no  matter  what  their  classifica- 
tion is,  whereas  male  assistant  teachers 
are  paid  full  third  class  salary,  although 
the  former  are  quite  as  responsible  for 
the  literary  proficiency  of  their  divisions 
of  schools  as  are  the  latter,  and  are  be- 
sides solely  responsible  for  a  very 
extended  course  of  instruction  in  needle- 
work ;  whether  this  state  of  affairs  was 
aggravated  in  1892  by  disallowing  the 
female  assistants  the  20  per  cent,  on 
those  10s.  ;  what  reason  there  was  for 
first  establishing  this  difference ;  and 
whether  any  reason  now  exists  for  con- 
tinuing it ;  if  not,  whether  provision  will 
be  made  to  abolish  this  anomalous 
disparity  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :  Assistant  teachers, 
males  and  females,  are  paid  fixed  salaries, 
not  class  salaries.  This  principle  was 
laid  down  by  the  Government  in  1879, 
when  they  fixed  the  salary  for  a  male 
assistant  at  £35,  and  for  a  female 
assistant  at  £27.  The  rate  of  £35  for  a 
male  assistant  happened  to  be  coincident 
with  the  third  class  salary  for  male  prin- 
cipals ;  but  that  for  female  assistants  did 
not  coincide  with  any  class  salary.  In 
some  cases,  that  is,  of  mixed  schools 
under  principal  male  teachers*  it  is  quite 
true  that  the  female  assistants  have 
necessarily  the  entire  charge  of  the 
needlework.  It  is  not  so  in  schools 
where  the  principals  are  females.  The 
Education  Act  of  1892,  which  increased 
the  salaries,  distinguishes  between 
^'  class  salaries ''  and  the  '^  salaries  of 
assistant  teachers,"  in  awarding  20  per 
cent,  augmentation  of  salary  to  both. 
The  female  assistants  receive  the  full 
augmentation  of  salary  allowed  to  them 
by  the  Act — namely,  the  20  per  cent, 
added  to  the  £27  l^xe^  salary.  The 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  it  has  not 
hitherto  occurred  to  them  that  the  matter 
referred  to  called  for  action  on  their  part, 
and  that  as  it  would  cost  much  to  accom- 
plish, tlie  Treasury  would  resist  any 
change. 

THE     ADMINISTRATION     OF     CYPRUS. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  has  been  called  to  the 
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Report  on  Cyprus,  issued  recently,  where 
it  IS  stated  (page  51)  by  District  Com- 
missioner at  Limassol  that  the  abolition 
of  the  post  of  Mudir  is  much  to  be 
regretted  ;  that  he  frequently  feels  the 
needs  of  such  assistance,  having  112  vil- 
lages to  communicate  with  ;  and,  further, 
he  considers  that  officials  of  this  class 
should  reside  in  the  sub-districts  of 
Limassol  and  Kilani ;  whether  any  at- 
tention will  be  paid  to  this  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  by  the  District  Com- 
missioner ;  and  whether  his  observations 
on  the  discontent  of  the  Muktars  at  their 
insufficient  remuneration,  and  his  previous 
Report  on  the  subject,  will  lead  to  their 
grievances  being  redressed  as  far  as 
possible  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES 
(Mr.  S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar)  :  Mr.  Micheirs  complaint  that 
he  has  not  as  much  assistance  as  he 
considers  that  he  ought  to  have  has 
been  noted.  But  this  is  a  not  infrequent 
complaint  on  the  part  of  public  servants ; 
and  it  is  one  upon  which  the  Government 
must  reserve  its  liberty  of  action  to  deal 
with  according  to  the  merits  of  the  ease 
and  the  means  at  its  disposal.  As 
regards  the  village  Muchtars,  of  whom 
there  are  probably  800  or  900  in  the 
Island,  their  position  and  rights  had 
been  recently  regulated  by  a  law  of  the 
Local  Legislature,  and  I  cannot  say 
whether  anything  can  be  done  to  meet 
their  alleged  grievances  ;  but  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  ask  the  High  Commis- 
sioner for  a  Report  on  the  passage  in 
Mr.  Micheirs  Report  to  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  called  attention. 

CAPE     ANDREA. 

Admiral  FIELD :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 

his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  Report 

on  Cyprus  recently  issued  (page  49) 
by  District  Commissioner  at  Famagusta 
relative  to  the  Lights  on  the  Island,  in 
which  the  Commissioner  states  that  an 
additional  light  is  sorely  needed  at  Cape 
Andrea,  the  northernmost  point  in  the 
island,  and  he  hoped  before  long  ships 
will  be  provided  with  this  means  of  pro- 
tection from  this  exposed  and  dangerous 
spot ;  and  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  supply  the  deficiency  com- 
plained of  ? 
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Kr.  BBTCE  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have  seen 
the  B0Cirt  referred  to.  The  lighting  of 
the^^^ast  of  Cyprus  is  ondertakea  not  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  but  by  and  at  the 
expense  of  the  Cyprus  GU>vernment. 
The  Board  have  ah*eady  advised  in  the 
matter  of  the  existing  lights  on  the  Is- 
land, and,  when  applied  to,  will  advise  in 
the  matter  of  any  future  light. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  responsible  for  Indian  and 
Colonial  lights  ?  WiU  he  indicate  his 
opinion  to  the  Governor  of  the  Island 
<hat  a  light  is  needed  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  thought  they  were 
hardly  entitled  to  obtrude  their  opinion 
on  the  subject  unless  they  were  asked  for 
it.  No  doubt  the  Cyprus  Government 
would  consider  the  Report. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Are  not 
the  Board  of  Trade  responsible  for  the 
lights  at  Sombrero  Island  and  the 
Bahamas  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  That  is  a  different 
matter  altogether.  The  position  of 
Cyprus  is  a  very  peculiar  one. 

ANDBRBY  CHURCH  SCHOOL,  LINCOLN- 
SHIRE. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  there  is  at  Anderby  Church 
School,  Lincolnshire,  a  porch  which  is 
used  as  a^ cloakroom  ;  whether,  neverthe- 
less, the  Department  have  ordered  an 
additional  porch  and  cloakroom,  either 
separate  or  combined ;  whether  the  ex- 
isting porch  measures  7^  feet  by  olj^ 
feet ;  and  whether  that  is  sufficient  for  a 
school  with  an  average  attendance  of  36  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  existing  porch 
at  this  school  measures  7^  feet  by  4^ 
feet,  and  was  considered  by  Her 
Majesty*8  Inspector  to  be  insufficient. 
The  managers  have  submitted  plans  for 
a  new  porch  and  cloakroom  combined, 
which  are  now  under  consideration.  The 
present  porch  seems  hardly  large  enough 
for  a  cloakroom,  even  for  so  small  a 
school,  but  if  the  managers  press  to  be 
allowed  to  retain  it  unaltered  I  will  con- 
sider the  matter  further. 

SALMON    FISHING    PROSECUTIONS  AT 

OBAN. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 


his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  Colin  Carmichaei,  Colin  M^Intyre, 
John  Mackenzie,  and  Donald  M^Tavish, 
of  Oban,  who  were  tried  on  the  1st  of 
August,  1893,  on  a  charge  of  fishing  for 
salmon,  and  fined  £3  8s.  9d.  each,  in- 
cluding costs,  or  14  days'  imprisonment ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mackenzie  and 
M^Tavish  paid  their  fines  ;  that  M'lutyre 
and  Carmichaei,  being  unable  to  do  so, 
ofiered  themselves  at  the  expiry  of  14 
days  to  undergo  the  alternative  of  im- 
prisonment ;  and  that  the  sentence  of 
imprisonment  was  held  over  these  two 
men  until  the  end  of  June  this  year, 
when  they  were  suddenly  apprehended 
and  put  in  prison  ;  and  whetlier  it  is 
lawful  or  according  to  practice  to  keep  a 
sentence  of  this  kind  hanging  oyer  men 
for  noarlv  a  year  ? 

Mr.  J".  B.  BALFOUR  :  My  informa- 
tion is  that  Mackenzie  and  M'Tavish  paid 
their  lines,  and  that  M'Intyre  and  Car- 
michaei failed  to  do  so,  but  that  in  the 
course  of  last  winter  they  ofiered  to 
undergo  the  sentence  of  imprisonment,  to 
which  the  Governor  of  the  gaol  declined 
to  give  efiect,  as  he  had  no  warrant. 
They  were  recently  apprehended  and 
lodged  in  prison.  The  course  which  has 
been  taken  is  certainly  very  unusual,  and 
I  have  communicated  with  the  Clerk  to 
the  District  Board  to  ask  for  further  ex- 
planation. I  may  remind  my  hon. 
Friend  that  prosecutions  of  this  kind  do 
not  proceed,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Crown. 

LQCH  TARBERT  FISHERIES. 
Sir  D.  MACFARLANE :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  refusal  of  Mr. 
Campbell,  of  Jura,  to  allow  fishermen  to 
land  on  the  shores  of  Loch  Tarbert, 
Jura,  material  for  the  curing  of  fish,  and 
thus  practically  prohibit  the  fishing  in- 
dustry in  that  neighbourhood  ;  and  if 
landed  proprietors  are  entitled  to  refuse 
the  use  of  the  foreshores  to  fishermen  and 
fish  curers  ? 
*Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
further  information  in  regard  to  the  facts 
than  is  conveyed  in  the  question,  but  I 
may  say  that  fishermen  have  by  statute 
a  right  to  use  any  land  adjoining  the 
sea  shore,  which  may  be  at  the  time 
waste  and  uncultivated,  for  purposes  in- 
cidental to  the  conduct  of  their  enter- 
prise. 
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Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  uked  >f  a 
proprietor  was  Dot  liable  to  a  penaltj^  of 
£100  for  refusing  permiBsioD  lo  the 
fiBliermea  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

THE  COREAK  UIFFICULTV. 
Sir     E.     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  ot  State  (or  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any  reply  has  been 
received  from  the  Governments  of  China 
and  Japan  to  the  offer  of  mediation  made 
by  Her  Uajesty's  Governmeut ;  and 
whether  he  can  gire  the  House  auy 
information  as  to  the  alleged  outbreak  of 
liostilities  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  1  No  offer  of  mediation 
has  beeu  made,  but  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
verament  have,  iu  concert  with  other 
Powers,  given  friendly  advice  txith  at 
Pekin  and  Tokio  in  the  interests  of  peaee. 
We  have  not  heani  (hat  war  has  been 
declared  ;  but  some  Japanese  war  vessels 
have  captured  a  Chiueee  vessel  and  suuk 
a  transport.  Accounts  as  to  the  origin 
of  this  encounter  are  couflicting. 

THE  BKGISTBATION  OF  CYCLK8. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  is  aware  that  ic 
vases  of  acei<lent  in  public  thoroughfares, 
in  which  persons  riding  bicycles  and  tri- 
cycles arc  toncerned,  such  persons  fre- 
quently give  a  falso  name  aud  address  ; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  ihe  pro- 
priety of  taking  such  measures  as  may 
l>e  open  to  him  to  cause  nil  bicycles  and 
tricycles  to  be  registered  and  numberoil 
iu  such  a  way  and  under  such  conditions 
aa  would  ensure  the  ideutitication  of  their 
owners,  either  by  siicli  n  system  as  is 
now  applied  to  Imckney  carriages,  or 
otherwise  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  1  have  no  doubt 
that  falso  names  aud  addresses  are  some- 
limes  given  by  persons  riding  bicycles 
uiid  tricycles.  I  have  before  slated  that 
the  proposal  to  number  cycles,  with  u 
view  to  their  easy  ideutilicatiou,  is  worthy 
of  consideration;  hut  from  the  growing 
uumber  of  .this  class  of  vehicle,  aud  the 
rapidity  with  which  they  change  liauds, 
the  question  is  surrounded  with  practical 
■litlicultie)>. 


LOKD  LIKUTEWAlfGY  or  LIUBRIOC. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick)  :1||egto 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Bord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  at 
what  time  the  appoiotment  to  the  vacBot 
position  of  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Cuatos 
Rotnlomm  for  Limerick  will  be  an- 
nounced ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  hope  that  it  will 
be  announced  very  shortly. 

WAGES  IN  OOVBBNMKNT 
DOCKYARDS. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  lo  ask  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  r^ard  to  the 
uew  Regulations  for  work  and  wages  iu 
the  Government  Dockyards,  whether  tbe 
Governmeut  has  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment, virtual  or  actual,  tliat,  in  the  case 
of  day  work  rates,  no  person  is  to  receive 
a  less  sum  iu  wages  for  tbe  reduced  48- 
bour  week  than  was  formerly  paid  for 
tbe  50  or  ol-hour  week  ;  whether  tbii 
standard  of  "what  was  formerly  paid" 
is  definitely  adopted,  as  minimum  rate  of 
wages  ;  and  whether  this  standard  is  to 
be  maiutaiued  without  reference  to  the 
current  rate  of  wages  paid  in  such  em- 
ployments should  that  rate  fall  below 
this  standard  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RoBKKTaoK,  Dundee)  : 
(1.)  The  AdmirHlty  Instructions  issued 
in  the  dockyards  are —  , 

"  In  (he  cnse  of  all  men  and  women  paid  on 
day  paj  ratca  no  person  ia  to  receive  leee  moaer 
for  woikinR  48  houCH  per  week  than  forwotklDg 
(as  beretiitoi-e)  a  mean  of  50)  and  51  boors 
respectiyely." 

(2.)  The  standard  weekly  wage  formerly 
paid  to  each  man  l>efore  the  48-boura 
working  week  was  introduced  has  been 
adopted  as  a  minimum  rate  of  wages. 
(3.)  The  standard  of  wages  in  the  Go- 
vernment Dockyards  is  maintained  at  the 
same  authorised  rate,  irrespective  of  any 
fall  in  the  rate  of  wages  iu  the  private 
trade. 

ZOBEHR  PASHA. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-FOWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  aware  of 
tbe  claims  of  Zobehr  Pasha  for  com- 
pcusatiou  in  regard  to  property  in  ter- 
ritories, rights  over  which  have  now  beeu 
ceded  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
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■  the  Congo  Tre«tf  t  whettier  Bach  con- 
'  ponMtian  wm  speoificsLIy  pronaised  b; 
tho^te  Geaeml  Gordoo,  with  the  know- 
led^  of  Lord  Cromer,  oa  coDdttion  thCil 
Zobehr  Fasha  was  prored  not  to  have 
written  a  eertain  letter  then  in  the  poeses- 
flion  of  the  Groyernment ;  whether  these 
claims  have  ever  been  fully  iaveatigated 
ttod  reported  upon  by  the  judicial  adviser 
of  the  £gyptiaQ  Government ;  and  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Governmeut  will  un- 
dertake that  an  indepsDdent  judicial 
Commission  shall  issue  to  investigate  and 
tetermine  tbese  claims,  and  thus  carry 
ont  the  undertakiiig  entered  Into  by  the 
late  General  Gonlon  ? 

•Sib  £.  GBEY  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
veroment  are  not  aware  of  Zobehr  Pasha 
baring  any  claims  in  regard  to  territories 
affected  by  the  Agreement  of  May  12 
between  Great  Britain  and  the  King  of 
the^BelgiasB,  as  Sovereign  of  the  Congo 
State.  As  reguda  Zobehr's  claim  to 
compensation  for  property  which  was 
oonfiscated  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
15  years  ago.  General  Gordon  did  un- 
dertake to  recomraeod  that  he  should  be 
compensated  if  it  were  proved  that  a 
certain  letter,  of  which  General  Gordon 
had  seen  the  original  and  retaiued  copies, 
did  not  exist,  aud  tbat  his  property  bad 
been  unjustifiably  confiscated.  The 
BepOTt  of  the  interview  at  which  this 
aCatement  was  made,  which  took  place 
in  Lord  Crgmer's  presence,  will  be  found 
in  Egypt,  No.  12, 1881,  pages  40and  41. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  aware 
whether  these  nlaims  have  been  referred 
to  the  Judicial  Advisers  of  the  Egyptian 
Government,  but  they  see  no  ground  for 
their  interference  in  respect  of  these 
claims  of  Zobehr  Pasha,  an  Egyptian 
eobjeott  against  the  Government. 

THE  EXPLOSION  IK  THE  SOLENT. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  in  reference  to  the 
recent  explosion  on  the  Brambles,  which 
caused  such  a  lamentable  loss  of  eight 
.  Utss  among  the  Cowes  Trinity  House 
employiMf  whether  it  is  tbe  general 
practice  of  the  Trinity  House  still  to  use 
time  fttses  in  the  removal  of  wrecks  by 
mcMie  of  explosives  instead  of  electric 
firipg  ;  what  is  tbe  certified  training  in 
dealing  with  explosives  required  in  tbe 
•nperiDteudiDg  officials ;  and  what  will 


be  the  character  of  tbe  inquiry  into  this 
ditutsler  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  ;  Colonel  Ford,  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Explo- 
sives, by  my  dirwtion,  is  at  present  con- 
docting  an  inquiry,  under  the  Explosives 
Ant,  into  all  the  circnmstances  attending 
this  aecideDt.  The  question  of  the  kind 
of  fnie  employed  and  the  competency  of 
those  superintending  tbe  operations  will 
form  part  of  the  inquiry,  and  as  soon  as 
tbe  Report  is  completed  it  will,  as  is 
usual  in  such  cases,  be  laid  before  Pvlia- 
ment  without  delay. 

BAR  PRACTIUE  AT  QDARTeB  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  weir  :  On  behalf  of  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough,  J  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  there  is  any  Rule  to 
prevent  barristers  whose  fathers  are 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  practising 
at  such  Sessions  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  1  am  not  aware  of 
any  such  Rule  which  prevents  barristers 
from  practising  before  their  fathers. 

LEIGHLINBBIDGB  (CODNTr  CARLOW) 
NATIONAL  BCHOOL. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  CoUege 
Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  ho  will  grant  the  Return  asked 
for  in  Notice  of  Motion  this  day,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Leighlinbridge  (County 
Carlow)  Female  National  School  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  :  I  have  no  objeo- 
tion  to  this  Return. 

Mr.  T.  M.HEALY  :  Is  it  proposed 
to  give  in  this  Return  as  a  State  Paper 
the  "  Report  of  the  National  Teachers* 
(Ireland)  Organisation  on  the  dismissal  of 
tbe  female  teachers  of  the  Leighlinbridge 
National  School "  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  this  Return 
was  a  matter  which  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  thought  in  their 
judgment  should  be  granted,  and  they 
thought  tbe  bead  in  tbe  Return  referred 
to^was  quite  fair  to  bo  included. 

WAGES  AT  THEROrAL  VICTOEIA 
YARD  AT  DEPTFORD. 

Mr.  fisher  (Fulham)  :  On  behalf 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Deptfurd,  I  beg 
to  ask  tbe  Civ(l  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  coopers  employed  under  the 
Admiralty,    particularly    those    in     the 
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Regnlattons  of  tbe  pai4  with  i«itard  to 
publio  maetings  «re  coocemed,  freedom 
of  speech  will  be  seeitred  'm  far  fts 
pOBsible. 

Me.  W.  JOHNSTON ;  H»to  wy 
attAoica  been  made  upon  the  ipeakOTft 
who  have  deoounced  Proteatantiam  ? 


Bofal  Vietoria  Yard  at  Deptford,  have, 
as  the  result  of  a  Memorial  requoating  an 
iDcreaae  of  wages,  been  paid  since  26tb 
Maroh  last  until  Friday  20th  July  at  the 
rata  of  5s.  a  daj  for  daj-work  instead  of 
4)1.  4d.,  tbe  rate  previous  to  their 
Memorial ;  and  whether  orders  have 
lately  been  issued  that  thene  men's  pay  be 
at  once  reduco'l  to  tbe  former  rate  of 
4s.  4d. ;  if  so,  for  what  reason  has  any 
change  been  made  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  large 
majority  of  the  coop«^  although  only 
receiving  4s.  4d.  a  day  substantive  pay, 
are  iu  receipt  of  pay  for  piece-work,  earn- 
ing up  to  42a.  a  week,  but  the  rate  of 
pay  on  which  their  pensions  had  been 
caiculaled  was  4s.  4d.  a  day,  or  26s.  s 
week.  The  Treasury  have  lately  con- 
sented to  this  rate  being  raised  for  pension 
purposes  to  30s,  a  week  in  the  oase  oF 
men  earning  an  average  of  that  amount. 
A  misunilerstaDdiug  arose  in  eoniniuni- 
catiug  this  decisiou  to  the  Yard,  who 
have  actually  paid  the  men  Ss.  a  day  for 
those  days  on  which  they  were  not  work- 
ing piece-work.  It  has  been  necessary  to 
correct  this  mistake. 

BELIUI0U8  IKTOLERAKCE  IN  HYDE 

PARK. 
Mk.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Seeretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  attacks 
make  In  Hyde  Park  on  Mr,  Job  Williams, 
on  Thursday  night  the  26th  instant,  by 
Roman  Catholic  mobs,  in  uonsequetice  of 
his  utterances  coucerniug  Roman  Catiio- 
liciam  ;  and  whether  freedom  of  speech, 
whicli  isexteuded  ihere  to  the  expression 
of  all  mauuer  of  opiuious,  will  also  1>e 
secured  to  those  who  deal  with  questions 
of  a  coutroversial  character  affecting  the 
doctrines  aud  priiidploa  of  the  Reforma' 
tionP 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  For  some  two  oi 
three  weeks  ago  Mr.  Williams  has  held 
meetings  iu  Hyde  I'ark,  in  which  he 
detiounces  iu  strong  language  tlieRomau 
Cntliolic  religion.  At  tbe  same  time, 
another  gentleman  has  spoken  at  anothi 
meeting  and  denounced  the  Protestaui 
religion.  [Mr.  W.  Jonxs-rnx  :  That  is 
onlyfnir.]  Mr.  Williams  appears  lo  have 
commenced  the  contrdventy  Bn<l  to  liiivc 
nuetl  strong  language,  and  it  hucamt' 
necessary  for  llie  ]>oiice  to  interfere  in 
onler  io*j>reverit  violence.  As  far  ae  the 
,t/r.  Fin/icr 


[No 


r  was  given,] 


SAVAL  SERVICE  ON  THE  AOaTBALIAN 
STATION. 
Mh.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he  is  avye 
that  considerable  anonymous  diaconteot 
:s  among  the  crews  of  the  CttrafOOf 
Rapid,  and  Lizard,  in  consequence  of  • 
their  being  compulsorily  detained  on  die 
Australian  Station  beyond  the  nnikl 
period ;  whether  the  Admiralty  bare 
received  any  information  that  one  of  the 
vessels,  the  Cura^oa,  is  in  an  ansee- 
worthy  condition,  and  must  be  docked 
before  returning  home ;  and  will  he 
»tate  when  these  ships  were  last  docked, 
nd  tbe  tenonr  of  the  Report  aa  to  their 
Midition  in  bnlls  and  machinery  ? 
Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE  WORTH: 
Anonymous  discontent"  seems  a  some- 
what nebulous  phrase.  But  if  anonymoas 
letters  have  reached  my  bon.  Friend,  I 
would  suggest  to  him  that  it  ifl  not 
desirable  in  the  bestlnterests  of  our  Navy 
to  give  public  curreuey  to  such  unvoncbed 
complaints,  of  which,  obviously,  the 
Admiralty  cau  take  no  notice.  No 
reason  exists  for  any  discontent,  as  I 
showed  by  the  answer  which  I  gave  on 
June  1  to  a  question  on  the  same  subject 
from  my  bou.  Friend.  The  Curafoa  IB 
in  a  seaworthy  condition,  otherwise  she 
wonld  not  have  been  retained  on  the 
station.  She  and  the  Lizard  were  last 
docked  in  November,  1893  ;  the  Rapid 
in  November,  1B92.  They  are  all 
sheathed  vessels.  Their  hulls  aud 
machinery  have  all  been  reported  in 
goo<l  condition. 

THE  VENTILATION  OF  THE  HOUBES  OF 
?ARLUUENT. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  te  ask  tbe  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  if  he  will  state 
whether  the  prunes  from  the  drainage  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  are  still 
liberated  into  the  npcast  shaft  which 
ventilates  the  Chamber,  notwithstanding 
the  alterations  and  improvements  which 
were  made   conseqiient    upon  the    1891 
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Bepbrt ;  whether  his  attention  has  been  Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  rule  is  that 
called  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  John  in  cases  where  the  offender  lives  outside 
Taylor,  Sarvejor  to  the  Office  of  Works,  the  town,  or  the  address  is  unknown,  the 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  House  of  police  prosecute  in  their  own  name  be- 
Commons  (Ventilation),  1891,  in  which  tore  die  Magistrates  in  Petty  Sessions, 
he  stated  that  there  might  sometimes  be  and  not  in  the  Town  Court.  AH  other 
a  back  draught,  and  sewer  gas  would  offences  are  tried  before  the  Town  Court, 
then  come  down  the  shaft,  and  that  there  This  rule  operates  generally  throughout 
are  occasions  when  the  current  is  distinctly  Ireland,  and  I  am  advised  that  it  should 
downwards  in  a  shaft ;  whether  he  is  not  be  altered, 
aware  that  the  vitiate<l  air  from  the  build- 
ing generally  and  sewer  gas  in  the  upcast  j^g^  LONDONDERRY  ASYLUM, 
shaft  has,  under  certain  conditions,  a  ten-  ^  m  t  t-.  *  /t  >  i  c  \  r 
dency  to  enter  the  Chamber,  to  the  detri-  ^^^^  ^\  ^,^^.  (^^^^"^^7^'  ^/^  \,  ^ 
mentof  the  health  of  the  Members  and  beg  ta  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
the  officials ;  and  whether  steps  will  be  J;^^  Lieutenant  of  IreUnd  (I)  whether 
taken  to  remedy  this  serious  state  of  »ie  Committee  from  the  Board  of  Con- 
matters  daring  the  Recess  ?  trol,  when  visiting  the  sites  at  Dungiven 
•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of  *?;^  ^^^^l  ^^^  ^^®  proposed  new  asylum, 
WORKS  (Mr.H.  Gladstoxe,  Leeds,  ^'^  ""^  that  occasion  inspect  the  site 
W.)  :  It  is  a  fact  that  vitiated  air  from  ^^^f^  at  Colerame  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
a  part  of  the  drainage  system  of  the  explain  why  ;  (2)  if  the  site  at  Colerame 
Houses  of  Parliament  is  liberated  into  ^^f  ^^^^°  recommended  as  the  most  suit- 
the  upcast  shaft  which  draws  off  the  able  by  eeveral  representative  bodies  m 
foul  air  from  this  Chamber.  But  since  f^  f^"*^  **«  the  most  central  m  County 
the  recent  remodelling  of  the  drainage  Jf  "1  ^  ^^^  'Z?^  whether  he  is  aware 
the  furnaces  in  the  exhtust  shafts  are  kept  ^»'  ^^^  ,^^"^  '^"Y  *"^  ^.^*^^'*  ^"^'^l  \" 
barning  day  and  night  throughout  the  *^^  ^^."."^^  are  nearly  unanimous  in  their 
year,  maintaining  a  constant  and  power-  opposition  to  the  site  proposed  at  Gran- 
ful  upward  current.  There  is  now,  «^^  *'  ^^^  *^^  '\^  under  these  circum- 
therefore,  no  tendency  whatever  for  anv  stances,  the  Board  of  Control  will  hold  a 
vitiated  air  or  sewer  gas  te  enter  the  P"¥l?  ^"^"^"^^  1?^  ^^\  ""^^'f^  ^f^^,''^ 
Chamber  from  the  up4st  shaft  in  any  f^ff ^^^  ^^^'"^  ^^'^  *«y^"™  «^^^*^  ^® 
state  of  the  atmosphere.      Mr.    Taylor  *^""'^  • 

explains  to  me  that  his  evidence  in  1891  Mr.  J.   MORLEY  :    The  Board    of 

had  reference  only  to  what  might  occur  Control  is  making  careful  inquiry  rela- 

in  a  shaft  in  which  an  upward  current  is  tive   to  the   sites   offered   for   the   new 

not   constantly  maintained   by   artificial  asylum.     The  Committee  appointed  by 

means.  the  Board  to  visit  sites  inspected  only 

that  which  had    been   recommended  by 

PBOSBCUTIONS  FOR  DRUNKENNESS  AT  the   Board  of  Governors   at  Granshaw, 

BOYLE.  and  those   at  Dungiven  and  Lima vady, 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  which   had   been    brought    under   their 

ask   the   Chief   Secretary    to   the    Lord  notice   by    persons    interested    in    those 

Lieutenant    of    Ireland    whether    he    is  localities.     (2)  No  site  at  Colcraine  was 

aware  that  it  is  the  practice  of  the  police  recommended  as  the  most  suitable  and 

in  the  township  of   Boyle  to  prosecute  central  in  the  County  Londonderry,  but 

in  the  Petty  Sessions  Court  persons  guilty  if  the  inquiry  which  is  being  made  as  to 

within  the  township  of  drunkenness  and  the  most  convenient  and  suitable  position 

otheroffences  against  the  Towns  Improve-  for  an  asylum  for  the  district  renders  it 

ment  (Ireland)  Acts,  but  whose  places  of  desirable  an  inspection  will  be  made  of 

residence  are  outside  the  town  ;  and  whe-  the  site  offered  near  that  town.     (3)  The 

ther,  as  the  fines  go  to  relieve  the  town  Board    has  not  been  informeil  that  the 

rates  when  the  prosecutions  are  brought  Grand    Jury   and   other   bodies   in    the 

in  the  Town  Court,  he  will  direct  the  county   are   nearly   unanimous   in   their 

Constabulary  to  bring  cases  of  this  nature  opposition  to  the  site  proposed  at  Gran- 

in  the  Borough  Court,  in  accordance  with  shaw.     (4)  The  Board  does  not  consider 

the  (MY>vi8ioDs  of  '^  The  Towns  Improve-  it  will  be  necessary  to  hold  a  public  in- 

meot  (IrelaDd)  Act,  1854**  ?  quiry  into  the  matter,  but  will  give  any 
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representation  made  to  it  on  the  subject 
the  most  careful  consideration. 

THB  OUBKRNADOR  EXPLOSION. 

SirE.ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aifairs  whether  the  Brazilian 
Government  have  given  any  compensa- 
tion for  the  death  of  the  three  British 
naval  officers  who  were  killed  in  Septem- 
ber, 1893,  by  the  explosion  on  Guber- 
nador  Island  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Brazilian  Go- 
vernmeut  have  not  given  any  compensa- 
tion for  the  death  of  the  three  officers 
referred  to.  It  is  impossible  to  deal 
with  this  claim  until  the  cause  of  the 
explosion  is  known,  and  we  are  still 
waiting  for  a  Report  of  what  can  be 
ascertained. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Have  the  British  Government  asked  for 
compensation  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  We  inquired  as  to 
the  cause  of  the  explosion,  and  were  told 
that  it  was  an  accident.  Unless  other  in- 
formation is  obtained,  we  cannot  claim 
compensation. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
The  chancellor  ok  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  bog  to  give  notice  that  to-morrow  I 
will  move  a  Resolution  with  the  view  of 
expediting  the  proceedings  on  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill.  The  terms  of  the  Resolu- 
tion I  will  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
in  the  course  of  the  afternoon,  so  that 
liOQ.  Members  will  be  able  to  make  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  details  of  its 
terms 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham) :  Will 
the  House  sit  on  Monday  next  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  afraid 
we  cannot  take  Bank  Holidays  vet. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  thanot)  : 
Will  the  Resolution  be  the  first  business, 
and  will  the  Report  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
follow  it  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  would  remind  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  on  the  last  occasion 
when  a  Vote  on  Account  was  taken,  the 
Debate  was  brought  to  a  close  by  the 
application  of  the  Closure  when  an 
Amendment,  practically  amounting  to  a 
Vote  of  Censure  on  one  of  the  Ministers, 
was  about  to  bo  brought  on,  and  1  would 

Mr,  J,  Morley 


ask  whether,  if  the  occasioa  ibould  ariBe 
to-day,  an  opportunity  will  be  given  to 
Members  of  the  Opposition  for  brioging 
forward  such  a  Motion  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  there  ii  to 
be  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  GovernmeDt, 
it  can  be  put  early,  so  that  the  decLiion 
of  the  House  may  be  taken  upon  it. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  In  the  event  of  the 
Motion  for  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  given  notice  taking  up  a 
large  part  of  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
probably  occupying  the  greater  part  of 
to-morrow,  will  adequate  time  be  given 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Vote  on  Account  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  notable 
to  give  more  time  to*morrow  than  will  be 
available  on  that  day,  becaase  the  Re- 
port stage  must  be  concluded  to-morrow 
in  order  that  Her  Majesty's  consent  to  it 
may  be  obtained  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  T,  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  when  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  go  on  with  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Immediately 
after  the  Vote  on  Account^-on  Wednes- 
day. 


MO  ri  0  N. 


b^ 


NATIO.VAL       EDUCATION       (IRELAND) 
(LEKIHLINBRIDOE  FEMALE  SCHOOL). 

MOTION'    FOR   A    RETURN. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green) 
moved  for  copies  of  the  following 
Papers  : — 

•'  (a)  Re|>ort  of  the  Nationa  1  Teachers'  (Ire- 
land) OrjifaniHation  on  the  (li8missal  of  the 
female  teacher  of  the  Leigiiliubridge  (County 
Carlow)  National  School ; 

(b)  Cony  of  Complaint  which  tlie  manager 
of  said  school,  the  Uev.  J.  Connolly.  P.P.,  made 
to  the  CommiMioners  of  National  Education 
(Ireland)  on  publication  of  said  Reports  ; 

(c)  Copy  of  Communication  addressed  by  the 
secretaries  of  the  National  Board  to  the  school 
managers  of  the  three  teachers  whose  conduct 
was  complained  of ; 

(d)  Copies  of  the  Explanations  offereil  by 
those  tcaohors,  and  also  of  the  Communications 
from  their  managers  on  the  same  subject ;  and 

(e)  Minute  of  the  Action  taken  by  the  Board 
in  regard  to  those  teachers,  with  the  date  on 
which  the  cases  were  decide<l." 

Mr.  T.  M.  IIEALY  (Louth,  N.)  ob- 
jected that  some  of  the  information  pro- 
posed to  be  included  in  the  Retain  was 
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non-offi(^iaI,  and  b^  thouffht  that  an  op-  J  Boanl  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De 


portunlty  sbonld  be  given  to  the  other 
side  to  etate  their  case. 

Dr.  KENNY  said^  he  could  not 
imderstand  the  opposition.  The  National 
Board  was  quite  wiiUng  to  grant  the 
Return.  The  only  reason  could  be  to 
exclude  some  portion  of  light  upon  a 
matter  which  had  caused  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety  to  persons  solicitous  for  the  well- 
being  of  a  large  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  was  informed  at 
first  there  was  some  objection  to  a  por* 
tionof  this  Return,  and  in  consequence  of 
that  I  intended  to  take  into  consideration 
the  granting  it.  But  I  have  since  learned 
that  the  objection  locally  is  not  a  strong 
one,  and,  therefore,  I  have  agreed  to  the 
Return. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Supply,— considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Cammittee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICED'  AND    REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS,  1894-6. 

Third  Vote  on  Account. 

Motion  made,^iind  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  farther  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,583,150,  be  g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
accoant,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charges 
for  the  following/  Ciril  Service  and  Reyenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  81st 
day  of  March,  18^5,  namely  :•» 

Cr^riL  SERVICES. 
/    Class  I. 

Harboars,  &c., /under  Board  of  Trade,  £ 

and  Lighthouses  Abroad        •        -  3,000 

Peterhead  Havbour  -       -       -        -  8,000 

Rates  on  Gk)Wrnment  Property-        -  10,000 

Public  Work^  and  Buildings,  Ireland  20,000 

Railways,  Iraland     ..        -        .        .  20,000 

Class  II. 

United  KizVgdom  and  Ireland — 
House  of  LoMU,  Offices      -        -        -         7.000 
House  of  Coihmons,  OfficeH        •        -         7,000 
Treasury   ami   Subordinate  Depart- 
ments   -        -        -        -        •        .       10,000 
Home  Office  and  .Subonlinatc  Depart- 
ments   -        -     .  -        .        .        .       10,000 
Foreign  Office  -     ,  .       -        -       -         7,000 
Ck>lonial  Office  •     >  •        .        .        .         5,000 
Privy  Council  Office  Aod  Subordinate 
Departments-        -       •       •       -         1,000 


m 


partments      -        -        -  ,.   - 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  0rant 

Aid        -        -    .    - 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 

of  Trade        •       -        -    .  - 
Board  pt  Agriculture  - 
Charity  Commission  -       -        - 
Civil  Service  Commission  - 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department 
Friendly  Societies,  Registry 
Local  Qovernment  Board  - 
Lunacy  Commission  *       *        - 
Mint  (including  Coinage)  • 
National  Debt  Office 
Public  Reconl  Office 
Public  Works  Loan  Commission 
Registrar  GeneraFs  Office  - 
Stationery  Offioo  and  Printing  - 
Woods,  Forests,  &c..  Office  of     - 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of 
Secret  Service    -       -       -       -        - 

Scotland- 
Secretary  for  Scotland  *  •  - 
Fishery  Board  -  -  -  -  - 
Lunacy  Commission  -  -  -  - 
Registrar  Generars  Office  -  -  • 
Board  of  Supervision         .  -  - 

Ireland-^ 
Lord  Lieutenant*s  Household   - 
Charitable  Donations  and   Bequests 

Office 

Local  Government  Board  - 
Public  Record  Office 
Public  Works  Office  - 
Registrar  General's  Office  - 
Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey 

Class  III. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

Law  Charges     -        .        -        -        - 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses  • 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature    • 
Land  Registry  -        -        -        -        - 
County  Courts  -        -        •        .        - 
Police  Courts    (London  and  Sheer- 
ness)      .-..•- 
Police,  England  and  Wales 
Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies     - 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Great  Britain  .... 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum- 
Scotland  : — 
Law  Charges  and  Courts  of  Law 
Register  House,  Edinburgh 
Crofters  Commission  -        •        - 

Prisons^  Scotland       -        -        -        - 


Ireland — 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosccu 

tions       -        -        -        -        - 
Supreme  Court  of   Judicature,    and 

other  Legal  Departments 
Land  Commission      -        -        . 
County  Court  Officers,  4:c. 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  &c. 
Constabulary     -        .        -        - 
Prisons,  Ireland         ... 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 


£ 
20,000 

15,000 


8,t)00 
4,000 
4,000 
4,000 
1,800 
20,000 
600 


2,000 
2,000 
1,000 
3,000 
80,000 
2,000 
7,000 


1,000 

4,000 

500 

600 

1,000 

500 

200 
25,000 

500 
3,000 
2,000 


12,000 
3,000 

30,000 
1,000 
2,000 

1,000 

6,000 

60,000 


4,000 


10,000 
3,500 
1,000 

10,000 


6,000 

12,000 
10,000 
16,000 
10,000 
150,000 
15,000  c 
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Class  IV. 

United  Kingdom  and  England — 

Pablic  Edncation,  England  and  Wales 
Science  and  Ait  Department,  United 

Kingdom 
British  Masenm-        ... 
National  Gallery       ... 
National  Portrait  Gallery - 
Scientific  Investigations,  &c.,  United 

Kingdom       -        .        .        • 
Universities  and  Colleges,  Great  Bri 

tain,  and  Intermediate  Bdncation 

Wales 

London  University    -        -        - 

Scotland — 
Pablic  Education      - 
National  Gallery 

Ireland — 
Public  Education      ... 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
National  Gallery       ... 
Queen's  Colleges        ... 


Class  V. 

Diplomatic  Services  and  Consular 
bervices         -        -        .        .        . 

Slave  Trade  Services-        ... 

Colonial  Services,  including  South 
Africa  -        -        -        ... 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies, 
&c. 


Class  VI. 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances    ...... 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 
kc. 

Savinj?8  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 
Deficiency     ..... 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 
Allowances,  Great  Britain      - 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland  .        .        - 

Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland 

Class  VII. 

Tem(K)rary  Commissions  ... 
Miscellaneous  Expenses  ... 
Diseases  of  Animals  .... 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  - 
Repayments  to  the  Local  Loans  Fund 
Hobart  (Tasmania)  Exhibition,  1894-5 


850,000 

100,000 
10,000 


50,000 
500 


50,000 

J\  - 

400 
500 


30,000 

20,000 
5,000 


50,000 


500 
7,000 


2,500 

250 

50,000 

5,000 


Total  for  Civil  Services 


£1,903,150 


Revenue  Departments. 


Customs    -        -        -        - 
Inland  Revenue 
Post  Office 

Post  OiHce  Packet  Service- 
Post  Office  Telegraphs 


130,000 

300,000 

1,000,000 

250,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments    £1,680,000 
Grand  Total      .        £3,583,160 


Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (IsUngton,  S.)  said, 
he  wished  to  call  particular  attention  to 
the     qaestioD     of     rates    of      Govern- 
ment  property,  and  in  order  to  raise  the 
point  he  wonid  move  to  reduce  the  Vote 
bj  £100.     Recently  the  House  had  heen 
discussing  the  question  of  the  compara- 
tive   taxation     of     real    and    personal 
property,  and  an  adjustment  had   been 
made  which  had  commended  itself  to  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  by  the  equa- 
lisation of  duties  in  respect  of  it.     But 
there    were    stili    some  anomalies,  and 
among  those  was  the  complaint  of  real 
property   that   it   was   subject  to  undue 
pressure  in  respect  of  local  taxation.  He 
fought  there  was  9l  prima  facie  case  for 
inquiry  into  this  matter,  and  he  hoped 
after   the  pledge  of  the   Secretary   for 
India  a  conclusion  fair  to  both  real  and 
peraonal  property   would  be  arrived  at. 
But  there  were   other  anomalies  which 
hardly  needed  inquiry  so  palpable  were 
they,  and  among  these  was  the  necessity 
of  resorting  to  a  different  system  in  con- 
nection witli-vthe  rating  of  real  property. 
It  had  often  ^t^een  said  in  the  course  of 
discussions  in  t^e  House  on  labour  and 
other  questions   N^at   the    Government 
should  set  an  exam(^le,  and  he  would  ask 
the  Secretary  to  th)i^  Treasury  if  he  did 
not  think  that  in  relation  to  the  rating  of 
Government  property  'a  better  example 
might  be  set  by  the  Sta.te,  with  a  view  to 
the  better  adjustment  di  the  burdens  of 
local  taxation  on  real  property.     It  was 
said   with   truth   that  t^e   Government 
were  in  possession  of  a  peculiar  and  very 
profitable  privilege  in  assryssing  the  value 
of  their  own  property  so  fkr  as  local  rates 
were  concerned.    Of  course,  if  the  values 
were  not  properly  assessedy  other  owners 
of  real  property  had  to  bl^r  an  undue 
proportion   of   the   local  bi^rdens.     The 
valuations  were  made  by  tbe  Treasury 
valuer,  and,  from  a  recent  \Return  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  the  undef-valuations 
of   property   l>e longing   to    (government 
were  such  as  grievously  to  affect  other 
owners   of   real   property,     ithere  were 
some  typical  instances  whichundicated  a 
very  vast  difference  of  opiniipn  between 
the  Treasury  Valuer  and  they  valuers  for 
the  Local  Authorities.     T/he  complaint 
came  not  only  from  indivHAual  owners  of 
real  estate,  but  also  fr^m   the   London 
County   Council,   and    (certainly   if    the 
figures  which  had  been\  published  were 
correct  there  could  be  no  \doubt  whatever 
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that  the  ander*valuation  of  Governmeut 
properties  cast  a  heavy  burden  on  other 
owners  of  property.  Every  parish  in 
London  contained  more  or  less  Govern- 
ment property,  and  was  consequently  more 
or  less  affected  by  its  under-valuation. 
He  would  take  four  or  five  instances  and 
leave  it  to  the  Committee  to  say  whether 
or  not  these  Government  properties 
were  properly  valued.  His  first 
case  was,  Somerset  House.  The 
Grovemment  valuation  of  the  site 
and  buildings  was  £7,000  a  year, 
whereas  the  County  Council  valuation 
of  the  site  only  was  no  less  than  £27,450 
—or,  practically,  four  times  the  amount 
fixed  by  the  Treasury  Valuer.  The 
Government  valuation  of  the  British 
Museum  was  £3,500  a  year  for  xite  and 
buildings,  as  against  the  County  Council 
valuation  for  the  site  alone  of  £14,700 
a  year ;  the  Government  valuation  of 
the  National  Gallery  for  site  and  build- 
ings was  £2,000  a  year,  while  the  County 
Council  valuation  for  the  site  ulone  was 
£6,880 ;  in  the  case  of  the  Treasury 
buildings  the  respective  valuations  were 
£5,800,  against  £15,386,  and  in  the 
case  of  the  Foreign  Office  and  adjoining 
Government  buildings  £11,600,  against 
£32,530.  These  figures  spoke  for  them- 
selves. No  one  who  was  at  all  familiar 
with  the  value  of  property  in  London 
could  conceive  that  the  valuation  by  the 
Grovernment  for  rating  purposes  could 
be  contended  for  as  fair  in  anv  instance. 
Speaking  generally,  it  seemeil  to  him 
that  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had 
arrived — namely,  that  most  Government 
property  was  undervalued  by  three- 
fourths  of  its  true  value — was  right,  and 
that  it  was  a  matter  which  called  loudly 
for  redress  and  readjustment.  He  had 
felt  bound  to  draw  attention  to  this 
matter  in  the  interests  of  ratepayers 
generally,  and  he  therefore  proposed  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  the  Item  (Class  I.,  Vote  13),of  £10,UO0, 
for  lates  on  Governmeat  Property,  be  reduced  by 
AlOOr-^Sif  A.  Rollit,) 

•Sib  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  heartily  to  support  the 
Amendment.  There  were  some  parishes 
in  London  where  there  were  large  blocks 
of  Government  property,  the  proportion 
being  neariy  as  high  as  one-fourth  Go- 
vernment property  and  three-fourths 
privaie  property,  and  as  the  valuation  of 


the-  Government  property  was  sometimes 
as  low  as  a  quarter  or  a  fifth,  the  remainder 
fell  as  anextra burden  upon  the  ratepayers. 
That  seemed  to  be  extremely  unfair.  At 
one  time  it  was  the  law  that  no  rates  should 
be  charged  upon  Government  property  at 
all,  but  it  was  then  pointed  out  that  the 
Government  buildings  might  be  aggro- 
gated  in  three  or  four  parishes,  thereby 
doubling  and  even  quadrupling  the  burden 
on  a  small  number  of  ratepayers.  In 
consequence,  the  Government  of  the 
day  agreed  to  give  a  voluntary  contribu- 
tion to  the  local  rates.  He  thought  it 
would  be  much  more  fair  if  all  Govern- 
meut property  wore  rated  exactly  in  the 
same  way  as  private  property,  and  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  adopt  this 
solution  of  the  difficulty. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  one  view  of  the  question  wliich 
justified  an  inquiry  was  that  parishes  and 
unions  inter  se  contributed  to  tlie  general 
burden  in  proportion  to  their  total  rateable 
value,  and  when  total  valuations  were 
taken  too  low  a  value  was  put  on  one 
property  and  too  high  a  value  on  anotlier. 
For  purposes  of  taxation  and  mteability 
the  same  standard  ought  to  bo  lulopted 
for  all  properties.  He  had  been  much 
struck  by  the  figures  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Islington.  Those 
who  had  had  anything  to  do  with  valua- 
tions knew  well  that  extravagant  values 
were  sometimes  put  on  property,  even  by 
the  London  County  Council,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supporting  particular  propositions 
as  against  a  private  owner  whose  pro- 
perty was  supposed  to  have  increased  in 
value,  but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
suggested  that  the  valuations  put  on  the 
Government  property  were  excessive. 
Somerset  House  covered  probably  eight 
or  ten  acres  of  land,  if  not  more,  and  it 
was  perfectly  ridiculous  to  suggest  that 
its  rental  value  was  only  £7,000.  He 
was  not  there  to  support  the  County 
Council  valuations,  but  he  did  think  it 
right  to  say — and  ho  had  often  found 
himself  unable  to  approve  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  l>ody — that  he  had  found 
their  valuations  made  with  extreme  care 
and  moderation.  He  hoped  that  this 
matter  would  be  pressed  home,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who 
thoroughly  understood  the  matter,  would 
be  able  to  give  the  Committee  some 
assurance  that  there  should  not  be  merely 
an   acknowledgment   of   the   grievance. 
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Lilt  also  Borao   pructicul  suggCBtion    for 
remedying  it. 

Mr.  HAXBtlRY  (Preston)  saiJ,  he 
wna  glftd  that  the  queation  had  been  raiaed. 
It  waa  one  of  principle  us  well  as  of 
detail,  and  he  could  Dot  understand  why 
the  Gorerument  should  invariably  claim 
to  be  treated  in  a  different  mauucr  to  the 
private  indWidual.  They  leaiiied  in  the 
Debates  on  the  Finance  Bill  how  differ- 
mtly  the  Government  treated  its  debtors 
IS  compared  with  the  treatment  they 
would  get  from  private  creditors.  He 
objected  to  the  principle  altogether,  lie- 
cauae,  after  all,  the  Government  were 
only  acting  on  behalf  of  the  public,  and 
the  queetion  of  rating  waa  a  question 
between  the  general  and  the  local  public. 
He  hoped  that  these  Government  es- 
eraptions  would  soon  be  put  au  end  to 
altogether,  and  he  thought  that  if  a  pri- 
vate individual  acted  ou  these  qneBlions 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  Government, 
he  would  be  accused  of  lacking  common 
honesty.  He  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  be  pressed  to  a  Division.  In  his 
opinion,  the  House  ought  to  lay  down  a 
rule  that  Government  property  ought  to 
be  rated  on  exactly  the  same  liasis  as 
private  propertv. 

Mk.  J.  ROVTLANDS  (Flnsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  endorse  all  that  had 
been  said  by  previous  speakers  oa  this 

Snestion,  and  he  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
le  Treasury  woald  give  a  favourable 
answer  to  the  appeal  that  had  been  made 
to  him.  The  pariah  of  8t,  Luke 
afforded  a  typical  instauce  of  the  undue 
burdening  of  private  property  owners.  It 
was  a  small  parish  of  aliout  230  acres, 
but  in  it  they  had  a  Militia  barracks,  a 
local  police  court,  a  post  office,  and  other 
public  buildings,  which  paid  by  no  nieana 
a  fair  proportion  of  the  locJil  rates.  In 
addition  to  that,  they  had  three  large 
drill  halls,  including  that  belonging 
to  the  City  of  London.  These  were 
exempted  from  mtes,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  the  exemptions  were  now  be- 
coming intolerable.  If  nit  property  were 
jiasesaed  in  the  ordinary  way,  then,  and 
then  alone,  justice  would  be  done. 

•ThB  secretary  to  the  TREA 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibdeht,  Oldham) 
said,  the  hoD.  Member  for  Preston  seemeil 
to  speak  as  if  the  Government  were  not 
paying  a  fair  amount  towards  the  rales 
by  reason  of  the  under-val nation  of  public 
b'lildingH.  That  was  not  correct,  and 
Sir  R.  WehiUr 


there  was  considerable  inisappraheuHion 
abroad  as  to  the  way  in  which  Govero- 
menl  properties  were  valued.  He  believe), 
however,  tlial  the  assessment  committee 
nearly  every  parish  considered  the 
amount  contributed  by  the  Goverumeut 
to  be  reasonable,  aud  he  could  cite 
uumeroiis  letters  to  that  efi'ect. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  1»  that  the  case 
with  regard  to  Somerset  House  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,'  that  when 
be  came  to  deal  with  that  instance  lie 
thought  he  would  lie  able  to  show  that 
that  s.tatenieut  applied  to  it.  No  doubt 
the  time  might  come  when  all  Govern- 
ment property  would  be  lalued  for  tho 
purposes  of  local  rates  exactly  in  the 
game  way  as  private  property.  This  baJ 
been  a  matter  of  steps.  At  one  time 
Government  propeity  was  not  assessed 
all,  and  it  was  only  withiu  the  last  35 
years  that  the  Government  had  contri- 
buted to  the  rales  at  alL  There  were 
two  cases  in  which  public  buildings  wcro 
ily  liable  to  a  limited  extent,  such,  for 
instance,  as  the  Royal  Courts  of  JuatJoc, 
which  were  csenipiud  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ueut  from  aasessnieot  lieyond  a  certain 
iniouut,  and  possibly  it  might  be  well  for 
he  Government  to  give  up  their  righu 
n  that  respect  and  place  these  Courts  of 
Law  on  the  same  foothig  as  the  othei 
Government  properly.  In  rcgant  lo 
Somerset  House,  hit«  lion.  Friend  was 
certainly  iiuder  a  misuppreheiifiiou.  He 
stated  it  was  rated  at  £7,000.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  was  valued  at  £12,000 
gross,  aud  tliHl  figure  was  arrivwl  at  la 
1891  in  the  foUowiug  way: — Kiug's 
College,  which  occupied  tho  casleru  wing 
of  Somerset  Houxe,  and  for  which  the 
Govemmeut  were  in  no  way  responsible, 
was  assessed  ut  that  time  at  £3,000  bj* 
the  Surveyor  and  Assessment  Auihoritiec 
of  the  parish,  and  was  regarded  as 
being  alwut  one- fifth  of  the  block, 
aud  they  therefore  agreed  to  fix  the 
value  of  the  remaining  four-fifths  of  the 
building?  at  exactly  the  same  rate.  Th« 
Government  proportion  was,  therefore^ 
fixed  nt  £12,000  gross  and  £10,000  net. 
The  hon.  and  learue<l  Member  fur  the  Isifl 
of  Wight  had  a->ked  if  the  ussessmeul 
committee  were  satisfied.  Well,  the 
clerk  of  that  body  wrote  ou  the  30th 
May,  1891— 

"I  hava  now  ti  inform  ;oa  thai  tUa  ft«scs»- 
meat  oomniitlee,  liaving  connidered  Hie  propod' 
tions  tbea  agreed  t(i,hnvcre»olvaii  to  accept  tb» 
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nine  m  bdzig,  on  the  whole,  fair  and  reason- 
able." 

Nexty  he  came  to  the  National  Gallery 
and  the  British  MuHeum.  The  former 
was  rated  not  at  £2,000,  but  at  £3,600 
gross  and  £3,000  net,  and  the  latter  at  a 
similar  amount.  Now,  he  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  hj  au  Act 
passed  in  1843  Museums  and  Galleries 
and  other  properties  used  for  science  and 
art  purposes  were  exempted  from  rates. 
Had  the  Treasury,  therefore,  claimed  their 
full  rights,  they  need  not  have  paid  on 
these  buildings.  But  the  local  Rating 
Authorities  la  each  instance  had  con* 
curred  in  the  view  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment. In  the  case  of  the  British  Museum 
assessment  committee  of  the  united 
parishes  of  St.  Giles-in-the-Fields  and 
George,  Bloomsbury,  wrote — 

*'  I  am  directed  to  inform  yon  that  the  valua- 
tion of  the  Mutieam  and  Government  property 
in  these  parishes,  as  agreed  upon  at  our  meeting 
here  on  the  80th  ultimo,  is  regarded  as  a  satis- 
factory basis  for  the  Treasury  contribution  to 
the  local  rates  in  respect  of  such  property/* 

And,  again,  in  regard  to  the  National 
Gallery,  the  assessment  committee  of  the 
Strand  Union  wrote— 

**  The  assessment  committee  having  considered 
the  Talnation  of  that  and  other  property  agreed 
to  at  a  preliminary  meeting  have  resolved  to 
accept  the  same  as  being,  on  the  whole,  fair  and 
reasonable.*' 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  What  is  the 
allnsion  to  preliminary  meetings  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  these  were 
meetings  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
local  valuers.  His  hon.  Friend  had  told 
the  House  that  the  Treasury  buildings 
were  valued  at  £6,800.  As  a  fact  the 
valuation  of  those  buildings  was  settled  in 
1884  at  £6,960  gross  and  £6,800  rateable, 
and  the  assessment  was  confirmed  by  the 
Vestry,  the  Overseers,  and  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  united  parishes  of  St. 
Margaret  and  St.  John,  Westminster, 
whose  clerk  wrote  under  date  August 
1st,  1884— 

**  I  am  now  directed  to  acquaint  you  that  the 
proposals  made  by  you  in  respect  of  the  Govern- 
ment contribution  in  lieu  of  the  rates  on  the  Crown 
properties  Imve  been  fully  approved  by  the  Over- 
seers and  by  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
united  parishes,  to  whom  the  matter  hat  been 
reporteo.** 

The  case  of  the  Foreign  Of&ce  looked 
very  had  on  the  face  of  it ; 
but  there  was  ample  explanation. 
The  figures  were  settled  in  the  year  1878 
at  £1I|620  groM  and  £9,600  rateable, 


and  they  had  thus  remained  ever  since. 
The  reason  that  the  Foreign  OlHce 
appeared  to  pay  so  small  a  contribution 
was  because  the  rate  of  £11,620  did  not 
include  the  rateable  value  of  the  India 
Office,  which  was  paid  for  out  of  Indian 
funds. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Has  the  India 
Office  a  separate  valuer  for  this  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  That  he  could 
not  say.  But  he  might  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Vestry  had  approved 
the  1878  valuation  in  these  terms  : — 

"  I  have  been  directed  to  inform  you  that  the 
proposed  basis  is  quite  satisfactory  to  the 
Vestry.** 

He  could  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
Treasury  had  no  desire  to  stand  strictly 
on  their  legal  rights,  or  to  deal  unfairly 
iu  the  matter  in  any  way.  Whenever  a 
complaint  had  been  made  to  them  they 
had  invariably  at  once  directed  that  the 
question  should  be  looked  into,  and  he 
could  only  again  assure  hon.  Members 
that  they  were  prepared  to  do  their  best 
to  act  fairly  and  liberally  in  the  matter. 
As  to,  the  question  raised  in  regard  to 
St.  Luke*s,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  was  under  a  misapprehend 
sion,  and  he  would  find  that  the  Govern* 
ment  properties  there  were  assessed 
if  he  would  look  into  the  matter. 
He  could  only  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  brought  the  question 
forward,  that  the  subject  was  one  the 
Treasury  would  give  every  consideration 
to.  If  only  out  of  consideration  for  the 
poor  ratepayer  they  would  be  glad  to  do 
what  they  could  to  place  the  valuation 
of  Government  property  on  a  better 
footing. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  during  the  last  10  years  he  had 
perhaps  seen  more  of  this  question  of  the 
valuation  of  Governnr.out  property  than 
any  other  Member  of  the  House,  and  he 
might,  therefore,  be  allowed  to  say  a 
word  or  two.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man*s  answer  was,  as  usual,  of  course, 
most  courteous  and  considerate,  and  in 
many  respects  satisfactory.  Still,  there 
were  one  or  two  questions  which  appeared 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  to  arise  on  the 
statistical  particulars  he  had  placed  be- 
fore the  Committee.  If  the  income  of 
Somerset  House  was  approximately  esti- 
mated at  £10,000  for  assessment  pur- 
poses, then  the  sum  of  £9,000  for  the 
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block  of  buildings  in  which  the  Foreign 
Office  was  situated— excluding  the  India 
Office — would  appear  to  be  not  unfair. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Foreign 
Office  is  put  at  £11,520. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  I  understood  that 
£9,600  is  the  net  amount. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes  ;  that 
\»  so. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  if  Somer- 
set House  was  put  at  £10,000,  £9,000 
could  not  be  unfair  for  the  Foreign  Office 
block,  nor  £6,000  for  the  Treasury  block. 
He  was  not  sure  that  he  had  caught  the 
figure  for  the  India  Office. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  did  not 
meutiou  any  figure  for  that,  as  I  have 
not  got  it.     I  can  ascertain  the  amount. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  would  ven- 
ture  to  commend  the  India  Office  to  the 
kind  and  merciful  consideration  of  the 
Treasury,  because  he  could  not  but  appre- 
hend that  while  the  buildings  belonging 
to  the  British  Government  in  Loudon 
were  very  carefully  protected  from 
the  rate  collector,  similar  protection 
was  not  afforded  to  the  India 
Office  where  the  interest  was  not 
so  directly  that  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  as  careful  about  the 
rateable  value  of  the  India  Office — which 
he  thought  was  chargeable  to'Iudia — as 
he  had  evidently  been  with  regard  to  all 
the  other  blocks  of  buildings  belonging 
to  the  Government.  It  seemeii  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  that  the  sums  set  down  for 
the  National  Gallery  and  the  British 
Museum  were  too  low.  Surely  £3,500 
for  the  British  Museum,  and  £2,500  for 
the  National  Gallery — exclusive  of  the 
new  National  Portrait  Gallery — was  not 
enough. 

♦Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  in  the 
case  of  the  National  Gallery  and  the 
British  Museum,  under  Statute  exemp- 
tion from  the  payment  bi  rates  could  be 
claimed. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  supposed  it 
was  for  that  reason  that  the  Local  Autho- 
rities so  complacently  acquiesced  in  the 
amounts  paid  by  the  Treasury.  They 
saw,  no  doubt,  that  they  should  not  look 
a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth,  but  should 
accept  whatever  the  Treasury  were 
pleased  to  vouchsafe.     Surely  the  time 

Sir  R.  Temple 


had  come   when  the   Government  must 
take  steps — legislative  or  otherwise — ^for 
terminating    these    exemptions.     There 
could  be  no   reason  why  buildings   for 
science  and  art  should  be  exempted  any 
more  than  the  Law  Courts,  or  the  Law 
Courts  any  more  than  the  science  and  art 
buildings.  He  submitted  that  the  time  had 
come  when  these  exemptions  should  be 
altogether  terminated.  Surely,  with  regard 
to  assessment  gmierally,  the  fact  that  the 
Local    Authorities    had    acquiesced    in 
what  seemed  a  most  inadequate  rating, 
pointed  to  the  fact  that  the  time  was  fast 
arriving    when    Government     buildings 
ought  to  be  rated  just  in  the  same  manner 
as  private  property.     He  had  spoken  very 
strongly  on  this  subject  a  year  and  a-half 
ago.       The     Assessing    Authorities    in 
London,    who      were    most    competent 
persons,  dealing  with  private  property  of 
which  the  annual  value  was  estimated  at 
from    £33,000,000  to    £34,000,000— he 
supposed  the  heaviest  assessment  of  its 
kind  in  the  world— ought  to  be  able  to 
assess  Government  buildings  accurately. 
There  would  always  be  a  fear,  whilst  the 
Government  Valuers  were  the  Assess^ing 
Authority,  that  some  sort  of  favour  was 
shown  to  Government  buildings.  The  Go- 
vernment buildings  in  London  were  large 
and  numerous,  and  they  ought  to  bear  fully 
their  share  of  local  taxation.     Indepen- 
pently  of  the  buildings,  the  sites  were 
amongst  the  most  valuable  in  London. 
If  they  were  not  occupied  by  Govern- 
ment  buildings   they   would    be   imme- 
diately taken  for  private  buildings  of  the 
utmost  splendour,  every  one  of  which 
would  be  assessed  at  full  value.     There- 
fore,  it   was   an   injustice   to   the  rate- 
payers of  London  that  there  should  be 
any  exception  in  favour  of  Government 
property,   and    there   would    always   be 
some  apprehension  of  favour  being  shown 
to  such  property  so  long  as  the  Govern- 
ment set  itself  up  as  judge  in  its  owu 
case 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  this  question  affected  London 
more  than  anywhere  else.  It  was  an 
important  matter,  not  only  as  regarded 
the  Estimates,  but  in  connection  with 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  for  the 
equalisation  of  rates.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  where  these  Government 
buildings  existed  the  population  was 
largely  reduced.  Take  the  district  of 
Westminster.      The  fact  that  Govern- 
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ment  baildings  occupied  so  large  an  area, 
and  that  the  population  was,  consequently, 
BO  small,  would  be  responsible  for  the 
district  paying  so  much  under  the 
equalisation  scheme.  The  parishes,  it 
seemed  to  him,  would  suffer  in  two 
ways*  In  the  first  place,  they  would 
not  get  what  was  due  to  them  in 
eonsequence  of  the  low  rating  of 
Grovemment  property  ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  their  population  was  considerably 
redueed,  and  so  their  receipts  from  the 
Equalisation  Fund  would  be  reduced  in 
proportion.  The  Local  Authorities  had  to 
be  satisfied  with  the  existing  assessment, 
whether  they  liked  it  or  not ;  but  it  was 
absurd  to  say  that  the  British  Museum, 
assessed  at  £3,620  a  year,  was  assessed 
at  its  value 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  if  the  complaint  was  great  in  regard 
to  the  rateable  value  of  Government 
buildings  in  the  Metropolis  he  was  sure 
it  was  no  less  great  in  reference  to 
similar  property  in  country  towns.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  palatial  Post  Office 
building  in  Manchester,  that  now  being 
erected  in  Liverpool,  and  the  Government 
buildings  in  Leeds,  and  bis  own 
borough  of  Wigan.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers desired  to  be  just  they  must 
apply  their  remarks  to  Government 
property  in  country  towns  as  well  as 
that  in  the  Metropolis.  It  was  quite 
time  that  a  thorough  system  of 
equalisation  of  rates  was  adopted.  He 
remembered  the  Debates  which  had  taken 
place  some  years  ago  on  this  subject,  and 
was  confident  that  the  desire  of  the 
Grovemment  in  those  days  had  been  to 
bring  about  an  equalisation  of  rates. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Begis)  said,  there  was  really  a  very 
serious  principle  underlying  this  matter, 
or  rather  want  of  principle,  in  the  claim 
of  the  Government  to  be  exempt  from 
all  the  ordinary  rules  and  laws  that  bonnd 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  even  when  they 
were  playing  the  part  for  which  those 
rules  and  laws  were  enacted.  When 
the  Government  became  possessors  of 
houses  they  should  pay  rates  for  them 
like  private  individuals.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
must  be  aware  that  it  was  no  answer  to 
read  to  the  Committee  a  letter  from  a 
Vestry  saying  that  they  acquiesced  in  the 
ralaation.  Of  course  they  acquiesced. 
Thej  must  thank  the  Treasury  for  what- 
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ever  they  could  get.    If  they  got  nothing 
they    would    still    have   to   thank    the 
Government.     If  it   was   admitted  that 
the  Grovemment  should  pay  rates  for  the 
buildings  they  occupied,  it  must  also  be 
admitted  that  the  value  or  rating  of  the 
buildings  should    be   ascertained  in  the 
ordinary   manner   through  the   ordinary 
authorities.     There  was  no  escape  from 
that,  and  he  could  have  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert) 
would  have  signalised  his  career  at  the 
Treasury  by  inaugurating  this  simple  act 
of  justice  as  between   the    Government 
and   the  ratepayer.      However,  he  had 
risen     to      say     that     the     extent     to 
which  the  Government  claimed  exemp- 
tions    and    immunities     was     becoming 
perfectly     monstrous.       They      became 
newspaper    proprietors    and   refused   to 
register     their    newspaper ;     they     be- 
came  the   owners   of    inhabited   houses 
and    would    not    pay    the    rates ;   they 
undertook  the  delivery  of  letters,  and  if 
they  lost  one,  or  if  one  of  their  employes 
lost  one  purposely,  they  refused  to  com- 
pensate the  owner  ;  and  it  was  within  his 
knowledge  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  refused  to  perform  duties   placed 
upon  them  by  Parliament,  and  resisted 
attempts  to  compel  them  on  the  ground 
that   an   action   could   not  be    brought 
against  the  Queen — which  did  not  really 
mean  the  Queen,  but  some  subordinate 
clerk   who   failed   in  his   duty.     These 
immunities    were  becoming   scandalous. 
It  was  monstrous  in  the  question  under 
discussion  that  a  person  who  was  asked 
to  pay  a  tax  should  fix  the  aniouut  of 
that  tax  himself.     It  was  high  time  all 
these  claims   to   immunity   and   special 
treatment  were  given  up.  If  they  wanted 
to  be  considered  honest  the  Government 
should  pay  their  rates  like  honest  men. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  not  only  promised  to  consider  the 
subject,  but  had  expressed  his  personal 
opinion  that  some  of  the  exemptions 
should  be  modified.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  had  disarmed  opposi- 
tion, and  he  (Sir  A.  Rollit)  would,  there- 
fore, rest  content  with  having  made  a 
protest.  He  would  merely  point  out  that 
in  Islington  the  Government  buildings 
were  Pentonville  Prison,  Hollo  way 
Prison,  the  County  Court,  the  Post 
Office  Sorting  Office,  Telegraph  Factory, 
Office  of  Surveyor  of  Taxes,  and  Tele- 

3  I 


1287     Suppfy—CivU  Services,   (COMMONS) 


Jj^^  EsHmates^ 


1288 


gnph  Office,  all  of  which  were  valaed  at 
£4^246.  He  begged  to  withdraw  his 
AmendmeDt. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  had  said  that  all 
«oienoe  and  art  buildings  were  exempt 
from  rating. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  That  is  bj 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Treasury  did  not  exercise  its 
full  authority  in  these  matters,  but  did 
allow  science  and  art  buildings  to  be  rated 
under  certain  circumstances.  Did  that 
apply  to  science  and  art  buildings  in  the 
provinces  as  well  as  in  London  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBB£RT  said,  he  could 
not  say.  He  knew  it  applied  to  the 
National  Gallery  and  the  British 
Museum.  He  would,  however,  ascertain 
the  full  particulars  by  to-morrow. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  SWEETMAN  (Wicklow,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  bring  before  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  case  of  Wick- 
low Harbour.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  had  it  brought  under  his 
notice,  and,  no  doubt,  he  would  be  able 
to  see  his  way  to  doing  something.  He 
(Mr.  Sweetman)  wished  to  take  this 
opportunity,  in  the  interest  of  his  con- 
stituents, of  stating  a  few  facts  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Government.  Sir 
Alexander  Rendel  examined  the  harbour 
for  the  Commissioners,  and  reported  on 
March  29.     In  this  Report  he  stated — 

•'  At  various  points  in  the  outer  250  feet,  on 
both  its  land  and  sea  faces,  considerable  caverns 
have  been  formed  by  the  decay  and  absolute 
disappearance  of  portions  of  the  concrete.  In 
l)articular,  a  large  cavern  about  30  feet  long  and 
8  feet  high  by  16  feet  deep  in  the  middle, 
has  been  formed  on  the  land  face,  nearly  oppo- 
site another  of  about  the  same  length  and 
depth,  though  not  so  high,  on  the  sea  face; 
and  as  the  diver  discovered  an  in-draught  of 
water  at  the  inner  cavern,  it  is  iprobable  that 
there  is  a  connection  between  them  ;  that  is  to 
say,  that  the  pier  is  at  this  point  completely 
undermineii.  .  .  .  The  defects  in  the  faces  and 
base  of  the  pier  must  be  now  causing  a  daily 
easier  flow  of  water  in  and  out  of  the  works, 
and  therefore  an  ever-increasing  rapidity  of 
chemical  decay,  and  this  decay,  if  not  promptly 
arrested,  can  only,  I  fear,  end  in  the  fall  at  no 
distant  date  of  at  least  that  part  of  the  pier  not 
founded  on  rock." 

In  a  second  part  of  this  Report,  in  respect 
to  the  deposits  between  the  pier  and  the 
shore,  he  said — 

Sir  A.  RolHt 


**As  this  farther  aocamulation  of  shingle 
threatens  to  continae  until,  possibly,  it  nas 
filled  up  the  whole  of  the  harbour  between  the 
pier  and  the  opposite  shore,  it  is  clear  that, 
unless  the  port  is  to  be  allowed  to  fall  into 
decay,  measares  must  be  taken  to  stop  it ;  and 
the  proper  measures  evidently  are  the  con- 
struction of  groynes  in  positions  where  the 
aocumulation  may  take  puce  without  accom- 
panying injury  to  the  harbour.*' 

Now,  the  inhabitants  of  Wicklow  had 
spent  large  sums  of  money  on  the  har« 
lK>ur.  In  1857  £12,000  was  spent  on  it, 
which  was  obtained  from  private  sources 
on  the  security  of  the  Township  of 
Wicklow,  the  interest  upon  which  loan 
the  Wicklow  Township  Commissioners 
were  paying  to  the  present  time.  By 
1871  further  works  had  been  carried  out 
at  an  outhty  of  £8,000,  obtained  from  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners ;  and 
in  1881  a  loan  of  £40,000  was  obtained 
from  the  Board  of  Public  Works  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Acts,  1880,  upon  the  security 
of  five  Imronies.  Up  to  the  end  of  1891 
£16,257  was  paid  in  discharge  of  this 
loan,  of  which  the  Harbour  Commis- 
sioners from  tolls  paid  a  little  under 
£1,000,  and  the  baronies  paid  over 
£15,000.  The  expenses  of  this  loan  had 
therefore  been  practically  borne  by  the 
cesspayers,  and  there  was  no  chance  of 
getting  the  baronies  to  guarantee  any 
further  loan.  It  was  necessary  that  this 
harbour  should  be  put  in  a  proper  state, 
as  it  was  of  great  importance  from  a 
national  as  well  as  a  local  point  of  view. 
It  was  a  harbour  of  refuge  for  coasting 
vessels — the  only  one  between  Kings- 
town and  Wicklow,  for  ships  could  not 
get  into  Ark  low.  As  a  matter  of  public 
policy,  therefore,  the  State  should  see 
that  this  harbour  at  Wicklow  was  not 
allowed  to  fall  into  total  decay.  Larger 
demands  in  the  form  of  taxation  were 
made  from  Ireland  this  year,  which 
formed  an  especial  ground  for  asking  for 
consideration  for  this  harbour. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  some 
time  ago  he  was  in  correspondence  with 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  in  regard  to 
this  harbour.  It  was  a  large  question 
and  an  important  one  ;  therefore,  it  was 
necessary  to  lake  time  to  consider  it. 
He  was  sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
say  that  there  was  no  money  in  the 
baronies  for  the  harbour,  for  that  also  was 
the  position  of  the  Government.  They 
had  no  money  in  hand  for  work 
of    this    kind.     They  would,   however, 
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live  full  oonBiderntiou  to  tbe  matter,  aod 
lahouIU  lie  glad  tu  advmewith  the  liou. 
Ifember  with  regard  to  it. 

Db.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Greet!) 
mid,  he  uonuurred  in  the  appeal  made  by 
the  iiou.  Memt>er  for  Wicklon*.  Hu 
tbought  the  answsr  givea  by  the  right 
liou.  Geutiemaa  wus  on  the  wliole  satis- 
Cnotory,  but  he  should  like  it  to  be  a 
little  more  preoise.  It  was  to  be  hoped 
chat  wtien  the  mtttier  was  laken  into 
coDsiileratiou  the  right  hou.  GeritleniaD 

Iirould  hear  in  miud  that  iitilesH  tbe 
barbour  were  rim  out  iuto  deep  water  it 
groulJ  iilt  up.  There  waa  a  large  bank 
||[  BBQil  outside  which  was  shitted  by 
^ryiug  wiuds,  aud  unless  they  ^ot  the 
^er  beads  into  deep  water  tbe  harbour 
Iras  bound  to  silt  up.  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
<ber  had  pointcil  out,  this  harbour  waa 
{mportaut  from  a  imtloaal  point  of  view 
— 41S  a  barhour  of  refuge,  there  being 
nothing  of  tbe  kiud  between  Wicklow 
and  Kingstown. 

Mu.  HANBURY  (Prestou)  sai.!  that, 
with  regard  to  the  aalariea  to  officials  in 
the  Uoiise  of  Lordii,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  hud  been  the  result  of  the 
DBgotiatioas  which  he  knew  had  been 
taking  place  betweeu  the  Treasury 
the  Uouee  of  Lords  'i  Ue  had  to  ihauk 
tbe  right  hou.  Gentleman  tbe  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  for  the  way  he  bad 
fought  the  battle  of  tbe  House  of  C< 
inous  in  the  matter,  aud  for  tbe  support 
he  had  given  to  the  Vote  which,  oi 
Ameodment  of  his  (Mr.  Hanbury'a), 

hOMrried  last  year  for  reducing  these  salaries 
^,  he  thought,  £500.  He  knew  that 
Buoe  tbeu  negotiations  had  been  going 
M  between  theTroaaiiry  aud  the  House  of 
jLords ;  but  he  waa  nut  quite  sure  wbat 
I  the  result  was.     In  the  Estimates  this 

ytu  they  prscticullj  had  no  details  what- 
ever with  regard  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  real  explaua- 
tiou  of  that  might  be,  and  under  the  cir- 
eamstaiices  it  was  desirable  that  they 
abould  have  a  full  and  distinct  state- 
t  from  tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
was  the  position  takeu  up  in 
Last  year  it  was  shown  that, 
i^hile  the  duties  of  the  oHicials  of 
other  Uutiee  were  lighter  than  the  duties 
of  the  officials  of  the  House  of  Comm 
the  former  were  paid  on  a  much  t 
_  liberal  scale.  That  was  the  reason  for 
D  poising  of  the  Amendment  to  ro 
B  Vote  for  the  salaries  of  the  ofQcials  of 


I        abou 
^^oeo 

^^hil 
^^^olhe 


the  House  of  Lords.  He  understood  thataaq 
understanding  hai  l>ean   arrived  at  be>-l 
the    House    of    Lords   and    tbe<| 
■y    to    tlie    effect    that    aa   nei 
appointments  wore  made  the  aalariea  o 
the  House  of  Lords'  officials  should  bs 
put  on  &  eurrespondinK   acale  to  those  of 
the  officials  of  tbe  House  of  Commons. 
If  that  was  so  he  thought  it  would  be  * 
very  satisfactory  termination  of  the  a 
troversy.     He  regretted,   however,    thati  I 
there  were  uo  details  of  the  Hon         " 
Lords  Vote  in  the  Estimates,  as  it 
polled  tbem  to  vote   very  miiidi  i 
dark.       With  regard  to  (ho  retiromont  o 
officials,   so   far   as    he    understood    th^ 
matter,  the  House  of  Lords  had  gonoo< 
further  than  the  House  of  Conimuus,  ■ 
they   had    recognised  tbe  principle  ihafl 
their  clerks  should  retire  at  65  except  tOT 
unusual  circumstances  wheu  they  migbvl 
hold  office  five  years  longer 
would   they  continue  in  o 
years  of  age.    That,  again,  he  considered;  I 
a  satisfactory  result  of  what  the  House  o(  \ 
Commons  had  done  last  year.     But,  a 
he    had    pointed  out,  they  huil   got   oo-J 
iuformation  whatever  to  go  on,  and 
should  be  glail  if  the  Secretary  to  t 
Treasury  would  tell  him  what  was  I 
preciie  position  of  affairs. 
•Silt  J.  T.  HIBBERT  a.iid,  that  tl 
boo.  Member  hail  mnde  a  correct  stnt^ 
meut  of  (he  position  of  uSnirs  betwi 
the    Treasury   and  the  House  of  Lorda^ 
It   was  quite  true  there  was  uo  detailed 
statement  of  the  Vote  for  the  House  of 
Lords,  tiecause  the  Estimates  were  pre- 
sented  in   a   form  which  the  Treasury 
could    not    assent     to.        Tbe     Estimate 
exceeded    by   t'693  the  Vote  agreed  to 
last  year,  aud  the  House  of  Lords  were 
requested  to  alter  their  Estimate  accord- 
ingly.    The    reply  was  not  received  in 
time  to  present  the  details  to  the  House, 
therefore  the  Treasury  were  obliged  to 
put  in    the   total   sum  ;  hut  it  was  hii  , 
intention    to    place    a    Paper     on     th4  J 


Table       showing 


the 


.ney  < 


waa   to   be  expended,  before   the   Vote 
was   taken   in   the   ordinary    Estimates, 
The  hon.  Member  could  rai 
lion  when  the  Vole  came  on  in  Supply, 
The  House  of  Lords  had  agreed  to  ph 
their  ulerks  on  the  same  basis  of  salai 
as  the  clerks  of  the  House  of  Commoi 
anil  they  intended  to  carry  out  considi 
able  reductions  as  opportunities  arose 
uew  appointments.      He   believed    the 
3  12 
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reductions'  they  proposed  would  be  of  a 
very  satisfactory  kind.  They  had  already, 
under  the  recommendations  of  the  Lords 
Committee  of  1869,  effected  a  saving  of 
£2,104  in  one  direction,  and  of  £300 
undor  another  Vote.  A  sum  of  £2,400 
had  akeady  been  saved,  and  a  farther 
saving  of  a  like  amount  would  accrue  as 
appointments  fell  in.  As  to  retirement, 
it  was  correct  that  the  House  of  Lords 
had  agreed  that  retirement  at  the  age  of 
65  should  be  compulsory  for  every  clerk 
appointed  by  the  Clerk  of  Parliaments. 
No  doubt  that  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  hon.  Member.  He  had  no  communis 
cations  to  make  on  this  subject  from  the 
House  of  Conmions,  the  Treasury  having 
received  none  from  that  House. 

Mr.  hartley   said,  he  wished  to 
move  a  reduction  of  £100  in  the  Trea- 
sury Vote  with  respect  to  the  salary  of 
the  First  Lord,  in  order  to  call  attention 
to   the  administration   of  the  Civil  List 
pensions  in  the  granting  of  a  pension  of 
£200    to   Professor   Rhys-Davids   as  a 
student  of  Oriental  literature.     He  (Mr. 
Bartley)  had  asked   a  question  on  this 
subject  some    little    time    ago,   and  he 
thought  the  Committee  and  the  House  at 
large  should  certainly  understand  a  little 
more  about  the  matter  than  they  did  at 
present.     It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  Committee  that  by  special  Act  of 
Parliament  a  sum  of  £1,200  was  given 
for   distribution   in   pensions  for  special 
services.      The    question    was   whether 
these  pensions  were  to  be  given  to  per- 
sons  who   were  well  off  or  only  to  the 
necessitous.     The  words  in  the  Act  were 
"  such   persons  only  as    have  just  claims 
on  the  Royal  beneficence,"  and  he  con- 
tended that  the  word  "  beneficence  "  dis- 
tinctly showed   that   only  poor  persons 
were  in  contemplation.       In  1834  there 
was  a  Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  Pension  List,  and  in  that  Debate 
a   great  number  of   the  leading  men  of 
the      day      took      a     prominent     part. 
A    Resolution    was    proposed    for    the 
appointment    of    a    Committee   of    the 
Commons  to  settle  what  would  be  a  fair 
way  of  granting  these  pensions.     Lord 
Althorp   and  others  thought   that   this 
would  be  taking  away  the  prerogative  of 
the  Government,  who  were  responsible, 
and  they  objected  to  a  Committee  ;  but 
it  was  quite  clear  that  the  whole  spirit 
of  the  Debate,  and  of  the  Resolution,  and 
also  of  the  Act  framed  upon  it,  was  to 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibhert 


show. distinctly  that  these  pensions  were 
to   be  given  to  persons  in  necessitous 
circumstances.     There  was  a  discussion 
whether  pensions  should  cease  after  they 
had  once  been  granted,  and  Lord  Althorp 
said  that  the  strongest  objeotion  to  the 
then  list  of  pensions  was  that  the  names 
of  several  persons  appeared  upon  it  who, 
since  their  names  were  placed  there,  had 
obtained  large  incomes  which  rendered 
them  unfit  objects  for  Royal  benevolence.. 
He  added    that    the    change    in    their 
fortunes  was  a  very  strong  and  proper 
objection  to  their  names  being  retained 
on  the  pension  list,  and  said  that  if  a  case 
were  made  out  of  great  abuse  in  regard  to 
such  a  pension  the  Minister  ought  to  be 
held  strictly   responsible.      He  thought 
he  might  appeal  to  both  sides  of   the 
House  to  recognise  that  Civil  List  pen- 
sions were  clearly  meant  to  be  given  to 
persons  of  small  means.     Mrs.  Cameron, 
the  widow  of  Captain  Lovett  Cameron, 
whose  services  as  an  explorer  were  well- 
known,  had  been  allowed  a  pension  of 
only  £50,  while  Lady  Alice  Portal,  in 
recognition  of  the  distinguished  services 
of  her  late  husband.  Sir  Gerald  Portal, 
had  l)een  granted  a  pension  of  £150  ;  but 
when  it  came  to  the  case  of  Professor 
Rhys-Davids,  a  sixth  part  of  the  whole 
fund — namely,  £200  a  year — was  granted 
to    him.     He    (Mr.    Bartley)    was    not 
going    to    say    a     word     against     this 
gentleman^s     ability      as     an     Oriental 
scholar,    but  he   wished    to  know  why 
he  had    been   picked  out  for   this   very 
large  peusiou.    He  was  a  man  of  between 
40  and  50  years   of  age.     He  had  held 
an  appointment  in  Ceylon,  and  why   it 
was  given  up  he  (Mr.  Bartley)  did  not 
profess     to     know.       Professor    Rhys^ 
Davids    came    away   from   Ceylon   and 
applied  to  Lord  Kimberley  for  a  pension, 
but  Lord  Kimberley  did  not  consider  the 
case.     The  Professor  was  the  candidate 
for  the  office  of  Librarian  at  the  India 
Office,   but    was    not    selected,   as    he 
(Mr.  Bartley)  understood,  because  of  his 
recent  history  in  connection  with  the  ap- 
pointment at  Ceylon.     Professor  Rhys- 
Davids    was    Secretary    of    the    Royal 
Asiatic  Society,  and  he  had  been  physi- 
cally able  to  undertake  a  tour  in  America. 
He  was  just  going  to  get  married,  and  it 
was  a  most  extraordinary  thing  that  he 
should  have  been  picked  out  for  the  pen- 
sion. There  was  another  Oriental  scholar 
(Major  H.  G.  Raverty),  who  was  in  the 
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Public  Service  before  Professor  Rhys- 
Davids  was  born,  and  who  haci  been  pro- 
mised one  of  these  pensions  for  many  years. 
Tftie  late  Prime  Minister  had  promised 
to  consider  his  case.  The  Prime 
Minister  was  strictly  responsible  for  the 
present  appointment,  and  he  (Mr. 
Bartley)  emphatically  said  that  the  ap- 
pointment was  a  political  job ;  it  was 
known  everywhere  to  be  a  political  job. 
Professor  Rhys-Davids  might  be  a  great 
Oriental  scholar,  but  he  was  a  strong 
supporter  of  the  present  Government  and 
had  been  prominent  in  that  respect.  This 
pension  of  £200  a  year  would  not  have 
been  given  to  him  if  ho  had  not  been  a 
strong  political  partisan.  The  system 
on  which  these  pensions  were  awarded 
was  not  satisfactory,  and  if  they  were 
to  be  given  for  political  reasons  the 
sooner  they  were  done  away  with  the 
better.  He  did  not  think  that  in  the 
past  there  had  been  any  jobs  in  connec- 
tion with  these  pensions,  but  that  during 
the  last  20  years  both  Liberal  and  Con- 
servative Governments  had  made  their 
awards  very  fairly.  He  was  anxious  to 
hear  what  his  right  lion.  Friend  (Sir  J. 
T.  Hibbert)  would  say  in  support  of  the 
appointment.  He  hoped  his  right  bon. 
Friend  would  be  able  to  make  out  a  good 
case,  but  if  not  he  thought  the  country 
should  know  that  this  pension  was  one 
of  the  grossest  political  jobs  that  had 
been  perpetrated  for  many  years. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  (Class  2,  Vote  3)  of  £10,000 
for  the  Treasury  and  Subordinate  Departments 
be  reducal  by  £200,  in  respect  of  the  salary  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury."  —  (J/)*. 
Bartloy.) 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
I  understand  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
just  made  a  statement  to  the  eifect  that 
Professor  Rhys-Davids  is  a  stout  sup- 
porter of  the  present  Government.  I 
believe  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken, 
and  I  have  every  reason  to  think  his 
political  faith  is  in  agreement  with  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  BARTL£Y:  I  challenge  the 
hon.  Member  to  say  emphatically  whe- 
ther that  is  the  case.  I  say  emphatically 
that  it  is  not  the  case,  and  that  he  is  a 
member  of  the  National  Liberal  Club, 
and  an  active  Member. 

Mr.  BYLES  :  I  did  not  mean  a  Con- 
flervfttive,  but  that  he  is  a  supporter  of 


the  Opposition  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect :  that  he  is  a  Liberal 
Unionist. 

Mr.  BARTLEY :  I  do  not  think— in 
fact,  I  know  that  that  is  not  so^and  I  am 
certain  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  get 
up  and  say  he  knows  it  is  a  fact.  There 
may  be  certain  things  about  the  National 
Liberal  Club  which  Professor  Rhys- 
Davids  does  not  altogether  approve  of. 
No  doubt  he  is  one  of  those  people  who 
are  somewhat  troublesome  all  round,  and 
that,  I  have  no  doubt,  is  why  the  pension 
has  been  grantG<l  to  him. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  said,  he  knew  Professor  Rhys- 
Davids,  and  thought  him  a  very  able 
man,  and  well-deserving  of  the  Royal 
Bounty  as  far  as  his  merits  were  con- 
cerned. As  regarded  his  political  pro- 
clivities he  (Mr.  Howell)  did  not  know 
what  they  were,  but  he  did  not  think  he 
had  taken  any  part  in  political  meetings 
— certainly  he  had  taken  no  part  in  meet- 
ings in  favour  of  the  Liberal  Party — 
since  1885.  He  (Mr.  Howell)  was 
rather  sorry  that  this  aspect  of  the  case 
had  been  intro<luccd,  and  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  weakened  his  case  very 
considerably  in  contending  that  the 
appointment  smacked  of  a  political  job. 
The  hon.  Member  would  have  had  a  much 
stronger  case  if  he  had  confined  himself 
to  saying  that,  in  view  of  Professor 
Rhys-Davids'  present  capacity  for  work, 
his  present  position  and  a  great  number  of 
other  things  combined,  he  was  not 
one  of  those  persons  who  ought  to  have 
been  considered  in  preference  to  other 
candidates  for  pensions.  He  (Mr. 
Howell)  had  had  on  two  occasions 
within  the  past  two  years  to  apply  to 
the  Prime  Minister  on  behalf  of  two  men 
whose  names  were  known  in  connection 
with  public  life  for  assistance  out  of  the 
Royal  Bounty.  One  was  John  Bedford 
Leno,  a  poet,  who  was  in  such  feeble 
health  that  he  was  incapable  of  earning 
Is.  a  day.  When  a  small  grant  was 
made  to  him  he  was  in  receipt  of  about 
OS.  a  week.  The  amount  he  received 
was  a  sum — not  a  pension — of  about 
£50.  The  other  case  was  that  of  Mr. 
Lloyd  Jones,  who  was  well  known  to 
many  Members  of  the  House  as  a  very 
earnest  and  able  worker,  as  an  able  and 
eloqaent  speaker,  and  as  a  man  who  for  35 
or  40  years  had  devoted  himself  entirely 
to  the  welfare  of  the  working  classes. 
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When  Mr.  Lloyd  Jooea  (li«il  be  left  two 
dsaghtera  id  very  ill-health  and  very 
straitened  circumstances,  und  a  sum  of 
£To  WH8  granted  to  those  daughters.  The 
boo.  Gentleman  opposite  would  have  a 
very  etrong  case  if  he  compared  these 
two  grants  with  the  peDsioo  of  £200  a 
year  given  to  an  able-bodied  man.  He 
thought  the  House  ought  to  ioeist  above 
everything  that  in  oasea  of  this  kind  the 
circumstances  of  the  recipient  sfaould  be 
iftken  into  noeouiit  ae  well  as  the  services 
rendered.  He  did  not  grudge  the  grant 
made  to  I'rofeHsor  Kbys-Davids,  as  he 
knew  bira  to  boa  very  able,  fair-minded, and 
honourable  man.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that  the  discrepancy  between  his 
caee  aud  the  oases  he  had  mentioned  was 
so  great  that  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment should  bo  called  to  it. 

'Sir  .T.  T.  HIBBERT :  My  hou. 
Friend  opposite  advocated  two  principles 
with  which  I  entirely  agree.  The  first 
was  that  io  the  distribution  of  the  Royal 
Bounty  any  abuse  ought  to  be  prevented. 
I  think  ttiat  the  whole  Committee  will 
concur  in  supporting  that  principle.  The 
other  was  that  no  pension  ought  to  \ie 
given  for  political  purposes  or  with  a 
political  object.  I  think  that  principle 
will  also  receive  general  concurrence.  I 
do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  in 
the  other  remarks  be  made,  and  I  think  a 
good  case  can  be  made  out  for  the  grant  of 
this  pension  to  Professor  Rhys-Davida,  I 
know  nothing aboutbia politics  orwhetber 
he  is  a  Tory  or  a  Liberal  Unionist,  or  a 
Lilieral,  hut.  1  think  my  hon.  Friend  has 
carrieil  that  view  of  the  matter  rather 
too  far.  A  man  must  have  some  politics, 
or,  at  all  events,  it  is  desirable  that  he 
should  have  some.  Supposing  he  has 
politics  he  must  be  either  a  Tory  or  a 
Liberal  Unionist  or  a  Liberal.  Whatever 
hiB  politics  are  they  ought  not  to  dis- 
qualify him  for  a  pension.  I  am  told 
that  Professor  Rhys-Davids  has  devoted 
himself  to  research  upon  the  questions  of 
which  he  has  made  himself  so  great  a 
master,  and  that  iu  doing  so  he  has  ppcnt 
the  whole  of  his  fortune,  no  that  he  is 
now  practically  a  poor  man.  When  be 
retireil  from  Ceylon,  he  applied  to  the 
Colonial  Office  for  a  pension,  but  no  pen- 
sion was  granted  to  him  because  he  was 
technically  not  entitled  to  one.  He  was 
never  refused  the  India  Office  Librarian- 
ship,  but  when  be  wished  to  become*B 
candidate  the  India  Office  appear  to 
Mr.  Howell 
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Indian  civilian  he  was  out  of  the  running. 
At  the  present  moment  Professor  Rhys* 
Davids  is  entitled  to  a  salary  of  £200  a 
year  as  Secretary  to  the  Royal  Asiatic 
Society,  and  that,  I  believe,  is  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  income  he  possesses.  Uis 
name  was  brought  forward  asacandidate 
for  this  penaion  by  a  number  of  very 
eminent  men  of  every  political  opinion, 
amongst  them  being  Professor  Huxley. 
This  fact  shows  that  the  recommendation 
bad  no  political  origin.  Out  of  all  the 
recommendations  niajle  to  him,  the  Prime 
Minister  selected  Professor  Rhvs-Davids 
for  this  pension  of  £200^  1  do 
not  wifh  to  go  into  the  question  a» 
to  whether  that  is  loo  much  for  him  or 
too  little,  but  1  think  there  is  a  ntrong 
case  in  favour  of  Professor  Rhys-Davids, 
who  is  an  eminent  man  and  who  has 
spent  the  whole  of  his  fortune  in  re- 
search. I  do  not  object  to  my  hon. 
Friend  calling  attention  to  this  matter, 
but  1  think  there  is  much  more  to  be  said 
for  than  against  it. 

Mr.  BARTLEV  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  this  pension  being 
given  to  enable  Professor  Rhys-Davids 
todevote  himself  to  research,  but  be  would 
point  out  that  these  pensions  were  not 
given  to  enable  people  to  devote  them- 
selves to  research.  Ho  thought  the  right 
hon.  Geutleman  had  given  himself  away, 
for  there  was  a  Vote  which  was  givenfor 
research,  and  if  this  money  had  come 
out  of  that  Vole  be  (Mr,  Bartley)  should 
have  said  nothing  about  it,  but  this  pen- 
sion list  was  for  persons  who  were  sup- 
posed lo  be  worn  out,  or  who  liuil  practi- 
cally given  up  their  work,  and  whose 
circnmsiances  were  such  that  they  were 
unable  to  maintain  themselves.  He  must 
say  he  thought  the  defence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mode  the  matter  worse, 
as  it  was  that  this  able-bodied  man,  who 
was  now  in  receipt  of£200ayear  salary  for 
another  appointment,  who  was  able  to  go 
on  a  lecturing  tour  in  America — thus 
showing  that  his  dulies  as  Secretary  of  the 
Royal  Asiatic  Society  wore  not  onerons — 
and  who  had  other  means  of  living,  had 
been  given  this  £200  a  yeat 
pension,  but  in  order  that  he  might  & 
on  his  researches.  He  had  no  obj 
to  a  politician  getting  a  pension,  I 
objection  was  that  an  able-bodied  } 
politician    should    liave    it,    ■ 
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it  was  a  pension  for  his  services  in 
politics.  If  pensions  from  this  Civil 
List  were  to  be  made  vehicles  for  re- 
searchy  the  whole  object  of  the  grant  was 
done  awaj  with,  and,  therefore,  the  case 
was  worse  than  he  had  thought  it  was. 
He  thought  it  was  a  misappropriation  of 
funds  that  they  ought  to  divide  against. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  the  question  was  not  whether  this 
gentleman's  income  was  sufficient  for  him, 
but  whether  he  was  a  person  who  was 
entitled   to  receive  this  award  from  the 
Civil  List,  which  was  not  a  fund  that 
existed  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  in- 
comes of  certain  people  sufficient.     The 
fund  was  intended  for  persons  who  were 
not  able  to    work,  and,  therefore,   this 
£200  had  been  given  at  the  expense  of 
other  and,  in  his  opinion,  more  deserving 
people.     Whilst  this  gentleman  received 
this  £200,  other  people,  at  least  equally 
deserving,  must  go  with  less,  and  many 
of  them  with  no  pension  at  all.    He  did  not 
think  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  made  a 
very  complete  defence,  because  he  had 
simply  based  it,  as  far  as  he  could  follow, 
upon  the  fact  that  this  Professor  had  only 
a  salary  of  £200  a  year;  but  was  his  right 
hon.  Friend  going  to  say  he  was  goin^  to 
supplement  every  one's  salary  which  was 
not  sufficient  ?     That  was  no  defence  at 
all.   He  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  raise 
the  question  of  politics,  as  no  one  could 
tell  what  they  were,  and  therefore  he  did 
not  deal  with  it  from  that  standpoint, 
but  he  said  that  with  a  limited  fund  of 
this  character,  which  was  paid  away  in 
small  grants,  to  give  one-sixth  of  the 
fund  to  a  gentleman  only  50  years  of  age, 
and  who  was  going  upon  a  lecturing  tour 
to  America  was  monstrous. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  that 
if  he  understood  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
this  money  was  given  to  'Professor 
Bhys-Davids  in  order  to  enable  him  to 
carry  on  his  researches.  What  he  wished 
to  find  out  was  this.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Islington  had  said  it  would  be 
possible,  if  it  was  desirable  to  give  this 
money  to  encourage  research,  to  give  it 
out  of  another  fund ;  therefore,  if  research 
was  the  object^  that  would  have  been  the 
better  course  to  have  adopted.  In  that 
case  the  matter  would  have  come  under 
the  cognisance  of  Parliament,  whereas 
now  it  was  only  in  an  indirect  way  they 
had  been  able  to  find  out  what  was 
beiDg  done  ;  it  was  only  by  attacking 


the  Treasury  that  they  could  get  at  this 
Professor's  grant  at  all.     He  must  con- 
fess   that    he    knew    very    little  about 
Professor  Rhys-Davids,  and  he  did  not 
think  politics  entered  into  the  question 
so  much  as  an  hon.  Member  supposed, 
but  it  did  seem  to  him  to  be  a  very  large  sum 
indeed  when  they  recollected  the  object 
for  which  the  money  was  given.     It  was 
given  in  small  sums  of  £50,  £40,  £30, 
and  even  down  to  £20  a  year,  so  that  it  was 
clear  it  was  a  very  limited  fund,  and  if  they 
were  to  give  it  away  in  these  large  sums 
of  £200  many  deserving  people   would 
suffer.     It  was  more  on  that  grouud  that 
he  opposed  it.    It  might  have  been  right 
to  give  this  Professor  £50  a  year  if  he 
had  been  an  old  man;  but  here  was  a  man 
who  was  able  to  go  to  America,  and  add 
to   his    income   by  delivering   scientific 
lectures   which  would   turn  to   his  owa 
advantage  ;  therefore  it  seemed  to  him  a 
most  remarkable  thing  that  the   Prime 
Minister,  in  one  of  the  earliest  exercises 
of   his   patronage   of  this   fund,   should 
have  deliberately  chosen  a  comparatively 
young  man  who  was  drawing  a  regular 
salary  as  Secretary  of  the  Royal  Asiatic 
Society.     But   it  was   not  so  much  for 
rewarding  Professor  Rhys-Davids  as  for 
improperly  diminishing  the  fund  that  be 
should  vote  for  the  reduction. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  73  ; 
Noes  156. — (Division  List,  No.  202.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  question  respecting  the  scheme  of 
retirement  of  attendants  and  messengers 
at  South  Kensington.  There  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  on  the  part 
of  certain  messengers 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Under  what 
Vote  would  that  come  ? 

Mr.  hartley  said,  it  was  difficult 
to  answer  that  question  ;  it  did  not  come 
under  anyone's  salary,  but  it  was  a  scheme 
adopted  by  the  Treasury. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  You  can  only 
raise  the  question  upon  a  specific  Vote. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  desired  to 
obtain  some  information  as  to  a  Treasury 
Minute  that  had  been  issued.  The 
Treasury,  as  he  understood,  had  issued  a 
Treasury  Minute  with  regard  to  the  right 
or  claim  of  the  Civil  servants  to  be 
elected  on  the  new  District  Councils  and 
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FariBh  Councila,  Ai  he  UDtlerstood  tbo 
Treaaury  Minute,  ih&y  hnd  ordered 
that  the  Civil  servauts  should  not  be 
membera  of  District  CoudciIs  because 
they  might  meet  during  official  lioun, 
but  they  allowed  Civil  servants  to  be- 
come members  of  ParishCouDcils,  because 
they  said — 

"The  case  is  ^Efferent  as  regarils  PariBh 
CouucilB ;  Section  2,  tlub-ecL-tioa  3,  of  the  Local 
Government  Act,  1H94,  pniviileii  they  Bhall  not 
begin  earlier  (ban  fi  oVloRk  Id  the  evening." 
That  was  the  groiiud  on  which  they  were 
to  be  allowed  to  be  members  of  the 
Parish  Couucilx.  lu  issuing  that  docu- 
meut  the  Treasury  must  have  been  uuder 
an  entire  misapprehension,  because  the 
section  referred  to  parish  meetings  and 
not  I'uri^li  Councils,  and  it  said — 

"  furiHh  mectitiK"  shall  be  held  at  Icaxt  once 
in  every  ycnr,  anil  the  [)roceudinjts  o£  evcrj- 
l>an!ih  mtctiiis  shall  btgin  not  vnrlier  tlinii 
8  o'clock  in  the  evening," 

Therufore,  the  Treasury  Minute  did  uot 
turn  out  to  be  an  infallible  document,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gcutlcroau  did  not  know 
his  own  Act.  As  the  Treasury  were 
wrong  ill  the  reasouH  they  bad  given  for 
allowin;;  Civil  servants  to  be  members  of 
Pariah  Councils,  and  Parish  Councils 
were  iu  the  same  position  as  District 
Councils,  what  were  ihey  going  to  do? 
He  presumed  the  Minute  would  be  with- 
lirnivn,  iind  u  new  one  issued,  and,  in 
thai  Misc,  would  the  Treasury  furbiil  the 
Civil  servants  to  bo  meml>ers  of  tbo 
Parish  Councils,  or  woul<i  (hey  give  a  new 
reasou  drawing  a  distinction  between  the 
two? 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MOBTOX  (Dcvoui>ort) 
said,  linii,  aceordinK  lo  tbo  Dockyard 
Re^'nintioiis,  the  riiiplni/rs  of  ihe  do  ' 
yards  were  allowed  to  have  12  day 
year  olf,  iosiug  their  wages  diirint;  those 
days,  and  wore  prnelieally  allowed  to 
take  iliom  wlicncvcr  they  liked,  and  he 
wislieil  to  know  what  rcitson  there  wa: 
for  forbidding  cnipto^rs  of  tbe  dockyard; 
being  members  of  a  Public  Body,  provided 
they  were  willing,  to  take  the  time  they 
were  away  from  their  work  out  of  the 
days  liiey  were  allowed  and  lose  their 
wages  thereby  ? 

Silt  J.  T.  HIBKEUT  said,  that  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  calle<l  a  Treasury  Minute  waS 
not  laid  on  the  Table  a.^  a  Treasury 
Minutf^  but  was  simply  a  Memorandum 
sent  round  by  the  Treasury 
Mr,  HaRbury 
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various  Government  Departments  in 
order  that  the  latter  might  ezpreea  their 
upon  it.  The  document  h^l 
revised  and  altered  in  several 
particulars.  Any  official  would  be  allowed 
attend  the  meetings  of  a  Pariah  Council 
of  which  he  happened  to  be  a  member  ao 
long  as  the  meetings  did  not  InWrfere 
with  the  work  of  the  office  id  which  he 
was  employed.  If  his  Pariah  Council 
meetings  were  held,  for  instance,  in  the 
middle  of  the  day,  he  would  not  be 
allowed  to  be  a  member  nor  to  attend  the 
meetings.  In  answer  to  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Devonport  (Mr.  E.  .1.  C.  Morton),  be 
might  say  that  the  power  was  given  to 
the  heads  of  Departments  enabling  them 
toallow  empln^M  to  attend  such  meetiuga, 
provided  that  this  did  not  interfere  with 
the  business  of  the  State. 

Mil.  HANBUKVsaid,  that  whether 
the  docHiiieut  was  a  Treasury  Minute  or 
u  Memorandum,  it  was  issued  from  the 
Treasury,  and  the  Treasury  drew  a  dis- 
tinction between  District  and  Parish 
Councils,  l>eing  under  the  impression  that 
District  Councils  could  meet  at  any  time 
and  that  Pariuli  Councils  coulii  only  meet 
after  6  o'clock  in  the  evening.  What 
ho  wishiKl  to  know  was  why,  the  mistake 
having  Ijeen  explained,  the  Treasury  still 
maintaiiietl  tbe  distinction  ? 

Slit  J.T.HIBBEltTsiiid,  he  thought 
fliere  was  a  broad  distinction  Iwtween 
Distri<'t  and  Parish  Councils.  There 
ivas  iin  doubt  it  would  Ite  the  <-ase  that 
Parish  Councils  would  moot  in  the 
evening,  but  tiiere  would  he  very  few 
<-aseH,  scarrolv  iinr,  in  which  District 
Councils  would  meet  in  the  evening.  The 
District  Conncils  represented  large  areas 
and  large  districts,  and.  therefore,  innst 
uiect  in  tlic  dnvtimc,  hs  the  members 
would  have  to  travel  long  distances  to 
attend  them.  It  was  uot  (Kissible  to 
allow  Government  officials  to  attend 
liiem  during  the  lime  that  ought  U>  be 
devoted  totheworkof  ihi-country.  With 
respect  to  Parish  Councils,  it  was  quite 
djfibreut,  as  many  of  tbem  would  meet  in 
the  evening.  if  tbcy  met  in  the 
■lay time  no  (Jovemment  official  would 
1>e  allowed  to  attend  them ;  but  if 
tbev  met  in  tbe  evening,  there  n-as 
no  reason  why  an  official  should  not 
be  allowed  to  attend  the  meetings. 

Mit.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
ritfifat    liou.  Gentleman  if    he  would  be 
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able  to  laj  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Return  relating  to  the  law  charges  or 
pa3rment8,  which  were  sanctioned  by  the 
Hotue  a  little  time  ago,  and  which  it 
was  perfectly  necessary  should  be  in 
their  possession  before  they  came  to  the 
Vote  of  the  Law  Officers'  charges. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  the 
Return  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  a 
very  short  time. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  remarked  that 
his  point  was  this.  He  did  not  want 
any  alteration  whatever  made  in  the 
regulations  as  to  the  grant  of  leave  or 
the  time  at  which  leave  might  be  granted 
or  the  conditions  ns  to  the  hours  of  leave 
and  so  on,  nor  did  he  want  that  the  leave 
should  be  cut  into  small  portions.  What 
he  said  was,  that  at  the  present  time  a 
man  was  allowed  a  certain  amount  of 
leave — he  might  take  it  in  12  days,  and 
might  spend  those  days  in  the  manner 
he  pleased — and  he  knew  of  employes 
in  the  dockyards  belonging  to  both 
political  Parties  who  took  their  leave 
and  devoted  it  to  working  purely  for 
their  .own  Party.  They  did  not  want 
that  there  should  be  anv  interference 
with  the  method  in  which  they  spent 
their  leave,  or  that  they  should  be  speci- 
fically forbidden  to  attend  meetings  of 
Public  Local  Bodies.  That  was  what 
he  objected  to. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  asked 
how  was  it  possible  to  know  when  the 
Parish  Councils  would  meet  ?  Thev 
would  not  fix  their  hours  of  meeting 
until  they  were  elected. 

Mr.  WARNER  (Somerset,  N.)  said, 
that  at  the  present  moment  what  under 
the  Act  would  be  a  District  Council  was 
now  a  Local  Board!  The  Local  Boards  met 
in  the  evening,  and  it  seemed,  therefore, 
rather  hard  that  in  that  case  a  Government 
employe  should  not  be  able  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  affairs  of  his  own 
parish  because  it  happened  to  be  managed 
by  a  District  Council. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  such  a  case 
would  be  met  by  the  head  of  a  Depart- 
ment under  whose  control  the  matter 
would  be.  Where  the  meetings  took 
place  in  the  evening,  whether  they  were 
Parish  or  District  Councils,  any  Govern- 
ment official  would  l>e  able  to  attend 
them  so  long  as  he  was  not  taken  away 
from  the  work  to  which,  during  certain 
hours,  he  was  bound  to  devote  his  atteii- 
tknu 


Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  said, 
that  what  some  of  them  objected  to  was 
the  right  of  the  head  of  a  department  to 
day  that  a  man  should  or  should  not  serve 
his  fellow-citizens.  They  would  never 
for  a  moment  admit  such  a  right  to  the 
head  of  any  department.  Why  should 
such  a  limitation  be  made  ?  He  could 
understand  it  if  the  Government  servants 
were  scattered  about  the  country  where 
District  Councils  met  at  very  long  dis- 
tances from  the  homes  of  the  elected 
persons,  but  he  believed  that  would  settle 
itself,  and  in  the  case  of  dockyard  ser- 
vants they  would  not  find  this  condition  of 
things,  because  then  the  District  Council 
would  meet  in  the  place  where  the  dock- 
yard was  situate.  Why,  in  the  name  of 
goodness,  should  these  men  have  to  go 
to  the  head  of  the  department  cap  in  hand 
and  say,  "I  want  to  serve  my  fellow- 
citizens  ;  they  want  to  elect  me.  You 
must  say  yes  or  no."  He  should  cer- 
tainly vote  against  such  a  limitation. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  it  would 
be  easy  to  distinguinh  in  such  cases. 
What  the  Government  contended  was 
that  a  dockyard  official  should  not  be  at 
liberty  to  do  other  work  during  the  hours 
he  was  paid  for  doing  the  work  of  the 
State.  If  the  Local  Authority  met  at 
a  time  which  did  not  clash  with  the 
officials*  hours  of  work  there  would  he 
no  difficulty  in  such  an  official  attending 
the  meetings  of  the  Local  Body. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  there 
were  two  matters  involved  which  ap- 
peared to  be  quite  distinct.  The  first 
part  was  as  to  the  dockyard  employes. 
They,  of  course,  came  under  the  same 
rule  as  all  other  public  servants,  and  the 
only  question  was  whether  that  rule  was 
a  right  and  proper  one.  He  agree<l  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  a 
right  and  proper  rule  that  a  public 
servant  should  be  precluded  from  em- 
ploying his  time  in  other  matters  than 
the  service  to  which  ho  was  paid  for 
devoting  his  whole  time.  The  point 
now  raised  was  this  :  they  were  having 
the  pretension  put  forward  that  the 
Parish  Councils  were  to  be  dictated,  in 
the  first  instance,  by  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments ;  that  there  was  to  be  a  preliminary 
selection  of  candidates  by  heads  of  de- 
partments, who  were  to  say  to  this  man 
"  Go,"  and  he  goeth,  and  to  that  man 
'•  Go,"  and  he  jfoeth  as  no  Councillor. 
They   could   not   have  any  part  of  the 
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machinerj  of  local  Belf-government 
made  into  machinerj  bj  which  Govern* 
ment  officials  should  dictate  as  to  who 
ought  to  take  part  in  local  government 
and  who  ought  not.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  said  quite 
right.  If  they  were  told  that  the  con- 
tention was  that  the  head  of  a  depart- 
ment should  be  able  to  allow  or  forbid 
an  official  in  his  department  to  be  a 
candidate  it  was  a  contention  that  would 
be  most  strenuously  resisted. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  the 
Treasury  had  no  desire  to  treat  this 
matter  in  a  narrow  spirit,  and  as  far  as 
he  was  personally  concerned  he  certainly 
had  not.  What  he  thought  they  ought 
to  take  care  of  was  that  the  State  had 
its  value  from  the  persons  it  employed. 
He  did  not  think  they  ought  to  lay  down 
any  stringent  rules,  the  only  object  being 
that  those  persons  employed  by  the  State 
should  not  devote  any  of  the  time  tbey 
ought  to  give  to  the  State  to  any  other 
purpose.  He  should  take  care  that  the 
question  should  be  considered  in  the  light 
of  the  desire  expressed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  his  objection 
was  to  drawing  a  distinction  between 
Parish  Councils  and  District  Councils. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  no 
such  distinction  would  be  drawn. 

Mk.  HANBURY  said,  that  surely  the 
proper  basis  on  which  to  put  the  ques- 
tion was  the  old  basis  on  which  Direc- 
torships were  put.  There  was  a  rule 
that  Civil  servants  should  not  be  em- 
ployed as  directors  on  Boards  which  met 
during  their  official  hours,  and  the  reason- 
able thing  to  do  would  be  to  extend  the 
rule  to  the  holding  of  offices  on  Boards 
of  this  kind.  If  both  District  and  Parish 
Councils  were  put  on  the  same  footing, 
then  he  thought  the  Treasury  were  on 
very  safe  ground,  but  the  intention  origin- 
ally was  to  put  them  on  a  different  foot- 
ing. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  admitted  that 
this  was  originally  the  inteutiou,  but  it 
was  not  the  intention  at  the  present 
moment.  The  rule  which  his  hon. 
Friend  suggested  was  strictly  carried 
out,  and  might  with  propriety  be  made 
applicable  in  these  cases. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) 
said,  what  they  wanted  clearly  to  under- 
stand was  whether  any  dockyard  official 
who  was  properly  entitled  to   12  days' 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles 


leave  should  be  able  to  devote  that  time 
to  public  work  without  having  in  any 
way  to  ask  leave  of  his  superior  officer  ? 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
inquired,  would  the  head  of  a  Department 
have  to  be  asked  for  leave  before  an 
employe  in  the  dockyards  became  a  can- 
didate for  any  of  these  Parish  Councils, 
or  would  he  be  allowed  to  be  elected,  and 
then,  if  elected,  would  he  have  to  go  to 
the  head  of  the  Department  in  order  to 
obtain  leave  to  attend  to  his  duties  as 
member  of  such  Council  ? 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R^ 
Holdemess)  said,  that  the  Government 
had  no  business  to  interfere  with  Boards 
of  Directors  or  Local  Bodies,  but  they  had 
power  to  interfere  with  their  serrants, 
and  if  these  Boards  liked  to  elect  Civil 
servants,  all  that  was  said  to  the  servants 
was,  "Very  well,  within  your  office 
hours  you  shall  not  go."  That  was  a 
rule  of  universal  application  which  ought 
to  be  followed. 

^Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) said,  he  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  and  the  Government  would 
stand  firm  as  rocks  after  the  mischievous 
views  which  had  been  enunciated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland,  who 
seemed  to  imply  that  any  servant  in  the 
dockyard  was  apparently  to  leave  the 
yard  when  he  pleased. 

Mr.  storey  :  No,  no. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  Well,  he  says  that 
he  objects  that  they  have  to  go  cap  in 
hand  to  the  head  of  the  department. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  What  I  said  was  that 
he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  become  a  can- 
didate the  same  as  any  other  citizen  ; 
that  he  ought  to  be  elected  the  same  as 
any  other  person,  and  that  there  should 
be  no  preliminary  going  to  the  official 
superior  and  saying,  *'  Please  can  I  be- 
come a  candidate  ?  "  We  may  trust  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  people  that  they 
will  not  elect  a  man  who  cannot  attend, 
and  the  question  will,  therefore,  never 
arise. 

•Admiral  FIELD  thought  the  hon. 
Member  objected  to  having  to  ask  per- 
mission to  leave  the  dockyards.  He 
(Admiral  Field)  took  a  strong  view  as  to 
the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service ;  and 
the  efficiency  of  these  District  Boards 
and  Parish  Councils,  in  his  mind,  was  not 
worth  the  snap  of  the  fingers  compared 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service, 
He  hopeil  the  Government  would    not 
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yield  to  Radioml  preMure  and  give  anj 
pririlege  to  dockyard  servants,  or  to  any 
other  officials  of  the  Crown.  The 
efficiency  of  the  dockyards  and  the  proper 
bnilding  and  repairing  of  ships  should 
be  the  only  consideration  which  should 
guide  the  officers  in  regulating  the  leave 
of  absence  in  the  dockyards.  If  there 
was  any  feeling  amongst  hon.  Members 
that  dockyard  men  were  to  have  special 
favours  extended  to  them  to  attend 
Parish  Councils  or  District  Councils,  he, 
for  one,  was  utterly  opposed  to  it.  For 
his  part,  he  thought  the  dockyard  men 
were  better  off  these  Boards  alto- 
gether so  as  to  have  their  evenings  to 
themselves,  and  so  that  they  might  be 
able  to  properly  do  th^  work  for  which 
they  were  paid  by  the  Crown. 

•Sir  F.  8.  POWELL,  as  representing 
an  industrial  district,  desired  to  make  a 
few  observations  upon  the  Home  Office 
Vote.  He  felt  he  should  only  be  doing 
his  duty  if  he  were  to  direct  attention  to 
a  change  in  the  staff  of  the  Home  Office. 
The  Permanent  Secretary  of  that  Office, 
after  many  years*  service,  had  retired  into 
private  life  to  enjoy  a  well-earned  pen- 
sion, and  it  was  only  right  that  some 
Member  of  the  House  should  express 
his  sense  of  the  public  service  this  gen- 
tleman had  rendered  duriug  many  years. 
As  regarded  the  Reports  of  the  Factory 
Inspectors,  upon  which  his  few  remarks 
would  be  made,  it  was  gratifying  to  be 
able  to  recognise  improvements  from  the 
first  page  to  the  last.  Many  evils  which 
caused  anxiety  in  previous  years  had 
been  removed,  and  others  were  being 
removed,  or  were  in  the  course  of  being 
gradually  diminished,  and,  they  hoped,  in 
a  few  years  would  disappear  from  those 
calamitous  conditions  which  formed  the 
just  complaints  of  sanitarians,  and  were 
equally  regretted  by  all  friends  of  the 
labouring  classes.  Many  years  ago  dis- 
cussions were  raised  in  the  House  as  to 
the  injurious  effects  on  the  workpeople 
of  the  manufacture  of  lucifer  matches. 
The  trade  appeared  to  be  a  simple  one,  but 
it  was  also  a  dangerous  one,  and  great  loss 
of  life  arose  in  former  days  from  the  con- 
ditions under  which  this  manufacture 
was  carried  on.  He  was  glad  to  see  in 
the  recent  Report  of  the  Chief  Factory 
Inspectorthatthe  disease  then  complained 
of  appeared  to  be  now  almost  entirely 
non-existent.  In  the  same  Report 
some    lemarks    were    made    as   to  the 


conditions  of  safety  in  the  quarries. 
He  desired  to  know  if  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
carry  through  the  House  the  Quarries 
Bill  which  had  come  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords.  That  was  legislation 
of  considerable  importance,  and  was 
exciting  great  interest  amongst  those  en- 
gaged in  coal  mines,  because  they  desired 
to  know  how  far  their  industry  would  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  legislation  with 
regard  to  quarries.  He  was  glad  to 
find  emphatic  mention  made  in  the  Re- 
port as  to  the  flax  and  linen  manufac- 
ture. He  had  had  the  privilege  of 
visiting  the  factories  in  Belfast  as  well 
as  in  Lancashire,  and  there  was  no  doubt 
the  sanitary  condition  in  Ireland  was 
much  less  satisfactory  than  that  of  the 
Lancashire  workshops.  The  subject,  he 
was  pleased  to  see,  was  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  Home  Office,  and  he 
hoped  the  condition  of  those  who 
laboured  in  the  flax  and  linen  factories 
of  Ireland  might  be  greatly  improved. 
He  should  like  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  such  detail  as  he 
should  be  able  to  supply  to  the  Commit- 
tee what  had  been  done  as  to  the  Report 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  on  dan- 
gerous trades  ?  How  far  were  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Departmental 
Committee  being  carried  into  effect  ?  He 
certainly  felt  himself,  on  an  examination 
of  the  Report,  that  there  was  a  certain 
degree  of  ambiguity  as  to  which  recom- 
mendations had  been  carried  out,  and 
which  not.  He  hoped  the  Home  Secre- 
tary would  be  able  to  give  them  some 
information  on  this  subject.  In  the  Fac- 
tory Inspectors^  Reports  there  was  an 
omission  which  he  regretted.  He  had 
had  the  honour  of  serving  on  two  Com- 
mittees as  regarded  the  hours  of  labour 
in  shops,  and  he  expected  to  find  under 
the  heading  in  the  Report  of  ''Shop 
Hours  '*  a  full  and  explicit  statement  on 
the  subject.  There  were,  however,  only 
one  or  two  passages  on  the  subject. 
He  desired  to  know  how  far  the  condition 
of  workers  in  shops  had  been  improved 
by  legislation.  If  no  improvement  had 
been  made  in  the  condition  of  things 
then  he  thought  the  time  had  come,  not 
for  hon.  Members  to  bring  forward  their 
own  Bills,  but  for  the  Government  to 
take  the  matter  in  hand  and  vigorously 
pass  through  a  measure  for  effecting 
those   changes    in   the    law    which,    in 
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that  case,  were  certainly  esseDtial. 
Though  he  had  occasion  to  regret  the 
omission  to  which  he  had  referred,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  these  Re- 
ports were  somewhat  discursive,  for  they 
contained  ohservations  of  a  general 
character  which  threw  no  light  on  the 
condition  of  factories.  Again,  he  also 
found  that  the  Inspectors  in  their  Re- 
ports, after  describing  certain  evils  which 
they  wished  to  remedy,  mentioned  the 
names  of  firms  which  made  certain 
machines  which  would  remedy  these 
evils.  He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  it  was 
a  wise  thing  that  a  Government  Inspec- 
tor in  an  official  document  should  name 
a  particular  firm.  He  was  sure  it  had 
been  done  with  the  best  of  motives,  but 
he  thought  that  such  a  system,  if 
continued,  might  lead  the  Inspectors  into 
temptation,  and  in  that  way  the  authority 
and  impartiality  of  the  Report  might  be 
greatly  impaired.  He  was  much  in- 
terested in  reading  the  Reports  of  the 
women  Inspectors,  which  contained 
valuable  matter  and  showed  sympathy 
on  the  part  of  the  gentler  sex  towards 
their  sisters  employed  in  the  works, 
which  commanded  their  admiration. 
There  was  one  remark  made  by  one  of 
the  women  Inspectors  which  somewhat 
surprised  him,  iiud  that  was  a  complaint 
which  was  made  as  to  the  infrinorement 
of  the  Truck  Acts.  He  would  be  glad 
to  know  whether  the  Home  Secretary  con- 
sidered  that  the  Truck  Acts  were  now  being 
infringed  or  not.  Another  evil  to  which 
the  women  Inspectors  called  attention  was 
the  practice  of  attaching  the  bed-rooms  of 
the  workpeople  to  the  work-room,  by  means 
of  which  arrangement  the  limitation  of 
hours  prescribed  by  the  Act  was  obeyed  in 
the  work-room  but  evaded  by  the  people 
being  engau^ed  in  the  bed-rooms.  That 
was  a  scandalous  infraction  of  the  Act. 
The  statement  as  to  the  attachment  of 
bed-rooms  for  collusion  and  evasion  of 
the  Act  applied  not  only  to  work-rooms 
but  to  shops.  Such  a  system  amounted 
to  an  entire  and  complete  violation  of  the 
Act.  He  saw  one  statement  in  a  Report 
that  women  were  worked  on  Saturday 
even  so  late  as  1 1  o'clock  at  night.  The 
excessive  hours  took  place  not  in  the 
work-room,  which  was  under  inspection, 
but  in  the  bed -room,  which  was  not  so 
far  regulated  and  under  control.  He 
should  like  to  know  how  far  the  Sanitary 
Authorities    were     carrying    out     their 

Sir  F.  S.  Powell 


duties.  Under  an  Act  passed  by  the  late 
Government  certain  fanctions  were  dele- 
gated to  the  Sanitary  Authorities.  The 
Reports  on  this  topic  were  anything  bat 
of  an  encouraging  nature,  for  it  was 
stated,  again  and  again,  that  the  Local 
Authorities  were  not  doing  their 
duty.  That  was  a  serious  matter. 
When  the  Act  was  passed  in  1891  he 
felt  doubts  as  to  whether  the  In- 
spectors under  the  Local  Authorities 
would  discharge  their  duties  with  satis- 
faction. He  was  afraid  his  doubts  had 
been  realised.  He  would  say  nothing 
about  the  administration  of  Acts  relating 
to  mines  beyond  this,  that  he  had  made 
inquiries  of  masters  and  men  in  his  own 
district,  which  was  a  mining  district,  and 
was  glad  to  say  that  no  complaints  had 
been  made.  There  were  signs  of  the 
beginning  of  long-standing  peace  between 
employers  and  employed,  which  he  gladly 
welcomed.  As  the  result  of  his  observa- 
tions, extending  now  over  many  years,  he 
was  able  to  congratulate  the  country  upon 
the  progress  that  had  been  made  in  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  people  in 
their  homes  as  well  as  in  their  workshops 
and  factories.  This  satisfactory  state  of 
things  was  greatly  due  to  the  spread  of 
intelligence  amongst  the  people,  and  to 
their  becoming  keenly  alive  to  the  im- 
portance of  these  reforms.  He  hoped  the 
progress  that  had  been  made  would  be  con 
tinuous,  and  that  nothing  would  be  left  un- 
done in  that  direction  by  the  Home  Office. 
•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  should  be  the  last 
to  complain  of  the  remarks  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  I  am  very  glad,  indeed,  that 
the  hon.  Baronet — having  thought  this  a 
proper  occasion  for  discussing  these  mat- 
ters— should  have  adopted  an  attitude  so 
complimentary  to  the  administration  of 
the  Factory  Acts,  and  on  l>ehalf  of  those 
for  whom  1  urn  responsible  I  tender  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  my  acknowledgments 
for  the  appreciation  he  has  shown  of  the 
ability  and  energy  with  which  the  In- 
spectors are  going  their  work.  I  will 
deal  briefly  with  the  points  on  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  asked  for  information.  I 
earnestly  hope  the  House  will  treat 
HS  a  non  -  controversial  measure  the 
Bill  for  transferring  the  inspection  of 
quarries  to  the  Inspectors  of  Mines 
— a  change  in  the  law  the  necessity 
for  which   has   been   pressed   upon   me 
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by  the  Departmental  Committee. .  I  am 
satisfied  that  by  that  change,  coupled  with 
the  appointment  of  additional  Inspectors, 
a  number  of  serious  accidents  will  be 
prevented.  All  the  Reports  of  the  De« 
partmental  Commiltee  with  reference  to 
dangerous  trades  has  been  acted  upon ; 
and  under  the.special  powers  conferred  by 
the  Act  of  1891 1  have  made  special  Rules 
to  carry  out  many  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee.  In  the  case  of  the  lead 
trade  and  the  chemical  trade  the  Rules 
have  been  practically  agreed  to,  and  in 
the  case  of  the  pottery  trade  they  are 
on  the  verge  of  an  agreement  with- 
out arbitration.  The  case  of  quar- 
ries stands  over  for  the  transfer 
of  jurisdiction  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
I  am  quite  with  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to 
the  excessive  length  of  shop  hours  in 
large  towns.  A  Resolution  in  favour  of 
change  in  the  law  was  carried  unani- 
mously by  this  House,  and  I  shall  be 
only  too  glad  when  time  can  be  found  to 
make  the  necessary  alteration.  I  may 
point  out  that  the  administration  of  the 
existing  law  with  regard  to  work- 
shops is  by  no  means  carried  so 
far  as  it  ought  to  be  by  the  Local  Autho- 
rities; and  complaints  are  made  of  the 
supineness  with  which  the  Local  Autho- 
rities perform  the  duties  cast  upon  them 
by  the  Act  of  1891.  I  regret  to  say 
that  I  think  that  complaint  is  well 
founded  ;  and,  although  in  some  places 
there  are  enlightened  men  of  experience 
who  carry  out  the  law  with  efficiency 
and  determination,  in  too  many  places 
there  is  the  most  melancholy  remissness 
in  giving  effect  to  the  salutary  provisions 
of  the  existing  law.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  it  was  not  a  retrograde  step 
to  entrust  these  duties  to  Local  Autho- 
rities, and  not  to  keep  them  in  the  hands 
of  the  Central  Executive;  and  it  may 
be  that  we  dhall  have  to  retrace  our 
steps  and  take  away  from  Local  Autho- 
rities powers  which  they  do  not  seem 
anxious  to  use  efficiently.  The  Truck 
Acts,  I  regret  to  say,  are  exposed  to 
evasions  in  the  strictest  sense  of  the  word. 
A  learned  Judge  once  said  it  was  the 
aim  of  every  British  subject  to  evade 
the  law  if  he  could  do  it  with  success, 
and  that  this  was  a  reproach,  not  so 
much  against  the  persons  who  broke  the 
law,  as  against  the  Legislature  who 
passed  laws  which  could  be  so  easily 
evaded    without    being    broken.      The 


Truck  Acts  fell  within  the  category  of 
ineffective  laws  which  offer  loopholes 
and  ways  of  escape  that  are  taken 
advantage  of  by  an  unscrupulous  class  of 
employers  who  evade  the  law  without 
actually  breaking  it,  and  act  absolutely 
contrary  to  the  intentions  of  the  Legis- 
lature. I  am  afraid  that  in  this  respect 
we  cannot  attain  to  a  more  satisfactory 
state  of  things  without  considerably 
tightening  and  strengthening  our  legis- 
lative machinery.  As  to  the  alleged 
discursiveness  of  the  Inspectors^  Reports, 
I  admit  that  the  volume  is  more  bulky 
than  usual,  but  I  claim  that  its  contents 
are  more  valuable  than  previous  Reports, 
and  that  every  page  ai^brds  proofs  of  the 
efficiency  with  which  the  Inspectors  dis- 
charge their  duties.  I  should  be  sorry 
by  any  instructions  to  curtail  the  Reports 
of  the  Inspectors  and  to  deprive  the 
public  of  the  advantage  of  observations 
made  by  trained  and  skilled  experts  upon 
the  various  aspects  of  work.  I  consider 
the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  models  of 
what  such  Reports  ought  to  be,  and  hold 
that  an  occasional  excess  of  zeal  or  ex- 
uberance of  language  ought  to  be  looked 
upon  with  considerable  indulgence.  I 
am  glad  the  hon.  Baronet  recognises  the 
value  of  the  appointment  of  women 
Inspectors.  It  is  quite  true  that  in  many 
establishments  the  law  has  been  violated 
by  the  simple  expedient  of  transferring 
workwomen  to  their  bedrooms  at  the  time 
of  the  visit  of  the  Inspector.  It  was  im- 
possible for  the  male  Inspector  to  follow 
them  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the 
law  had  been  broken ;  but  lady  Inspectors 
are  able  to  pursue  their  inquiries  more 
closely,  and  the  result  has  been  the 
detection  of  a  number  of  cases  of  infrac- 
tion of  the  law.  I  have  added  two 
lady  Inspectors  this  year,  and  I  hope 
that  practices  which  have  not  been 
detected  in  the  past  will  prevail  no 
longer.  With  regard  to  the  mentioning 
of  names  of  firms  by  the  Inspectors  in 
their  Reports,  I  admit  that  it  is  a  matter 
that  should  be  treated  with  great  delicacy 
and  discretion,  and  I  will  look  into  it. 

Commander  BETHELL  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  move  a  reduction  in  the  Vote 
for  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  in  order  that  a  few  questions  of 
considerable  importance  might  be  raised. 
So  far  as  he  was  concerned  he  proposed 
to  confine  himself  entirely  to  the  question 
of  the  Anglo-Belgian  Treaty   and  the 
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conditiou  of  affairs  in  British  Uganda. 
It  would  be  absurd  to  pretend  that  there 
was  not  great  cause  for  anxiety  in  the 
events  that  were  now  occurring  in  Cen- 
tral Africa.  Everjone  familiar  with  our 
past  history  knew  full  well  that  great 
Continental  wars  had  arisen  over  the 
division  of  foreign  countries  amoogst  the 
European  Powers.  He  need  only  men- 
tion Canada  as  a  great  example.  And 
those  who  had  followed  the  course  of  the 
partition  of  Africa  in  the  last  few  years 
must  be  aware  that  there  was  g^ve 
danger  of  complicated  questions  arising 
when  European  Powers  were  dividing 
that  great  Continent  between  .  them,  and 
wedging  themselves,  side  by  side,  into 
its  territories  ;  and  that,  even  at  best  and 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances, 
the  greatest  care  must  be  taken  in  order 
to  avoid  any  crisis  occurring  which  would 
lead  to  a  repetition  of  the  great  wars  of 
the  past.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  our 
Foreign  Ministers  had  recognised  those 
dangers,  and  had  tried  to  avert  them  ; 
and  indeed  had,  so  far,  succeeded  in 
averting  them,  by  entering  into  Treaties 
and  arrangements  under  which  the  Euro- 
pean Powers  agreed  not  to  enter  ou  each 
other^B  spheres  of  action  in  Africa.  Since 
then,  however,  another  Treaty  was  made 
with  Belgium,which  was  called  the  Anglo- 
Belgian  Treaty,  and  which  also  affected 
Germany  and  France.  He  did  not  think 
that  anyone  would  pretend  that  in  the  ease 
of  Germany  the  Treaty  was  of  very 
great  importance.  But  it  was  none  the 
less  true  that  the  Foreign  Office,  made, 
in  regard  to  Germany,  a  sad  mess  of  it  in 
the  Treaty,  and  had  to  submit  to  a  snub  from 
Germany.  Germany  maintained  that  the 
Congo  Free  State  being  a  creation  of 
other  Powers  had  no  right  to  an  extension 
of  its  territory,  or  to  give  up  any  of  its 
territory  ;  but  obviously  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  Germany  to  use  that  argument 
when  at  the  creation  of  the  Congo  Free 
State,  all  the  Powers — with  the  excep- 
tion of  France — had  a  clause  in  their 
Treaties  with  the  Congo  Free  State 
which  seemed  to  recognise  the  right  of 
that  State  to  give  up  or  acquire  territory. 
With  regard  to  the  French  part  of  the 
Treaty,  he  would  not  say  much,  as 
negotiations  on  the  subject  were  now 
going  ou  between  this  country  and 
France ;  but  he*  desired  to  glauce 
rapidly  at  what  had  taken  place,  and 
to  submit  some  views  which  he  believed 
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were  held  by  a  great  many  people 
throughout  the  oountry.  By  certain 
Treaties,  which  he  need  not  mention 
specialty,  the  boundaries  of  the  Congo 
Free  State  were  fixed  by  4°  N.  and 
da>  E.  By  the'  Anglo -Belgim 
Treaty,  this  oountry  claimed  a  sphere  of 
influence  east  of  30^  £. ;  and  it-  wa« 
against  that  that  France  objected.  H^ 
thongbt  the  last  Government,  as  well  aa 
the  present  Government,  had  been 
singularly  wanting  in  their  appreciation 
of  events  that  had  taken  place  in  Central 
Africa  on  the  part  of  Belgium.  Before 
the  present  Grovernment  came  into  Office 
it  was  well-known  that  a  certain  Belgian 
officer  was  moving  his  troops  outside  the 
limits  of  the  Congo  Free  State,  and 
especially  in  parts  east  of  dO^*  E.,  claimed 
by  this  country  and  admitted  by  Grer- 
many.  Questions  were  asked  in  the 
House  about  those  proceedings ;  the 
Government  said  they  knew  nothing 
about  them ;  and  yet  it  was  those 
proceedings  which  had  led  to  the 
recent  difficulties  by  compelling  this 
country  to  enter  into  the  Anglo- 
Belgian  Treaty  in  respect  to 
those  districts  east  of  30^  E.  Franoe, 
as  he  had  said,  had  been  careful  to  avoid 
that  clause,  which  every  other  Power  in- 
serted in  its  Treaty  with  the  Congo  Free 
State — namely,  the  clause  which  seemed 
to  recognise  the  right  of  the  Free  State 
to  give  up  or  acquire  territory  ;  and  he 
presumed  it  was  because  of  the  absence 
of  that  clause  that  France  now  claimed  a 
right  to  object  to  the  Congo  Free  State 
acting  outside  the  boundaries  that  had 
been  solemnly  laid  down.  Thirty  ^  E 
was,  roughly  speaking,  the  boundary  of 
the  Valley  of  the  Nile,  and  to  the  Valley 
of  the  Nile  we  had  a  right  from  considera- 
tion of,  if  not  of  discovery,  at  least,  of 
investigation  and  exploration,  and,  above 
all,  from  political  cousidemtions.  Those 
considerations  could  not  be  overlooked, 
and  ought  not  to  be  overlooked  ;  and  he 
could  not  believe  that  the  Foreign  Office 
would  be  so  unwise  as  to  admit  that 
there  could  be  any  question  of  any  other 
country  having  any  claim,  as  compared 
with  the  claim  of  this  couutry,  to  the 
Valley  of  the  Nile.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  Foreign  Office  would,  under  any 
circumstances,  yield  up  our  claim  to  the 
watershed  of  the  Nile,  though  he  con- 
fessed he  felt  some  little  anxiety  on  the 
point  owing  to   the  events   which  had 
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reoeully  takea  place.  He  was  uertAiu 
ihat  auy  such  action  on  tlie  part  of  the 
Foreign  Office  would  be  received  with 
great  indiguatiDu  in  this  couotrj,  and 
wonld  reaiilt  in  grave  injury  to  this 
Koaatry.  He,  Ihererore,  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  think  once  and  think 
twico  before  they  yielded  one  inch  upon 
this  profoundly  important  question.  He 
WM  not  one  of  tlioae  who  had  any 
JMtousy,  speaking  generally,  of  tlie 
oociipatioa  of  Africa  by  France,  or  Ger- 
many, or  any  other  couuiry,  for  he  re- 
oognised  the  great  work  of  civilisation  in 
which  they  were  all  engaged.  But  i< 
WM  the  fact  that  France  at  the  present 
EDomeut  bad  n  larger  territory  tlian  any 
other  country  in  Africa  ;  and  it 
fact,  too,  that  during  the  last  few  years 
Fmnoe  had  been  allowed  to  shut  iu  o 
colonies  of  Gambia,  &nd  partially  at. 
Sierm  Leone  nnd  the  Gold  Coast,  by  the 
ocouprition  of  several  IIinlerland»  ' 
West.  Those  wore  great  coucetisi 
the  views  and  wishes  of  France  ;  and  he 
thonght  we  might  reasonably  expect  some 
concession  in  return  for  what  had  been 
(lone.  It  was  only  this  very  year  that 
Germany  —  apparently  without  any 
Opposition  from  us — had  mnile  over  ti 
France  rights obtniued from  us  overterri 
tories  east  of  Lake  Tchad  and  Olibanghi 
River.  He  considered  that  the  line  ought 
to  be  drawn  in  the  Valley  of  the  Nile. 
He  would  conclude  with  a  few  words  in 
regard  to  the  British  East  Africa  Com- 
pnny.  He  was  not  an  admirer,  and  had 
n«Ter  been  a  supporter  of  Chartered 
Companies.  Whenever  he  had  spoken 
of  them  in  the  House,  he  had  always 
said  that  lie  thonght  that  in  principle 
they  were  a  mistake,  aa  the  buaincss 
tbey  transacted  ought  to  be  undertaken 
by  the  Imperial  Government.  But 
whether  he  liked  Chartered  Companies 
OP  not,  he  must  recognise  their  existence, 
and  be  might  in  individual  cases  say 
whether  bethought  they  had  been  justly 
treated  or  not.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that  in  his  opinion  the  British  East 
Africa  Company  had  been  treated  most 
flhabbily  by  the  late  Government,  and 
most  scurvily  by  the  present  Government. 
He  thought  that,  if  possible,  in  this 
respect  the  Government  now  in  power 
bad  been  the  wotst  oiTender.  Ho  would 
only  present  the  salient  features  of  the 
the  Committee,  leaving  the  hon. 
iber  for  Liverpool  (Mr,  Lawrence), 


)  who  was 
subject,  ti 

Compaoy  was  urged  by  Lord  Salisbury 
in  1S88  to  advance  to  Uganda,  in  order 
to  save  that  country  from  the  grasp  of 
the  Germaus.  That  was  notorious.  Iu 
the  East  Africa  Company,  in  order  to 
meet  the  expenses  of  government, aeon- 
cession  of  about  400  miles  of  territory 
along  the  coast  was  made  by  the  Sultau 
of  Zanzibar,  A  certain  rental  was  to  be 
paid  to  the  Sultan,  and  in  return  the 
East  Africa  Company  were  allowed  to 
collect  the  dues  along  the  coast.  That 
took  place  in  18S8.  In  1890  the  Go- 
vernment declared  n  protectorate  over 
this  territory,  and  recommended  the 
Sultan  to  withdraw  his  territories  from 
the  operation  of  the  free  zone  declared 
by  the  Berlin  Conference,  the  result  being 
that  the  Company,  acting  aa  leaseholders 
under  the  Suilan,  were  there  to  obtain 
money  on  goods  coming  into  their  terri- 
tory, and  thus  were  able  topay  their  rents. 
Iu  1892,  however,  years  later,  wo  substan- 
tially declared  a  protectorate  over 
Uganda,  and  at  the  same  time,  id  order 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  admin  is tratioui 
advised  the  Sultan  to  place  his  territory 
inside  the  free  zone.  The  result  was 
that  goods  for  Uganda,  being  in  transit, 
paid  no  dues,  and  the  Company  were  left 
in  the  position  of  losing  their  revenue 
while  they  had  still  to  pay  rent.  There 
never  was  a  more  questionable  prooeed- 
iug  than  this. 

Slit  E.  GEEl"  said  the  company  were 
in  possession  of  the  Hinterland  when 
this  change  took  place,  and  therefore 
no  question  of  free  transit  could  arise, 

CoMMANPER  BETHELL  said,  all  the 
world  knew  that  long  liefnre  we  took 
over  the  protectorate  certain  responsibili- 
Ith  Uganda  were 
assumed  by  this  couutry.  Surely  this 
was  a  transaction  for  which  this  country 
should  blush. 

Sir  E.  grey  :  No.  Whatever  wat 
done  was  done  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  Company. 

CoMMAKDBK  BETHELL  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  whatever  was  done  look 
place  nnder  the  blushee  of  his  hou. 
Friend  below  him,  but  the  iion.  Baronet 
opposite  had  had  a  couple  of  years  to  put 
't  straight.  There  was  in  the  Charter  a 
ilause  declaring  that  disputes  arising  be- 
tween the  Sultan  and  the  Company 
should  be  referred  to  the  Foreign  Secre- 
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tarj  for  decision,  and  the  Company  had, 
since  last  October,  been  begging  Lord 
Rosebery  to  act  as  arbitrator  in  accord- 
ance with  that  clause*  but  they  eonld 
get  no  answer  wliatever.  Meanwhile 
the  Company  had  to  go  on  paying  the 
rent  to  the  Sultan  and  get  nothing  in 
return.  Surely  that  was  unjust.  He 
thought  he  had  said  enough  to  show  hon. 
Gentlemen,  whose  attention  had  not 
hitherto  been  drawn  to  this  matter,  that 
there  never  was  a  more  questionable  pro- 
ceeding than  this,  and  he  urged  that  for 
the  sake  of  the  credit  of  l^is  country 
justice  ought  to  be  dealt  out  to  the  Com- 
pany. He  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  for 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
by  the  sum  of  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  (Class  2,  Vote  5),  of  iB  7,000, 
lor  the  Foreign  Office,  be  -reduced  by  £100,  in 
respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State." 
-^Commander  Bet  hell.') 

•Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 

cromby)  said,  that  after  the  very  able 

and  lucid  speech  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 

Friend   he   thought   he   need   say    very 

little  on  behalf  of  the  Company  who  was 
grievously  suffering  in  the  bunds  of  the 
British  Government.  He  had  not  been 
fully  acquainted  with  all  the  facts 
until  recently,  but  since  he  had  be- 
come acquainted  with  them  he  had 
been  surprised  that  any  Department  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  have 
dealt  such  very  hard  justice  to  those 
subjects  of  the  Crown  who  had  done  so 
much  at  such  great  cost  to  extend  the 
interests  of  England  in  the  heart  of 
Africa.  A  distinct  breach  of  a  written 
contract  by  the  Government,  through  the 
medium  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  had 
been  the  cause  of  the  gravest  loss,  and 
the  Government  had  up  to  the  present 
time  refused  to  submit  the  matter 
to  arbitration.  Such  interminable  de- 
lays had  taken  place  in  the  Com- 
pany's negotiations  with  the  Foreign 
Office  that  the  interests  of  the  Company 
had  been  grievously  prejudiced.  They 
were  neither  able  to  go  forward  nor  to 
go  back,  and  it  seemed  almost  as  if  the 
Foreign  Office  by  these  delays  desired  so 
to  reduce  the  resources  of  the  Company 
that  they  might  come  in  and  buy  it,  as 
they  thought,  "  lock,  stock,  and  barrel," 
for  a  very  small  figure.  They  claimed 
to  have  a  real  grievance,  inasmuch  as 
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there  had  heed  an  entire  omission  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  carry  out  an 
unwritten  agreement,  but  one  fully  recog- 
nised by  all  parties  at  the  time — ^namely, 
that  by   which   foreigners    and .  British 
subjects  should  bear  some  share  of  the 
government  which  they  enjoyed  in  the 
territories  of    the  British   East  Africa 
Company.    It  was   never  contemplated 
that  the  Company  should  come  into  ex- 
istence and  should  not  be  able  to  raise 
taxes  to  set  up  that  administration  which 
it  was  bound  to  set  up.     The  Company 
in  their  original  Charter  only  undertook 
to  administer  justice  over  subjects  of  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar,and  it  was  contemplated 
that  when  they  had  been  given  power  of 
taxation  over  British  and  foreign  subjecta 
within  their  territory  that  they  would  be 
permitted  to  raise  money  by  such  means 
to  create  a  judicial  system  to  suit  them. 
But  that  had  not  been  the  case,  yet  they 
were  charged  with  having  neglected,  out 
of  their  own  capital  and  resources,  to  set 
on  foot  a  High  Court  and  all  the  para- 
phernalia of  justice.     They  were  asked^ 
most  unjustly,  to  surrender  their  Conces- 
sion territory  without  regard  being  had  to 
their  Chartered  territory,  which  was  just 
like  compelling  a  private  person  who  owned 
a  frontage  to  part  with  that  frontage  with- 
out regard  to  the  property  in  the  back- 
ground.  He  thought  that  in  view  of  these 
facts  the  Company  had  ample  ground  for 
complaint;     and      since    Committee     of 
Supply   had   been  made  an  opportunity 
for   ventilating   grievances,   he   did   not 
think  a  single  case  more  deserving  the 
attention  of  Parliament  had  been  brought 
forward   than    that   of    this    Chartered 
Company.     He  understood  the  Govern- 
ment affirmed  that  thei  Company  had  done 
nothing  whatever  in  the  chartered  terri- 
tory, and  that  therefore  it  had  no  rights. 
The   reply   to   that  was  that  they  had 
spent  largely  of  their  means  in  opening 
up  Uganda,  and  in  sending  out  exploring 
parties  into    the  country  beyond.      But 
for  the  action  of  the  Company  in  making 
its; way  under  great  difficulties  to  Uganda 
four  years  ago,  the  whole  of  that  district 
would  now  belong  to  the  Germans.    Was 
it  nothing  that  they  had  rescued  for  the 
English  Crown  that  enormous   tract  of 
country,  having  a  frontage  of  200  miles 
to  the  sea  ?     As  an  Indication  of  what 
the  Company  had  done  in  opening  up 
the  country  and  makling  good  roads,  he 
might  mention   that    whereas,  in  1888^ 
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tiie  eomitiy  was  so  unsettled  that  the 
Companj  had  to  send  a  party  of  500 
armed  porters  to  condact  five  white  men 
throQgh  the  eoantrj,  within  the  last 
24  boars  it  was  reported  that  someone 
had  eome  from  Hengo  in  the  heart 
of  the  countrj  in  the  shortest  time  on 
record,  and  with  only  50  porters,  par- 
tially armed.  This  fact  showed  that 
the  work  of  the  Company  had  not  heen 
altogether  in  vain,  and  he  thought  that 
ordinary  fairness  would  have  required 
the  Government  to  have  given 
more  kindly  consideration  to  the 
claims  of  the  Company.  Recent  inci- 
dents had  caused  great  heartburning 
among  those  who  had  given  so  nobly  and 
those  who  had  worked  so  hard  in  ther 
interests  of  the  country  as  well  as  of  the 
Company,  and  so  perfectly  convinced 
were  they  of  the  justice  of  their  case  that 
they  were  willing  to  submit  it  to  any 
body  of  business  men  who  were  concerned 
in  protecting  the  interests  of  the  Empire. 
He  believed  they  would  have  got  more 
justice  from  arbitrators  than  they  had 
received  from  the  Grovemment  up  to  the 
present.  Money  had  been  subscribed  in 
many  cases  from  philanthropic  motives, 
and  in  others  from  the  desire  of  national 
expansion,  and  it  was  really  too  bad  at 
this  end  of  the  century  that  gentlemen 
who  had  acted  either  from  motives  of 
philanthropy  or  of  national  expansion 
should  be  treated  as  adventurers.  He 
was  not  defending  the  principle  of 
Chartered  Companies ;  indeed,  if  he 
followed  closely  the  wishes  of  his  con- 
stituents, he  would  condemn  it ;  but 
these  Companies  had  been  called  into 
existence  under  political  exigencies,  and 
they  were  entitled  to  justice;  and  he 
aobmitted  that  if  the  Foreign  Office  was 
unable  to  take  a  fair  and  unbiased  view 
of  the  question,  they  ought  to  submit  it 
to  the  arbitration  either  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  or  to  scmie  other 
competent  tribunal.  At  any  rate,  let 
them  treat  others  as  they  would  them- 
selves like  to  be  treated. 

*  Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
boome)  said,  they  were  not  there  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  Chartered 
Companies,  but  to  worry  the  Govern- 
ment into  doing  its  best  in  the  interest  of 
this  eodntry.  He  was  heartily  sick  of 
reading  the  Reports  and  printed  matter 
sopplied  to  him  bearing  upon  this  sub- 
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ject,  because  he  was  ashamed  and  dis- 
gusted with  the  manner  in   which  thd 
Government  had  treated  this  Company. 
What  would  havd  been  the  position  of 
England  in  East  Africa  but  for  their 
energy    and  enterprise  ?     The  country 
owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  Company 
for  their  services    to   Britiish   interests. 
Some    hon.    Friends     beside    him    had 
spoken  in  terms  of  disapproval  of  the 
work  of  the  Chartered  Companies,  and 
had  seemed  to  be  unmindful  of  the  fact 
that  the  great  East  India  Company  had 
secured  to    this    country  the    brightest 
jewel  in  the  British  Crown.     But,  as  he 
had  said  before,  they  were  not  there  to 
discuss    whether   Chartered   Companies 
were  good  or  bad  in  themselves,  but  they 
were  placed  face  to  face  with  a  condition 
of  things  at  which  the  country,  if  it  were 
aware  of  the  circumstances,  would,  he 
was   sure,   be   indignant.      Here  was  a 
Company  which  had  been  employed  by 
the  British  Government  at  various  times 
to  do  their  own  Imperial  work,  because 
they  had  not  the  courage  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  provide  them  with  the  means 
necessary  for  doing  it  themselves.     The 
Company  who  had  pulled  the  chestnuts 
out  of  the  fire  for  the  Groverument  were 
now  left  without  adequate  compensation 
for  the  work  they  had  done.     He   called 
it     downright      legalised     confiscation. 
["  No,  no  I  "]     The  hon.  Member  who 
said  "  No  '*  could  not  have  studied  the 
question  in  all  its  bearings.      He  could 
not    have    read     Sir     Gerald    PortaPs 
Report.     The  action  of  the  Government 
had      been     legalised    robbery.       The 
Company    was    in     the    hands    of    the 
Government,   and    it    was    useless    for 
them  to  put  up  the  Sultan'^of  Zanzibar, 
and  the  Berlin  Conference,  and  such  like 
nonsense.     The  Company   paid  a  large 
sum  to  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  for  the 
right  to  levy  Customs  and  dues  ;  they 
had  been  deprived  of  that  right  without 
compensation  ;  and  what  could  that  be 
called  but  robbery  ?    Under  their  Charter 
they  had  power  to  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister  or  Foreign  Secretary  to   arbi- 
trate  

An  hon.  Member  :  Under  what  Act  ? 

Admiral  FIELD  said,  he  was 
speaking  of  a  clause  in  their  Charter.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  try  to  understand 
the  point  perhaps  he  would  not  interrupt. 
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1313  Supply— Cirtt  Strpieei, 
Lord  Salisbury,  in  a  DespaUili  to  tbe 
BritiEli  CouBiil  Gfloer&l,  L&il  i>m<l  tlint  iio 
meaauree  sLoulilbe  decided  upon  affectiug 
that  portiou  of  the  Sultan's  territory 
admini«t«red  by  ihe  Company  witliout 
pravioiis  consulMtiou  with  tiie  Compaoy, 
ftod  tb&t  failure  on  the  Snltao'e  part  to 
pbserve  that  conditioa  aliould  lay  him 
open  to  a  clmrge  for  coiiipensatioa. 
Well,  tbe  confiscution  of  which  he 
complained  waa  effected  without  coo- 
HultiDg  the  Compauy  or  giviDg  them  an 
opporluuiiy  of  pleading  their  case, 
although,  when  compeosntion  was 
claimed,  the  British  Gorarnmeut  snid 
the  claim  was  not  entitled  lo 
consideration.  The  Company  asked  for 
arbitration,  and  was  denied  a  hearing. 
UU  contention  waa  tliat  the  Government 
were  tnisteee  for  the  nation,  and  mnsr  do 
the  right  thing  in  this  matter.  They  had 
been  told  on  high  legal  authority  thai 
if  the  Sultan  waa  not  a  Sovereign — if 
he  was  amenable  Ju  respect  )o  olairas 
made  upon  him  in  this  country — un- 
doubtedly he  would  be  liable  to  meet  a 
claim  for  compeusiation,  and  if  the  Com- 
pany's claim  was  founded  on  legal 
grounds  he  said  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  very  much  to  blame  if  it 
looked  at  it  with  averted  eye.  He  kuew 
it  was  tbe  faabion  to  abuse  these  Com- 
panies, bat  what  did  Sir  Gerald  Portal 
say  ?     In  his  admirable  Keport  he  said — 

"  1  venture  to  eiprew  mj  strong  opinion  thnt 
it  is  now  desirable,  in  the  lnf*reil«  of  British 
comineroe  and  of  tbe  whole  of  East  Afrii^,  f  rum 
the  Inilian  Ocean  to  tbe  Nile  Basin,  that  some 
amngcmeat  should  be  arrived  at,  without 
farther  ilelsy,  hj  which  the  Imperial  Britith 
Esat  Africa  Company  shall  Fcase  to  exist  aa  n 
politienl  or  aitministrative  boilf ,  cither  in  the 
interior  or:  within  iho  limits  of  tlie  Saltan's 
territory." 
Then  be  went  on  to  aay — 

■■As  pioneers,  tbe  Companj'*  officers  liave 
i]one  good  work,  and  have  erestly  increaNeil  uiir 
knowledge  of  Eoit  Africa,  and  there  can  be  no 
donbt  that  a  gtcat  deal  of  money  hia  been  spent 
in  tbe  hope  of  opening  up  the  countrjr  to 
civillmtioti,  and.  nt  the  tMioe  tima,  of  intro- 
ducing a  profitable  trade.  In  fact,  to  tbe 
fonnder*  oi  the  Compaoy  belongs  (be  sole 
ocedit  of  the  acquisition,  for  the  bencSi  nf 
British  commerce,  of  this  great  potential  luorkot 
for  British  gnods." 

Further  on   again,    -Sir    Gerald    Portal 
said — 

"As   rejarils  the   withilramtj   ....  of  Ihe 
Bojat  Charier  ....  there  would,  I   imngi 
bu  but  little  d  fflculty,  espcc'all;  uiioe  tbe  '^ 
Admiral  Field 


{COUPONS} 


^^  EaiimatcM. 


>wn  accord,  ^iroctlcally 
.  b;  raliQ<)uiBblng  {W^h 


pany  have  now.ot  the! 

resigned  their  rights ,    -      ■  -  ,. 

connection  with  the  interior  elsewhere  t^Ka 
tbe  two  small  posts  above  mentiond  j  bat 
surrendering  their  conceasiona  olilalMd' 
various  times  from  the  Sultan  of  ZnniJhM, 
Company  would  be  fairly  entitle.1  to  tec 
from  tbe  Sultan  ndequate  coDipcnsation 
such  actual  improvements  us  they  may 
mode  within  the  territories  of  the  Sultaoatj 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal^ 
He  (Admiral  Field)   enlcrod  bis  protest 
against  the  policy    of  injustice  and  rob- 
bery which  might  be  popular  elsewhere, 
was  not  popular  at   all  events  iipou 
side  of  the   House.      His  sympathy 
i  with  justice,  and  ho  ouly  rose  to  say 
that  a  wrong  bad  been  done  where  tbe 
nation  demanded    ibat   right  should   be 

IR  E.  GREY  Haid,  that  although  in 
tbe  course  of  the  discussion  very  large 
queslious  had  been  raised,  ho  thought  it 
was  only  necessary  for  the  aatisfactioo  ol 
tlie  Committee  tlial  he  sboidd  deal  with 
the  important  points  raised.  The  liret 
was  the  present  Agreement  with  the 
Sovereign  of  the  Congo  Siato ;  and 
though  the  bon.  Memlx-r  who  called 
attention  to  the  subject  certainly  gRve 
expression  to  some  very  strong  criticisms 
as  to  what  had  l)een  done,  ho  gladly  re- 
cognised from  his  tone  and  manner  that 
they  were  dictated  entirely  by  his  interest 
in  tlie  subject  and  not  by  any  animus  or 
desire  to  iujureaiiylxMly  concerned.  Tbe 
criticisms  of  the  hou.  Gentleman,  into 
which  he  could  not  fallow  him  far.  were 
divided  into  two  parts — first  of  all,  the 
criticism  of  that  part  of  the  Treaty  which 
especiully  concerned  tbe  German  Govern- 
ment :  and  he  admitted  that,  if  they  had 
been  at  all  nwure  of  ihe  importance 
which  tbe  German  Government  atiached 
lo  that  particular  part  of  ihe  Treaty,  it 
would  not  have  been  inserted.  The 
moment  it  waa  found  iho  German  Go* 
vernment  attached  importance  to  it  Her 
Majesty's  Government  felt  it  would  be 
only  in  accordance  with  a  proper  sense 
of  what  was  due  ta  the  dilferent  Powers 
concerned  that  part  of  the  Treaty — of  o 


great  importance  ti 


,  but  considered  U) 


be  of  greot  importance  to  tbe  Germau 
Government — should  be  withdraw u.  As 
regarded  the  other  and  larger  questions 
raised  by  the  hoii.  and  gallant  Member 
(Commander  Bethell),  he  had  only  to 
say  that  ihey  were  at  present  forira^ 
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JBrt  o(  tiie  diBcuB»iou  wbicU  was  taking 
Iftlace    with    the     Frenuh    Government, 
B«tiJ  (vhioh  litul  Doi  reacheit  a  stage  at 
^-whicli    it    was     poasilrlo    to     make     a 
'  Btatement     lo     the     House.       Aa      re- 
garded   the    IidhI    part     of     the     hon. 
Jfember'fl  remarks  aH   lo  the  importanee 
to  Great  Britaiu  of  this  sphere  of  iiiflii- 
ever  ginee  the  pre8eiit  Goveriimeiit 
r  iuto  Oflice,  they  had    never  Hhown 
fftny  hesitation  in  claimiu^   a  poeitinn   in 
l.tkat  sphere  of  influence.       So  there  whm 
I  .no  reason  to  doubt  tliat  they  haJ  a  proper 
ff^KQse  of  importance  of  the  step  tukeu  by 
Xord  Salisbury.       No\f,  he  CHine  to  the 
more  controverHial  ({ueBtiQii  of  the  K^Ht 
[Africa  Company.       Though  ho  differed 
t  irom  the  remarks  of   hoo.  Member's  op- 
^  posite,  he  had    &o  desire  lo  spend  time 
'  I   whittling  down  miy  of  the  work  the 
Company  had  done.       He  did  not  want 
to  ilispurage  their  work  or  retlotit  on  their 
conduct,  or  attempt  in  any  way  tJ»e  ilis- 
itgreeahle  task  of  nuikin;;  whatever  they 
had   doue  appear    to  t>e  les»<  than  ihey 
would  represent  it  to  be.       At  the  same 
time,  he  conld  not  agree  with  all  tlial 
bod  keen  said  on  beliaUot'  the  Company. 
It  hail  been  said  tliat  the  Company,  in 
oooupying  this  part  of  East  Africa,  iu- 
H.cliiding   Uganda,  went   thereat  the  in- 
ft«tigation  of  Lord  Salisbury.  LonI  Salis- 
ftburj  recognised  the  enterprise  displayed 
Kby  the  foDitdere  of  the  Company  to  be  of 
B^reat  Imperial  lienefit,  but  the  present 
a'rnment  hail  noreconl  tliat  theCom- 
y  went  to  East  At'riea  at  the  sugges* 
[  tioii    of  anyone    but    themselves.       Sir 

■  William  Mackinnou,  the  leading  spirit  of 
tile  East  Africa  Company,  was  a  man  of 
great  enterprise  and  large  ideas,  and  it 
did  not  seem  probable  that  he  required 
instigation  from  outside  to  induce  him  to 
eutertaiu  the  operations  which  the  Com- 
pany undertook. 

CoMMA-VDER  BETIIELL  :  I  have  an 
b  excerpt  from  Sir  C.  Euan- Smith  on  tlie 

■  Bubject. 

SiK  E.  GREV  said,  he  would  now  pass 
1^  the  ijuestion  of  free  transits  and  to  the 
IpAtion  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  in  ac- 
voepting   the   free   zone  provisions.     He 

■  did  uot  say  the  Company  was  a  parly  to 
Itliia,  but  that  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  in 

Jutting  his  dominions  under  that  system. 
Id  it  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Com- 
iny,  who  did  not  then  contemplate  the 
'  a  that  had  ensued  since,     Although 


be  ba<l  uot  the  dates  hy  him,  ho  thought 
hoit.  Members  would  tiud  there  was  an 
interval  between  the  time  that  the 
dominions  of  the  Sultan  nf  Zanzibar 
were  put  under  the  free  zone  ayglem> 
and  the  Company  were  aware  of  it,  and 
the  lirst  protest  ou  the  subject.  The 
fact  WHS  the  action  which  made  the  free 
transit  provisions  apply  to  the  dominion? 
of  the  Company  was  the  action  of  the 
Company  themselves  when  they  with- 
drew within  the  lO-mile  limit. 

•Mk.  LAWRENCE  said,  it  was  a 
matter  of  history,  he  believed,  the 
Company  over  and  over  again  batl 
reiterated  to  the  Foreign  OSice  that  they 
were  going  to  retire  from  Uganda  long 
before  the  question  of  extending  the  free 
eone  system  was  even  hinted  at  by  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  the  fact  that  the  free 
zone  eystem  was  not  immediately  resisted 
in  tiio  determined  way  it  ought  to  have 
been  was  because  it  was  supposed  that 
underlying  that  tentative  proposal,  con- 
tained in  a  letter  of  April  2^,  1K92,  there 
was  to  be  a  <]uid  pro  quo — namely,  thai 
power  of  taxation  was  to  bo  conferreil, 
by  which  the  Company  might  be  re(.-ou{>e<l 
in  case  of  the  free  zone  system  being 
extended. 

Sir  E.  grey  replied  that  ho  was 
glad  to  have  an  admission  that  at  any 
rate  the  protest  against  placing  the 
dominions  of  the  Company  under  the  frer 
zone  did  not  follow  the  Company's  know- 
ledge of  Ibe  act  taking  plitce. 

Mit.  LAWRENCE  said,  the  whole 
Note  showed  that  the  Foreign  OIBce  wais 
conducting  negotiations  for  extending 
the  frceEone<|uite  bebiud  the  hackof  thiv 
Company.  Aud  wlieu  at  least  tliere  wa^ 
some  t^uggeetiou  that  the  Government 
would  extend  the  free  zone  system  there 
was  some  idea  that  the  Company  was  to 
be  met  hy  a  compensating  ailvantage 
which  would  ueutraliKe  the  material  dis- 
advantage that  had  occurred. 

•Sir  E.  grey  said,  undoubtedly  there 
might  have  been  a  hope  that  certain  ad- 
vantages would  accrue  which  bad  uot 
accrued  when  the  territories  were  placed 
under  the  free  zone.  liut  it  was  not 
only  the  Government  that  hoped  for 
those  bonelits  ;  but  the  Company  also  nl 
the  time  tbongbt  it  hod  some  interest  in 
those  territories  being  placed  under  the 
freesone.  As  to  compensation  to  the 
Company,  there  seemed  no  doubt  that  the 
3  K  2 
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Compan J  would  be  glad  to  retire  from  the 
whole  field  oi  its  operations — bodi  from 
the  IQ-mile  limit,  and  the  chartered  teni- 
tOTj  behind  it — ^provided  adequate  com- 
pensation were  offiBred.  As  regarded  the 
10-mile  limit  and  the  special  concessions 
under  which  it  was  held  from  the  Sultan 
of  Zanzibar,  the  reason  the  Government 
did  not  interfere  in  the  differences  between 
the  Sultan  and  the  Compan j  was  simplj 
because  it  was  understood  that  both 
the  Sultan  and  the  Company  would 
be  willing  to  treat  for  the  termination 
of  the  whole  of  the  concession ;  and 
the  difference  between  them  would  be  one 
of  terms.  What  had  delayed  an  arrange- 
ment being  come  to  ?  It  was,  of  course, 
the  fact  that  the  Company^s  interests 
were  not  limited  only  to  the  concession 
of  the  10-mile  limit,  but  there  was  the 
amount  of  work  the  Company  had  done  in 
the  country  behind.  Sir  G.  Portal's  Report 
had  been  quoted  as  to  the  amount  of 
work  the  Company  had  done.  In  that 
Report  Sir  G.  Portal  gave  his  opinion 
that,  iu  the  Imperial  interest,  the  Com- 
pany ought  to  cease  to  exist  as  a  po- 
litical and  administrative  body,  and  that, 
looking  at  the  present  position  of  the 
Company,  there  should  be  little  difficulty 
as  regarded  the  termination  of  the 
Charter  which  it  at  present  held.  That 
led  up  to  the  point  of  view  the  Govern- 
ment held  now.  If  there  was  to  be  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  this  portion  of 
East  Africa  it  would  be  necessary  a 
settlement  should  be  made  with  the 
Company.  Two  different  authorities 
could  not  exist  in  different  parts  of  the 
country,  one  part  being  administered 
directly  from  the  Foreign  Office,  another 
by  the  Company,  and  another  by  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar.  The  Company 
must  be  settled  with,  and  the  whole 
cause  of  the  delay  had  been  the  terms  on 
which  the  settlement  should  be  made. 
The  difficulty  was  not  one  of  principle, 
but  of  terms.  The  Government 
had  never  denied  that  the  Company 
was  entitled  to  compensation  for  the 
value  of  work  done.  When  the 
Government  came  into  Office  they  found 
themselves  confronted  with  the  question 
of  what  the  future  of  this  country  was 
to  be.  Supposing  they  had  decided  that 
it  would  be  in  the  Imperial  interest  to 
withdraw  from  Uganda  altogether,  surely 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  could  not  then 

Sir  E,  Grey 


have  maintained  that  compensation  would 
have  been  due  to  the  Company  for  the 
work  they  had  done.  Until  it  was 
decided  whether  and  under  what  condi- 
tions the  territory  was  to  be  held,  it  was 
of  course  impossible  to  consider  the 
question  whether  any  compensation  was 
due  to  the  Company  at  all.  That  question 
had  been  decided  in  favour  of  retaining 
the  country,  and  the  only  point  now  to 
be  settled  was  that  of  the  amount  of  the 
compensation  to  be  paid.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Company  had 
made  a  very  modest  claim.  Modesty  was 
a  matter  of  opinion,  and  it  was  on  the 
question  of  the  modesty  of  the  Com- 
pany's claim  that  the  delay  had  arisen. 
In  estimating  the  amount  of  the  compen- 
sation, the  Government  had  two  things 
to  consider.  The  first  was  how  much  the 
Company  had  spent,  and  the  second  was 
how  much  what  the  Company  had  spent 
was  worth  as  far  as  Imperial  interests 
were  concerned.  It  had  also  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  supposing  the  Company  had 
remained  in  that  part  of  East  Africa,  and 
had  found  that  the  commercial  develop- 
ment of  the  country  was  so  rapid  as  to 
repay  them  for  the  money  they  had  spent, 
undoubtedly  the  whole  of  the  profits 
would  have  gone  into  their  own  pockets. 
When  they  agreed  to  occupy  that  part 
of  Africa  they  had  before  them  the  pro- 
spect of  getting  the  whole  of  the  profits 
of  the  commercial  development  of  the 
country  for  their  own  shareholders,  and 
they  must  take  some  responsibility  for 
the  loss  that  had  occurred  through  the 
commercial  development  of  the  country 
not  having  been  so  inexpensive  or  rapid 
as  they  might  have  expected  at  first. 
Having  had  the  whole  prospect  of  the 
profits,  it  was  only  natural  that  they 
should  bear  some  share  of  the  loss  which 
they  said  had  occurred.  All  this  had  to 
be  taken  into  account  in  estimating  the 
amount  of  compensation  to  be  awarded. 
If  the  Company  had  withdrawn 
from  Africa  under  pressure  of  the 
Government,  it  would  have  stood 
on  a  very  different  footing,  but 
they  had  withdrawn  entirely  on  their 
own  account,  and  sin3e  they  withdrew 
the  Imperial  Government  had  had  to 
find  a  great  deal  of  money  in  respect  of 
the  country  withdrawn  from,  and  it  was 
quite  uncertain  how  soon  that  public 
money   would    be  recovered.      He   had 
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always  admitted  in  the  House  of  Com- 
moDB  that  after  all  that  bad  happened, 
and  after  Sir  Gerald  Portal's  Report  had 
been  reoeived  as  to  the  position  of  affairs 
as  the  Company  left  them,  no  Govern- 
ment, except  at  the  expense  of  it«  own 
self-respect,  would  have  withdrawn  from 
the  country.  He  did  not  wish  to  deny 
that  compensation  should  be  given  to  the 
Company  for  the  value  of  the  work  they 
had  done,  but  such  compensation  would  not 
have  to  be  estimated  by  the  total  amount 
of  the  money  they  had  spent,  and  the 
delay  had  beeu  due  to  the  difference  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  Company 
as  to  what  the  amount  of  compensation 
should  be. 

•Mb.  J.  W.  LO  WTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  said,  he  desired  to  make  a  few 
observations  with  regard  to  the  principal 
points  that  had  come  under  discussion  on 
the  Foreign   Office    Vote.     He  did  not 
wish  for  a  moment  to  say  anything  which 
would  commit  him  or  those  with  whom 
he  acted  to   any   definite  opinion  with 
r^ard  to  their  position  in  relation  to  the 
Government  of  France  and  the  protest 
they  had  made  with  respect  to  that  Treaty. 
They  had  no  materials  at  present  before 
them  upon  which  they  could  found  any 
opinion  that  would    be    worth    giving. 
With  regard  to  the  interests  of  Germany 
and   the    manner   in   which   they   were 
affected  under  the  Treaty,  he  could  not 
help    reiterating  the   view  already   ex- 
pressed, and  to  which  he  did  not  think 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  E.  Grey)  opposite 
had  given  a  sufficient  answer — namely, 
that  it  was  a  great  pity,  considering  our 
friendly    relations    with   Germany,    not 
only  in  Africa  but  all  over  the  globe, 
that  what  was  being  done  was  not  notified 
to  Germany  before  a  definite  Treaty  was 
made.     He  was  fully  of  opinion  that  if 
Germany  had  been  consulted  in  this  matter 
the  difficulties  which  bad  cropped  up  would 
never  have  occurred  ;  that  Great  Britain 
would  have  been  able  to  make  her  position 
perfectly  clear  to  the  German  Government, 
and  tliat  in  this  respect  she  would  have 
been  in  a  very  much  stronger  position  for 
meeting  any  objections  or  claims  which 
the  French    Government    might    make 
than  was  the  case  now  when  the  whole  of 
the    Article    by    which    Germany   was 
affected  under  the  Treaty  had  had  to  be 
thrown  overboard.     As  long  ago  as  the 
Ist  oi  July,  1890,  Germany  recognised  in  J 


the  Treaty  with  Groat  Britain  the  British 
claim  to  include  the  Nile  Basin  within  her 
sphere  of  influence.      Therefore,  for  the 
last  four  years  our  claim,   whatever   it 
might  be  worth,  to  that  particular  dis- 
trict had  been  before  the  world.     The 
French  claim,  as  far  as  it  existed  at  all, 
had  never  been  made  public.     It  might 
have  rested  within  the  bosoms  of  succes- 
sive Foreign   Secretaries  who   had  pre- 
sided at  the  Quai  d^Orsay,    but  it  had 
never  been  laid  before  the  other  European 
Powers,  or  certainly  had  never  been  re- 
cognised by  any  of   them.     As   to   the 
position  of  the  British  East  Africa  Com- 
pany,   he    wished    to  associate  himself 
entirely  with  what  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  E.  Grey)  with 
regard  to  the  encouragement  which  was 
alleged  to  have  been  given  by   the  late 
Government    of    Her    Majesty    to    Sir 
William  Mackinnon  and  the  British  East 
Africa  Company.     He  did  not  deny  for  a 
moment   that   Lord    Salisbury    and    the 
late    Government    looked  with   a   very 
favourable  eye  indeed  upon  the  forward 
movement    of    that    Company,    but   he 
thought  that  if  the   Company   had  ever 
had  anything  definite  to  go  upon  to  show 
chat  they  had  ever  been  encouraged  or 
urged    to    go  to  Uganda  the  document 
would  have  been  made  public  long  before 
now.     As   to   the   action  taken  by   the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar  in  reference  to  the 
Berlin    Act,    that   action  was   taken  in 
August,  1892,  just  l)efore  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election.     He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
reason      for      that      action     was     that 
Her    Majesty^s     Government    did     not 
see  their    way    to    pay  Transit  Duties 
upon    stores    which    it    was     probable 
that   they   would   have   to   send   up   to 
Uganda  in  order  to  occupy  it.     No  doubt 
this  was  why  Her  Majesty ^s  Government 
invited  the  Sultan  of   Zanzibar  to  bring 
bis    territories   within   the   free    transit 
zone.     There  could  l>e  no  doubt  that  that 
action    on    the   part   of  the    Sultuu   of 
Zanzibar,  or,  to   speak   frankly,  on   the 
part   of  Her    Majesty's  Government  at 
home — because,  of  course,  it   was  they 
who  pulled  the  wires — ilid  very  materially 
modify    the   agreement    which    existed 
between  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  and  the 
Imperial  British  East  Africa  Company. 
Of  course,  it  was  difficult  to  say  what 
£x>rd  Salisbury's  Government  would  have 
done  under  a  certain  set  of  circumstances 


U27      Supplf^CkM  Services^    {COMMONS}  ^^Ewiimaie$.  13» 


which  did  not  oecar  dariog  the  time  thej 
held  Office,  bat  ho  oonld  hardlj  conoeive 
tliat  they  woald'have  rejected  any  claim 
made  by  the  Company  to  have  the  case 
reconsidered  when  they  conld  show  that 
they  had  been  injuriously  affected  by  the 
alteration  made.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  they  had  been  injuriously  affected 
by  it.  They  had  lost  the  whole  of  the 
Transit  Dues,  both  import  and  export, 
which  np  to  August,  1892,  they  were 
enabled  to  levy,  and  upon  which  the 
amount  of  the  rent  paid  by  them  was 
Imsed.  The  arrangement  made  between 
-the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  and  the  Company 
in  1888  was  that  the  gross  receipts  by 
the  Company  for  Import  and  Export  Dues 
during  that  particular  year  should  be 
taken  as  an  average,  and  that  the  rent 
which  tbe  Company  were  to  pay  for  their 
concession  was  to  be  based  on  the  amounts 
received  during  that  particular  year.  If 
Her  Majesty ^s  Government  took  away 
the  greater  part  of  the  fabric  on  which  the 
contract  was  based,  surely,  even  if  the 
Government  had  not  a  moral  claim  they 
had  a  legal  claim  to  have  their  position 
reconsidered,  more  especially  when  they 
remembered  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  Foreign  Office  was  practically  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar.  He  did  not  thiuk 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  E.  Grey)  had  given 
sufficient    answer  to  the  case  of  the 
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Company,  who  were  year  by  year  com- 
I)elled  to  go  on  paying  u  heavy  rent  to 
the  Sultan  out  of  funds  wiiich  they 
did  not  receive — that  was  to  say,  out 
of  their  own  capital.  Whilst  he  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther)  did  not  put  the  case  as 
strongly  as  his  hon.  aud  gallant  Friend 
(Commander  Bethel  1),  or  as  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  below  the  Gangway, 
who  had  useil  some  very  strong 
and  nautical  phrases  with  regard  to  it, 
he  thought  that  the  Government  might 
very  fairly  arrive  at  some  arrangement 
Avith  the  Company  with  regard  to  that 
part  of  their  claim,  especially  when  it 
was  remembered  that  the  Government 
had  in  their  hands  at  the  present 
moment  the  sum  of  £200,000  belonging 
nominally  to  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  and 
forming  a  fund  by  means  of  which 
arrangements  might  possibly  be  arrived  at 
between  the  Company  and  the  Sultan.  He 
should  like,  in  conclusion,  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
extraordinary  anomalous  position  in  which 

Mr,  J,  W,  Lowther 


they  found  th^mselvet  in  EMt  «41rica. 
They  had  a  Protectorate  of  an  island  with 
a  l()-mil6  strip  of  territory  along  the 
mainland  ;  then  they  had  another  Pro- 
tectorate further  north  held  under  a 
different  tenure ;  then  they  had  the 
Hinterland  administered  by  the  Char- 
tered Company,  and  finally  hung  up  in 
the  air,  three  months^  distance  from  the 
base,  they  had  the  newly-formed  Pro- 
tectorate of  Uganda.  He  fully  agreed 
with  the  views  which  were  held  by  Sir 
Gerald  Portal  that  the  whole  of  this 
portion  of  East  Africa  should  be  ad- 
ministered together,  and  directly  by 
Great  Britain,  and  he  was  afraid  that  as 
long  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
not  make  up  their  minds  to  grasp  the 
question  as  a  whole,  and  to  treat  it  as 
a  whole,  they  were  simply  piling  up  for 
themselves  day  by  day  great  difficulties 
and  ceaseless  intricacies,  and  preparing 
for  the  future  a  crisis  which  might  be- 
come very  acute,  and  which  might 
lead  to  some  of  the  disasters  which  hie 
hon.  and  gallant  J^riend  (Commander 
Bothell)  had  pointed  out. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  should  interpose  but  for  a  few 
minutes  between  this  foreign  topic  and 
another  foreign  topic  of  equal  interest, 
which  he  believed  waste  be  subsequently 
brought  forward.  Having  been  obliged, 
owing  to  his  conuecttion  with  a  great 
Missionary  Society,  to  which  everybody 
owed  so  much  in  East  Africa,  to  study 
this  part  of  the  African  Continent,  and 
beini^  entirelv  unconnected  with  the 
British  Imperial  East  Africa  Company, 
he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
question.  He  felt  he  could  do  so  with 
entire  impartiality,  aud  from  a 
national  aud  patriotic  point  of  view. 
He  did  not  agree  with  what  had  fallen 
fi-om  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Holderness  Division  re- 
garding the  merits  of  Chartered  Com- 
panies. Of  course,  if  the  work  done  by 
these  Companies  could  be  done  imme- 
diately by  the  nation  it  would  be  well,  but 
they  knew  that  in  the  political  and  social 
circumstances  of  the  country  it  was 
natural  that  the  (Tovernmeut  should  be 
somewhat  reluctant  to  enter  directly  upon 
these  enterprises,  which  might  in  the 
future  so  largely  affect  o\ir  national 
interests.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  if  there  had  been  no  East  India  Com- 
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psnjr  there  would   bave  beeu  uo 

Indian  Empire,  and  that  if  there  had 
I  been  no  South  Africa  Company  there 
I  would  have  been  uo  Britinh  domiiiiona  * 

Ma tnbet eland  and    Maahooaiauil  ;    ai 

oerUinly,  if    there    bad    been    no   East 

Africa  Company  Germany  would  by 
Ihls  time  hare  been  masters  of  the  whole 

of  the  territory  to  the  wosi  of  the  great 

African  Lakes,    Under  the  eiroum stances, 

they  ought  to  be  thankful  that  this  great 

Compauy  hud  existed,  and  ought  to  look 

on  its  condition  now  with  a  most  friendly 

eye.     Ho  did  not  want  to  make  much  of 

what  had  been  said  us  to  the  late  Go- 

Ternmeut  having  instigated  the  Company 

to  proceed  to   Uganda.     If  it  did  so  it 

would  redound  to  its  crodit ;  at  any  rate, 

be  ahonld    be   the   last    to    apply    any 

opprobriouB  epithets    tu  a   Government 

for  which    he   had  the    most  profonnd 

admiration,    especially    regarding    their 

African   ]>olicy.     It   inimt    be   admitted 

thftt  the  Inle  Government  was  not  behind- 
hand iti  its  national  duty  of  giving 
itkoouragement  to  this  Company,     It  was 

the  dnty  of  the  Govemniont  to  give  that 

^noouragemeut,  and  that  enconrBgemeot 

was    rendered,   as  was  amply  shown  by 

Ibe    Papers,     As  early  as  1890  Sir  C. 

Euan    Smith  had    written    to    Sir    W. 

UcKinnon  recommending  the  Despatch 

of  a  thoroughly  equipped  enpedition  tc 

Uganda,  and  in  their  Despatches  the  Go- 

Terameut  had  used  such  phrases  as — 

0  more    favournble     opportunity   conli) 
(nr  the  Cou)|i>ny  to  enter  Into  omiuable 
ittons  «illi  tlau  King," 


"It  U  onderstooil  thnl  the  principal  object 
Cbat  the  East  Alrica  Compaof  has  in  view  is 
to  Becuie  a  permanent  Interest  in  Uennila,  and 
steps  have  been  token  for  that  object  bf  tbe 
deapatch  of  a  caravan.'' 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  reasonable 
ftod  proper  encouragement  was  given  by 
the  late  GoTemment  to  the  Company  to 
proceed  to  Uganda,  Lord  fSaiisbury,  in 
fact)  hod  writteu — 

.  "  It  would  be  unieawnabte  tbat  Her  Majeslj'n 

"vernMont  should,  b.v   tlirusKng'  the   whute 

ponirilHlity  on  the  stionlders  of  private  in- 

idual^  chum  u>  be  lelicveil  from  all  reaponsi- 


6  did  not  mean  t 

imply  that  the  late 

OTernmeut  hud  co 

nraiited  itself  in  any 

[■reasonable  maunc 

r.      It  did  no  more 

uui  Us  duty,  and 

no  less.     The  Com- 

I3S} 

pany  was  to  pay  ft  certain  rent  to  the 
Sultan  of  Zausibar  in  consideration  of 
being  allowed  to  collect  duties  within  a 
certain  zoue,  ami  when  that  zone  waa 
declared  free  and  no  dues  oouldbecil- 
lectod,  no  remission  wa^  made  iu  the 
rent.  He  desired  to  press  upon  the  Go- 
vernment to  settle  the  matter  quickly, 
because  the  Compauy  was  placed  at  a 
disadvantage  and  did  not  know  what  to 
do,  and  it  was  seriously  apprehensive  re- 
garding delay.  For  the  sake  of  Im- 
perial inleresls  and  of  justice  to  the 
Company,  let  them  be  quick  in  aettling 
the  matter.  Now  that  the  qnestion  of 
Ugauda  had  been  so  beneficially  settled 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  could 
they  not  go  a  step  further  and  bring 
matters  with  the  Com|>any  to  a  ju^t  con- 
clusion ?  The  Company  should  no 
longer  bo  required  to  go  on  paying 
revenue  to  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  for 
beneliis  no  longer  receivable.  Though 
no  one  held  the  serviues  of  Sir  Gerald 
Portal  in  admiration  more  than  he  did, 
he  hardly  thought  that  Sir  Gerald  suffi- 
itly  considered  the  part  which  the 
Company  hod  to  play  iu  that  part  of  the 
world,  and  it  never  seemed  to  have 
occurred  to  Sir  Gerald's  mind  that  if 
there  had  been  no  Company  there  would 
have  been  uo  Uganda  question  for  this 
country  to  argue  about.  The  Govern- 
ment were,  it  seemed,  lialting  at  tbia 
moment  between  two  opinions.  There 
was  no  middle  emirse  for  them  to  pursue, 
Eilher  tliey  must  be  prepured  to  assume 
a  virtual  Protectorate  over  the  whole 
itinterland  from  Mombasa  to  the  Great  ■ 
Lakes,  or  the  Company  must  hava  -J 
fiuBucial  means  ut  its  disposal  to  enable  I 
it  to  do  its  duty.  How  could  that  be  ^ 
done  ?  In  the  lirst  place,  he  understood 
that  the  Company  had  no  real  taxing 
powers.  They  could  not  tax  British 
subjects  or  other  European  subjects  with- 
out Bome  positive  sanction  from  the 
Government,  and  he  believed 
thut  could  not  he  done  uuless  the  Go* 
prepared  to  give  tbat 
power  by  Order  in  Council,  or  by  such  J 
other  Order  as  they  might  choostti.l 
They  must  otherwise  make  it  a  Crowa  f 
Colony,  and  if  they  make  i 
Crown  Colony,  of  course,  it 
virtually  u  Protectorate.  Que 
the  Snancial  means  he  was  advocating  I 
was  tbat  the  Compauy  should  have  thv  ] 
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power  of  taKBtion^  which  thej  had  not* 
now.  The  people  who-  enjoyed  protec- 
teotion  would,  no  doubt,  be  willing  to 
accept  taxation.  There  was  another 
point  which  was  well  worth  consideration. 
The  revenue  at  present  raised,  or  which 
could  be  raised,  at  the  principal  ports  did 
not  benefit  the  Companj,  but  went,  as  he 
understood,  to  Zansibar,  which  was  now 
being  virtnallj  administered  by  the 
Foreign  Office.  The  Sultan  was,  at  all 
events,  but  the  shadow  of  a  King.  The 
islands  of  Zanzibar  and  Pemba  ought,  he 
contended,  to  live  on  their  own  taxes, 
and  ought  not  to  look  to  other  ports  up 
the  coast.  The  taxes  collected  from  the 
ports  on  the  coast  ought,  in  his  view,  to 
be  devoted  to  that  coast,  and  if  those 
taxes  were  receivable  bj  the  Company 
the  latter  would  have  means  to  go  on. 
If,  however,  this  course  was  not  con- 
sidered by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
be  desirable,  then  they  must  adopt  the 
other  course — follow  Sir  Gerald  Portal's 
advice,  assume  a  Protectorate  over  the 
coast  and  Hinterland^  and  incorporate 
the  territory  in  the  Zanzibar  Protectorate. 
In  this  event  the  Government  must  make 
proper  terms  with  the  Company,  which 
would,  he  supposed,  remain  as  a  com- 
mercial body,  and  might  in  that  condition 
still  do  an  immense  amount  of  good.  He 
submitted  that,  as  statesmen,  they  must 
adopt  one  line  or  the  other,  and  not  be 
the  means  of  retarding  the  development 
of  our  Empire  in  that  part  of  the  world, 
of  placing  the  Company  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage, and  of  lowering  us  in  the 
eyes  of  neighbouring  Powers.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  talk  about  the  spending  of  a  great 
deal  of  money.  He  himself  should  have 
thought  that  the  spending  of  a  few 
thousand  pounds  by  the  richest  Govern- 
ment in  the  world  would  have  been  a 
small  matter. 

Sir  E.  grey  said,  he  had  stated 
that  in  estimating  the  amount  of  com- 
pensation to  be  obtained  they  had  to 
remember  that  the  one  thing  certain  at 
present  in  regard  to  the  territory  was 
that  they  had  to  spend  a  certain  amount 
of  public  money  upon  it. 

SiK  R.  TEMPLE  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Baronet  used  the  words  "  much 
money."  It  was  only  a  passing  phrase, 
but  he  believed  he  was  correct  in  saying 
that  it  would  he  a  small  sum. 

S'r  R.  Temple 


•Sift'  £.  GR£Y  saidf  what  be  meant 
was  that  what  had  been  spent  was  a  gooil 
deal  if  it  was  eon^ideced  that  they  were 
being  asked  to  pay  the  Companj  in 
addition. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  said,  he  sincerely 
hoped  that  the  Government  realised  the 
extreme  importance  of  retaining  the 
entire  Valley  of  the  Nile,  from  its  sooroe 
onwards,  through  the  whole  sphere  of 
British  influence.  With  regard  to  the 
district  abandoned  in  deference  to  what 
they  had  deemed  to  be  the  just  remon- 
strance of  Germany,  was  he  correct  in 
understanding  that  we  still  had  the  right 
to  construct  telegraph  lines  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  Yes. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  if  there 
was  to  be  the  right  to  construct  telegraph 
lines  there  must  be  a  right  (^  main- 
tenance, and  that  would  necessitate  the 
construction  of  some  kind  of  road  and 
buildings  for  artificers,  supervisors,  and 
others.  So  long  as  they  maintained 
these  things  he  thought  British  influence 
would  not  have  suffered  any  great 
check. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  he  thought  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  reason  in  what  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  said  with 
regard  to  the  prospect  of  our  being  able 
to  maintain  this  line  of  communication 
along  the  Congo  border.  He  was  bound 
to  say  he  had  always  himself  thought 
we  had  been  rather  unduly  tender  to  the 
susceptibilities  of  Germany  in  the  diffi- 
culty which  had  been  raised.  He  could 
not  conceive  how  German  interests  could 
have  been  jeopardised  in  any  way  by  our 
right  of  passage  in  the  district  in  ques* 
tion  ;  but  as  difficulties  had  been 
raised  he  was  rather  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
it  would  not  have  been  worth  while 
jeopardising  our  friendly  relations  with 
German V  in  order  to  maintain  that  which 
he  thought,  after  all,  they  would  be  able 
to  secure.  The  real  fact  was  that,  as  far 
as  the  present  position  was  concerned, 
they  need  not  be  in  a  very  great  hurry 
about  this  particular  territory.  The  only 
portion  they  had  to  trouble  themselves 
about  was  the  160  to  180  miles  of  thickly- 
inhabited  country  on  the  border  of  the 
Congo  Free  State.  He  hoped  the  time 
was  not  far  distant  when  a  good  deal 
more  would  be  known  about  that  portion 
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of  the  Qoantiy*  At  present  it  was  in-' 
habited  bjr  a  tribe  who  would*  not  allow 
either  Grermans  or  any  other  white  men 
to  penetrate  into  the  distriot.  When 
hon*  Members  were  discussing  this  ques- 
tion of  distance,  and  the  construction  of 
a  raiiwajy  he  thought  it  was  advisable  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  there  was  a 
far  better  and  easier  and  more  rapid 
means  of  access  to  the  district  under 
consideration  through  the  medium  of 
steamers  on  the  Great  Lakes.  He  was 
anxious  in  dealing  with  these  questions 
that  thej  should  tcdke,  not  onlj  a  patriotic, 
but  a  broad  and  International  view.  He 
did  not  see  whj  thej  should  be  jealous  of 
the  Germans  or  French.  So  long  as 
their  destinies  were  bound  up  with  the 
maintenance  of  order  and  prosperity  in 
Egjpt  itself,  it  would  be  exceedingly 
undesirable  to  allow  the  control  of  any 
portion  of  the  Nile  Valley  to  slip  from 
their  grasp.  He  believed  that  in  the 
position  in  which  they  found  themselves, 
they  were  the  people  of  all  others  who 
could  best  promote,  and  ultimately  carry 
out  any  experiment  in  tiie  Nile  Valley. 
This  was  a  most  important  point  in  the 
great  scheme  which  Mr.  Rhodes  was  the 
first  to  elaborate  —  not  merely  a 
telegraph  line,  but'  a  through  rail- 
way route  from  the  Cape  to  Cairo. 
He  believed  that  that  was  bound  up  with 
their  work  in  Egypt,  and  therefore  he 
was  not  in  favour  of  withdrawing  one 
jot  of  their  claims  to  the  control  of  the 
Nile  Valley.  At  the  same  time,  that  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  come  to 
loggerheads  with  France,  Germany,  or 
Italy.  He  believed  that  by  a  policy  of 
conciliation  it  would  be  possible  to  de- 
velop the  prospects  of  all  the  nations 
interested  in  those  parts,  and  to  carry  for- 
ward civilisation  to  the  furthest  extent 
possible.  While  he  admired  and  appre- 
ciated the  value  of  what  Sir  Gerald 
Portal  had  done,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
mistake  for  them  to  accept  every  word  of 
his  Report  as  absolutely  correct,  or  to 
follow  it  in  every  particular.  When  Sir 
Gerald  spoke,  on  page  37  of  the  Report, 
about  the  route  via  the  Great  Lakes 
being  impossible,  he  consi(lere<l  they 
might  tairij  criticise  that  statement.  He 
held  that  that  route  would  not  be  so  im- 
possible as  Sir  Gerald  thought.  He 
asked,  the  Governmeut  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  not  worth  while  to  negotiate 


with  Grermany  for  an  easy  roate  through 
that  country's  territory  from  a  point  near 
the  north  comer  of  Lake  Tanganyika  to 
the  south-western  corner  of  the  Victoria 
Nyansa.  That  would  be  probably  160  or 
180  miles.  It  would,  he  contended,  be 
far  better  to  try  and  effect  some  arrange- 
ment of  this  kind.  He  was  anxious  to 
see  International  relations  developed  to 
the  fullest  extent  between  these  countries. 
If  they  took  the  route  up  from  Zambesi 
they  bad  the  Belgians  on  one  side,  the 
Germans  on  the  other,  and  the  Portu- 
guese lower  down,  and  themselves  follow- 
ing the  Portuguese.  The  best  pUin  would 
be  for  them  to  associate  themselves  with 
these  different  nations,  and  to  come  to 
some  arrangement  most  conducive  to  open- 
ing up  the  laud  and  for  the  develop- 
ment of  their  trade  and  commerce  along 
with  their  own.  These  Great  Lakes 
were  open  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
all  nations.  There  was  no  monopoly 
possible  to  any  one  Company,  or  party, 
or  country.  What  they  had  to  look  to 
was  the  development,  as  speedily  as 
possible,  of  steam  and  railway  communi- 
cation upon  these  magnificent  waterways 
which,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  a  more 
practical  and,  from  the  commercial 
aspect  of  the  question,  far  more  paying 
tlian  the  proposed  railway,  through  an 
almost  impracticable  country,  from  Mom- 
basa to  Uganda.  As  to  the  rights  or 
wrongs,  or  the  desirability  of  exploiting 
a  new  country  through  the  agency  of  a 
Chartered  Company,  he  had  on  former 
occasions  expressed  his  opinion  in  this 
House  that  it  was  possible,  under  present 
circumstances,  to  avoid  doing  so.  But 
in  addition  to  the  particular  case  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  cited,  he  thought  they 
might  take  the  instance  of  the  East 
India  Company  and  other  cases  which 
had  been  quite  as  successful.  At  present, 
on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  they  had 
the  Niger  Company,  which  conducted 
the  administration  of  its  territories  with 
great  success.  Why  should  the  Niger 
Company  on  the  West  Coast  be  so  great 
a  success  and  the  Imperial  British  East 
Africa  Company  be  such  a  failure  ?  He 
was  not  at  all  sure  that  they  should  say 
the  British  East  Africa  Chartered  Com- 
pany had  failed  because  it  had  not 
received  the  same  free  hand  which  the 
Chartered  Company  in  the  South  and 
the  Niger  Company  had  received  ?  These 
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great  eDterprise  of  the  Chartared  Com. 
panj  in  South  Africa.  He  entirely 
shared  the  opinion  of  those  who  criti- 


irere:  not  the  only  Companies.  He  was 
rather  surprised  that  no  reference  had 
been  made  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany. Thd  Hudson's  Bay  Company  was 
a  commercial  Trading  Company,  just  as 
much  as  any  of  those  now  developing  the 
-Central  or  Southern  districts  of  Africa. 
Again,  the  Mozambique  Company  was 
ateadily  forging  ahead,  and  if  Companies 
iike  the  Mosambique  and  Niger  Com- 
pany in  Africa  had  been  enabled  to  do 
good  work,  to  become  paying  concerns, 
and  to  bring  into  cultivation  large  tracts 
t)f  country  from  which  this  country  had 
reaped  the  benefit — if  all  this  had  been 
done  elsewhere,  why  could  it  not  be  done 
with  equal  success  in  East  Africa  ?  It 
appeared  to  him  they  had  got  to  find  the 
-reason,  not  in  the  fact  that  the  East 
Africa  Company  had  been  badly  ad- 
ministered —  he  did  not  believe  it 
had — not  in  the  fact  that  it  was  a 
Chartered  Company,  but  in  what 
the  conditions  were  in  connection  with 
the  relations  between  the  East  Africa 
Company  and  the  Government,  or  the 
limitations  and  restrictions  imposed  upon 
them,  and  they  should  ask  whether  those 
conditions  might  not  be  an  explanation 
of  the  failure  which  everybody  regretted. 
If  he  were  askeil  for  a  reason  whv  the 
Chartered  Company  of  East  Africa  had 
not  succeeded  he  might  possibly  say.  in 
the  words  of  ouc  of  the  principal  repre- 
i<eutatives  of  the  Chartered  Company  in 
South  Africa,  that  it  was  because  they 
attempted  too  much  to  combine  philan- 
throphy  with  trading  success  and  were 
too  tender,  perhaps,  of  the  susceptibilities 
of  their  own  people  in  connection  with 
the  Slave  Trade.  That  view  might  be 
entirely  wrong,  but  he  had  heard  such  a 
criticism  passed  upon  them.  Whether 
that  were  so  or  not,  the  gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  of  the  British  East  Africa 
Company,  and  the  members  of  the  Com- 
pany themselves  might  perhaps  contrast 
with  a  feeling  of  bitterness  the  remark- 
able partiality  which  the  jMCsent  and  past 
Governments  of  this  countrv  had  alwavs 
bestowed  upon  the  Chartered  Company 
of  South  Africa  with  the  rather  stand-ott' 
attitude  they  seemed  to  have  adopted  to- 
wards the  East  Africa  Company.  He 
was  glad  to  think  that  the  Government 
of  this  countrj',  whether  Tory  or  Lil)eral, 
had  shown,  at  anv  rate,  a  friend Iv  desire 
to  support  to  the  best  of  their  power  the 
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cised — when  criticism  w»s  necessary— 
the  policy  of  the  Foreign  Office,  whoever 
was  the  head  of  it,  when  the  Foreign 
Office  had  not  made  up  its  mvad.  He 
had  been  in  correspondence  with  the 
Foreign  Office  in  relation  to  South 
African  matters,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  a  little  more  sagacity  in  dealing 
with  that  correspondence  on  the  part  of 
the  permanent  Government  officials  was 
highly  to  be  desired.  If  they  could  make 
up  their  minds  in  a  reasonably  short 
time  as  to  the  policy  to  be  pursued,  and 
boldly  carry  it  out,  he  was  sure  it  would, 
in  future,  save  them  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  he  had  much  the  same 
feelings  on  this  subject  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Eastbourne — though 
he  should  not  express  them  in  the  same 
forcible  language — and  he  would  appeal 
to  the  Under  Secretary  to  remember, 
when  this  question  was  settled,  as  he 
hoped  it  would  be  quickly,  that  some  of 
the  loss  that  had  been  incurred  to  the 
British  East  Africa  Company  was  due 
to  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  wished  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  Government  would  consent  to  pro- 
duce the  corre8j)ondence  between  the 
Company  and  the  Government  from 
January  1,  1890,  down  to  the  present 
time,  so  that  they  might  see  how  matters 
really  stood  ?  He  hoped  when  the 
claims  of  the  Company  were  taken  into 
consideration  it  would  be  borne  in  mind 
that  what  the  Company  had  done  would 
greatly  benefit  this  country,  and  that 
they  would,  therefore,  be  treated  on  a 
liberal  basis. 

Mk.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside)  remarked,  that  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  vote  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote,  because  if  anv  Minister  had  earned 
his  pay  it  was  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  But  he  desired  to  press 
one  or  two  considerations  upon  the  Go- 
vernment. He  wished  to  allude,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  the  necessitv  of  their 
being  the  first  in  the  field  if  a  railway 
were  to  be  made  ;  and,  if  that  were  con- 
templated, they  ought  to  begin  it  at  an 
earlier  date,  and   carry  out  the  recom- 
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meadfttioBi  of  Sir  Genld  Portal  hy 
Atmctinff  it  u  far  h  Kiknyo.  If  th»t 
tren  done  it  would  twoelit  their  own 
apbere  of  iDfiuence  and  rather  prejudie« 
Other  natEooB ;  wliitat  if  thej  allowed 
other  natioBB  to  ooDstrnct  a  railway  to 
the  UDtbere  extremity  of  theta  Lake\ 
they,  no  dbabt,  would  talce  away  tfab 
trado  from  the  British  sphere  of  influeaoe^ 
He  wished  to  refer  for  a  momeDt  to  the 
.admiDiatratioii  in  Zanslbar.  He  beltered 
the  syiteu  of  admiaistration  was  a  ridi- 
culous one,  uQeconomical  and  iDeflectDal. 
The  Sultan  of  ZaoEibar  had  an  English' 
toan  aa  Prime  Afinitter,  Sir  Ltoyd 
Matthew  ;  the  head  of  his  Army, 
General  Hatch,  wa«  another  English- 
man, and  they  bad  as  their  representa- 
tive and  responsible  to  their  own  Go- 
Terament  a  Consular  General.  Each 
these  three  Englishmen  had  his  ov 
staff,  and  each  spent  money  in  watching 
and  eontrotling  the  Sultan,  who  was  a 
mere  poppet  in  their  hands.  There  wa« 
no  law  of  snccession  to  the  Sultanate, 
and  the  British  GoTernment  selected  for 
the  office  the  weakest  man  they  could 
find,  who  would  be  a  tool  in  the  handi 
of  his  Ministers.  If  the  Sultanate  were 
abollsbed,  the  admiuistration  might  be 
economised  and  placed  in  the  hands  of 
one  Englishman,  who  might  have  abso- 
lute control.  There  were  official  ad- 
Tilers  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  who 
did  not  favour  this  step ;  but  tliere  were 
other  high  authorities  well  acquainted 
with  all  the  circumstanceB  of  administra- 
tion in  East  Africa  who  believed  it  was 
right  that  this  economy  should  be  effected 
and  the  Sultanate  abolished.  It  would 
.be  very  easy,  and  could  be  done  at  the 
amall  cost  of  a  pension  to  the  Sultan,  who 
had  no  hold  either  of  primogeniture  or  any 
otherclaim  on  the  Throne,  The  only  use 
of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  was  that  he  was 
It  sort  of  figure,  behind  whom  the  Under 
Seerolary  of  State  for  foreign  ASairs 
had  sheltered  himself  when  confronted 
with  qDestions  in  this  House.  He  would 
point  to  one  or  two  things  that  would 
reanlt  from  establishing  a  Crown  Colony 
at  Zaniibar  or  Mombkan  on  the  roast. 
It  would  be  a  valaable  batto  oF  operations 
in  the  event  of  tronble  in  that  part  of  the 
world ;  it  wonid  economise  at  least 
£10,000  a  year  in  tlie  expense  of  the 
atafTi  already  allnded  to  ;  and  it  would 
also  enable  their  own  Government  to  re- 


'  doOB  gi«atly  the  wrir  vesaela  they  maitt 
tained'lhen.  The  lilst  su^dtion  ^on* 
would,  he  estimated,  mean  an  eoononij 
of  about  £160,000  a  year.  .  la  addttiont 
it  wonld  he  posiibla  for  elaf«ry  to  he 
put  an  end  to  in  the  event  of  the  Snltao 
being  ■  abolished  and  a  Crown  colony 
eatabJisbed,  and  with  a  reduction  of 
slavery  they  should  no  longer  requii* 
so  many  ironolads  to  look  after  the 
snpprtasion  of  slavery  on  the  coaati 
If  slavery  was  abolished  in  the  Island  of 
Pember  and  in  Zanzibar  the  great  det 
mand  for  slavery  would  be  cut  off,  and 
the  same  necessity  for  maintaining  a 
large  station  would  bediminished.  Again, 
in  the  adminiatration  of  the  Customs,  re* 
form  was  needed.  They  were  at  present 
farmed  by  the  British  Eitst  Africa  Com- 
pany for  the  SullBD,  and  there  was  Kd 
economy  of  collection.  On  page  9  of 
the  Report  before  them,  Members  of  the 
Committee  would  see  the  following  re< 
commendation  by  the  Vice  Consulate  :— 

"  Another  refomi  urgeollj  nedleil  ia  the  pro- 
per odmiDlaCTation  of  the  CuitoniB  ol  the  iHland 
ot  Pamba,  wlicr«  there  exut«  at  the  preaent 
iDomenC  HdrainiBiraCiun  ui  name  oalj.aad  little 
or  no  control." 

Another  advantage  wouLiI  be  that  in- 
dividuala  who  at  preasut  escaped  taxa-* 
tion  would  have  to  pay  their  fair  share 
of  both  local  aud  Imperial  taxation. 
Under  the  administration  of  the  Sultan, 
and  by  the  Mahomedao  law,  any  indi- 
vidual who  had  any  right  whatsoever  to 
claim  any  citizenship  of  another  nation 
could  escape  the  burdens  of  taxation. 
Not  only  so,  but  he  could  enable  any 
slave  whom  he  omplayed  to  escape  any 
such  burdens,  the  result  being  that  a 
great  number  of  people  got  scot-free 
from  all  taxation  or  payments  to  the 
revenue  in  those  parts  uuder  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Sultan. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Sir  J. 
GoLuauiu)  reminded  the  hou.  Member 
that  the  administnitiou  of  Zanzibar  had 
uotliing  to  do  with  the  questiou  of  the  abo> 
lition  of  the  Sultanate,  and  the  establish- 
ment of  some  other  form  of  Government. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  thought  that  as 
Her  Majesty's  Governmout  were  respon- 
sible for  the  administration  it  would  not 
be  out  of  his  province  to  allude  to  one  or 
two  recommendations  whereby  money 
could  be  saved,  and  advantages  could  be 
secured  which  would  have  justified  the 
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Oovemment  in  taking  a  more  aoiive 
coone.  It  aeemed  to  him  the  Gorern- 
ment  had  allowed  things  to  drift  too 
much,  and  had  not  adopted  a  oourse 
which  coald  be  thoroughly  justified,  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  that,  if  he  could 
point  out  to  the  Committee  certain 
things  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
be  beneficial  to  their  country  as 
a  whole,  he  should  have  been  in  order  in 
doing  so.  By  the  adoption  of  such  an 
administration  as  he  had  suggested  the 
internecine  tribal  wars  which  existed 
inland,  to  the  great  detriment  of  the 
country,  would  besettled,  and  they  should 
be  able  to  perform  those  obligations 
they  entered  into  at  the  Brussels  Confer* 
ence. 

Commander  BETHELL  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

""Mr.  LAWRENCE  asked  for  some 
reply  to  the  question  which  had  been  put 
as  to  whether  there  would  be  a  further 
publication  of  Papers. 

""Sir  £.  GREY,  in  reply,  said,  he  did 
not  see  that  there  was  any  reason  for  the 
further  publication  of  Papers  with  regard 
to  East  Africa.  A  great  many  Papers 
had  been  published  lately,  and  the  posi- 
tion was  undoubtedly  still  one  of  transi- 
'tion,  so  that  the  time  had  not  arrived  for 
publishing  further  Papers.  With  regard 
to  what  he  had  said  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing about  the  question  between  the  Go- 
verumeut  and  the  East  Africa  Company, 
the  GovcrnmeDt  did  not  want  to  deal 
hardly  with  the  Company  ;  at  the  same 
time,  they  had  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers to  consider  as  to  the  fair  amount 
of  compensation  due  to  the  Company  for 
the  work  done  and  the  value  of  that  work 
at  the  present  time.  If  the  Company 
could  not  negotiate  on  those  lines  then 
the  Government  must  fall  back  on  the 
present  position  of  the  Company  under 
its  Charter,  having  regard  to  the  question 
whether  the  withdrawal  of  the  Company 
from  the  greater  part  of  the  territory  did 
Tiot  entitle  the  Government  to  revoke  the 
Charter  if  the  Government  desired  to 
exercise  the  right.  Sir  Gerald  Portal's 
opinion  was  that  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Company  had  practically  given  the  Go- 
vernment the  right  to  revoke  the  Charter 
if  they  chose  to  do  so.  He  had  no  further 
announcement  in  regard  to  the  railway  ; 
and  with  reference  to  the  question  of 
Zanzibar,  he  begged  to  say  that  he  had 
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never  sheltered  himself  behind  the  Sultan 
of  that  country,  who  had  taken  most 
enlightened  views ;  and  the  least  thing 
this  House  oonld  do  was  to  recognise  that 
fact.  He  had  not  sheltered  himself 
behind  the  Sultan  ;  all  he  had  said  was 
that  so  long  as  the  country  was  a  British 
Protectorate,  the  practice  of  Protectorates 
must  obtain,  and  so  long  as  it  was  a 
Mahomedan  Protectorate  it  must  be 
governed  according  to  Mahomedan  law* 
The  present  Government  had  added  one 
Protectorate  in  East  Africa  already,  and 
he  thought  it  was  going  a  little  too  fast 
to  propose  that  they  should  change  the 
Zansibar  Protectorate  into  a  British 
Crown  Colony. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) said,  it  might  be  thought  that  the 
subject  he  was  about  to  raise  was  a  sub- 
ject of  minor  importance  to  raise  on  a 
Vote  on  Account,  but  as  hon.  Members 
now  got  no  fair  opportunity  for  discussing 
the  Votes,  they  were  obliged  to  take  every 
chance  afforded  for  raising  questions  in 
which  they  were  interested.  He  moved 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £100,  in  order  to 
call  attention  to  the  appointment  of  Sir 
Mortimer  Durand  as  Minister  at  Teheran. 
He  had  no  desire  to  say  anything  against 
Sir  Mortimer  Durand .  On  the  contrary, 
he  recognised  in  that  gentleman  a  dis- 
tinguished and  capable  official,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  he  was  well  qualified 
for  the  post  with  which  he  had  been  en- 
trusted. But  he  took  this  opportunity  of 
making  a  protest  against  the  system  of 
putting  all  kinds  of  people  into  the 
Diplomatic  Service,  which  was  carried 
on  by  both  political  Parties  alike.  Of 
the  eight  principal  posts  in  the  Diplo- 
matic Service — Embassies  which  might 
be  regarded  as  the  prizes  of  the  profes- 
sion— no  less  than  four  were  filled  by 
gentlemen  who  had  had  no  original  con- 
nection with  the  Service  at  all.  If  any 
one  would  take  the  trouble  to  peruse  the 
foreign  lists  he  would  discover  that  the 
whole  Service  was  permeated  by  outsiders. 
He  asked  whether  this  system  was  fair, 
whether  it  was  reasonable,  whether  it  was 
even  profitable  ?  The  Diplomatic  Ser- 
vice was  recruited  by  the  process  of 
careful  selection ;    the  persons  who  be- 
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b^  to  pass  a  severe  exam- 
loHtJoD  ;  Bud  he  thought  it  would  be  nd- 
mitted  tbat  tbeir  duties  were  diacharged 
with  Beal  and  intelligence.  That  bei 
»o,  woH  it  Dot  moBt  iraporlant  that  every 
man  iu  the  Service  should  be  induced 
i  a  teres  t  himaelf  as  much  aa  possi 
in  bia  profession,  by  being  able 
to  look  to  promotion  as  a  reward 
lAr  intelligent  application  to  work  ? 
Sut  what  encouragement  was  there  to 
Toung  meu  in  the  Service  if  they  were 
lEable  to  l>e  supplanted  by  one  of  these 
geullemen  who  had  no  connection 
the  Foreign  Office  and  probably  were 
entirely  ignorant  of  the  duties  they  wi 
called  upon  to  discharge?  That  waa 
conditiou  of  things  that  did  not  exist 
any  other  branch  of  the  Public  Servii 
They  did  not  see  officers  of  (he  Army 
who  hud  worked  their  way  to  the  upper 
ranks  of  the  Service  super^uded  by 
Admirals,  He  wondered  what  would  bt 
the  feelings  of  legal  gentlemen  if,  on  the 
vacancy  iu  a  Judgeship,  a  Bishop  was 
put  over  their  heads  ?  Why,  if  ■ 
messenger  in  a  public  office  or  a  post- 
Run  waa  passed  over,  there  were  hon. 
*"  tiemen  in  the  House  who  would 
ipion  Ilia  cause  and  denounce  it  as  t 
|ob,  but  auy  kind  of  person  was  cou' 
siilered  good  enough  to  be  a  diplomatist, 
Mud  unybody  might  be  called  upon  at  live 
minittes'  notice  to  discbarge  duties  which 
it  took  a  good  many  years  to  learn.  He 
was  aware  that  the  Foreign  Secretary 
was  allowed  ample  discretion  iu  the 
matter  under  the  regulations,  and  could 
piek  and  choose  those  persons  whom  he 
considered  suitable  for  the  appoint- 
ments ;  nud  occasionally  excellent  reasous 
were  given  why  particular  persons  were 
appointed  to  particular  posts — in  other 
words,  because  they  were,  or  were  sup- 
posed to  be,  experts.  That  was  all  right 
flO  far  aa  it  went ;  but  the  expert  did  not 
the  pW^  where  his  kuowledge 

infoTDiation  wore  of  -valne  ;  be  got 
remaining  iu  the  same  place  ;  he 
gndually  moved  up  the  ladder  like 
everyone  else,  and  iu  his  decliuing 
years  foand  himself  at  Washington 
or  Lislmn,  Sir  Uortimer  Durand 
le  within  the   category  of  a  distin- 

bed  expert ;  and  he  thought  It  would 
of  advantage  to  the  country  that  Sir 
[ortlmer  Duraud  should  be  able  to  exer- 

tlie  knowledge  and  infui 


messe 
^_H«in 
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possessed  where  that  knowledge  nod  ii 
formation  were  most  wanted.  Sir 
Mortimer  Durand  was  also  the  special 
nominee  of  the  Indian  Government. 
The  Indian  Gorerument  contributed 
part  of  the  expenses  of  the  Persian 
Uinister,  and  it  was  only  fair  that  it 
should  have  some  voice  in  the  appoint* 
meut.  What  he  would  suggest,  there- 
fore, was  that  Sir  Mortimer  Durand 
should  coufiue  himself  t 
iu  which  the  Indian  G 
direct  interest.  Sir  4 
might  be  a  roost  valuable  official  lu 
Persia,  but  it  did  not  follow  that  he 
would  be  equally  valuable  if  transferred 
to  Europe  or  America.  He  could  not 
help  thiukiug  ibat  this  proposal  would 
be  found  satisfactory  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned. He  was  quite  sure  it  would  be 
satisfactory  to  Sir  Mortimer  Durand  him- 
self, because  be  would  prefer  to  be  em- 
ployed iu  countries  upon  which  he  had 
special  kuDwIedge.  He  waa  quite  cer-  . 
tain  that  it  would  l>e  agreeable  to  the 
Indian  Government,  beoause  Sir  Mortimer 
Durand  would  always  l<e  ou  the  spot  to 
look  after  Indian  interests,  and  no  one 
was  better  qualifled  than  he  to  do  so.  As 
to  the  third  parties  in  the  matter — 
uamely,  the  members  of  the  Diplomatic 
Service,  he  was  quits  sure  they  would 
lie  even  more  satisfied  than  the  others  by 
the  proposal.  He  begged  to  move  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £100, 

The  chairman  :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  move  a  reduction.  The  hon. 
Member  can  make  his  speech  and  it  will 
beauawered  without  moving  a  reduction, 

•Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  said,  bis  hon.  Friend  had 
asked  whether  it  waa  fair  or  reasonable 
to  appoiut  gentlemen  uot  trained  in 
the  Diplomatic  Service  to  high  diplo- 
matic posts.  He  answered  most 
emphatically  in  the  negative.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  aayiug  that,  in  order  to 
be  a  suecessful  diplomatist,  a  man  roust 
liave  worked  his  way  up  the  ladder. 
DiploMaticui  Jit,  mm  natcitur. 

•Sir  S.  NORTHCOTE  (Exeter)  said, 
that  as  one  who  had  been  counected  witJi 
the  Diplomatic  Service  he  thought  the 
question  which  liad  been  raised  by  hi« 
hon.  Frieud  the  Member  for  Newton  was 
deserving  of  serious  oousideration  in  the 
interest  of  the  future  position  of  the 
Service.      At    the  presout  moment   our 
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AmbdJieadars  kt  Paris,  WkBhiagton,  Rod 
Conftantitiople,  And  dUo  Sir  U.  Drum* 
inoDil  Woltr,  anil  now  Sir  Uortimer 
DurBoH,  had  been  appointed  from  onteide 
tbe  mnks  of  the  Diplomatic  Body. 
It  if  on  Id  Ite  u  ufortunnte  for  the 
futnre  of  ibe  Diplomatic  Service  if 
any  impression  ^t  abroad  tbut  long  and 
dkim  for  promolJoD.  It  ninflt  be  known 
to  all  persona  having  auj  knowledge  of 
tbe  Service  tbut  it  wns  not  po«sibie  for 
Any  geutlcniaD  ccnnected  wifb  tbe  Ser- 
vice, until  after  many  yenra  in  office,  to 
live  on  bie  salary  ;  and  if  promotion  were 
taken  away  from  gentlemen  who  entered 
tbe  Serrii'e  in  tbe  ordinary  way,  and 
who  did  loyal  iiud  valuable  service  to  the 
State  for  many  yenrs,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  consejiuencea  would 
be  diBaatrottB  to  (be  Service  aa  a  whole. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  continue  tbe  policy  of  gelect- 
■  ing  the  fittest  per^ooH  to  direct  our  policy 
abroad.  There  was  nothing  more  impor- 
tant than  that  the  Foreign  Secretary 
sbouid  retain  the  most  absolnte  power  of 
liberty  in  selecting  men  who  could 
advance  the  interests  of  ihic  oonutry 
to  fill  these  important  po^ls.  He  would 
like  to  see  an  even  larger  numt)er  of  the 
junior  members  Hdvimced  to  the  higher 
poats,  more  especially  those  men  who 
showed  nu  interest  in  the  advancement 
of  the  commercial  interest  of  tbe  country, 
watched  commercial  developments,  and 
sent  in  timely  Reports  of  ehnngcs  in 
fiscal  policy  and  commercial  action  in  tbe 
countrieB  in  which  they  were  stationed. 
He  also  detiired  that  the  Secretary  of 
Slate  should  havegrealer  liberty  in  trans- 
ferring to  diplomatiu  posts  those  Consuls 
who  had  shown  especial  ability.  He  had 
in  several  foreign  connlries  met  Consuls 
of  extraordinary  ability  in  advancing  the 
commercial  interests  of  Great  Britain, 
and  it  would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
if  tboy  could  be  encouraged  In  their  teal 
atid  activity  by  knowing  that  their  ser- 
vices were  recognised,  and  that  there 
was  a-poBsibility  of  their  being  promoted 
to  higher  poets  in  tbe  Diplomatic  Ser- 
vice. 

•Mn.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  Sonth- 
port)  said,  that  several  Of  his  bon.  Friends 
had  discussed  with  great  ability  many 
questionsof  African  policy  connected  with 
the  Foreign  OtBce  Vote.  He  woiildtbere- 
fore  Bay  nothing  on  those  subjects,  but 
Sir  S.  Northcole 


^K  tbe  Fori 
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would  conliue  his  attention  entirely  to 
affairs  arising  on  the  Continent  of  Asia. 
With  regaril  to  the  potut  raiHod  by  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Uember  for  Newton, 
without  expressing  uuy  opinion  ou  the 
general  quoBtion,  be  should  like  to  say 
with  what  very  great  pleasure  he  and  all 
who  had  had  experience  of  mutters  iu  the 
Kast  had  welcomed  the  appointment 
of  Sir  Mortimer  Duraod  at  Teheran.  He 
hoped  that  Sir  Uortimer  Durand  would 
stay  at  Teheran  so  long  as  health,  iu- 
cliuatioii,  and  ability  to  serve  euabled 
him  to  do  so  ;  but  he  should  be  sorry  if  bis 
hon.  Friend's  suggestion  was  carried  out, 
and  if  Sir  Mortimer  Durand  were  com- 
j>elled  to  live  all  bis  life  at  Telierao,  or 
at  any  other  place  in  tbe  East,  wbivb  was 
not  at  all  m)  pleasant  as  his  hon.  Friend 
might  imagine.  He  itesire«l  to  allude  to 
three  separate  parts  of  tlie  Asiatic  Con- 
tinent. Tbe  first  was  the  region  of  the 
Pamir8,andthedispute4l  banter  it)  that  part 
of  the  world  between  Rnffua  and  Great 
Britain.  Negotiations  on  this  question 
had  been  .  going  ou  for  a  long  time 
between  the  two  Goverumenls,  and  last 
year  Her  Uaje^ty's  Goveniuieut  tlU- 
couraged  any  discossion  upou  it  in  ibat 
House  becauHe  negotiations  were  still  pro- 
ceediug.  Another  year  had  since  pasaed, 
and  as  far  as  public  knowledge  was  cou* 
cerned  we  were  no  nearer  a  settlement 
now.  He  should  not,  therefore,  )>e  making 
au  unreasonable  or  extruviLgant  request 
if  be  asked  the  Government  to  give 
them  some  iuformation  ou  tbe  question 
before  the  Seasiou  closed.  It  might  lie 
asked  what  importance  there  was  fu 
this  question  of  the  Psmin,  and  lie  was 
ready  to  admit  that  no  particular  physical 
or  intrinsic  importance  attached  lo  this 
lofty,  inclemeui,  and  sitarsely-populated 
region.  But  the  ntralogic  importance 
of  the  Pamirs  was  overwhelminjc. 
There  was  also  much  political  importanne 
attached  to  tbe  territory.  As  long  as  the 
frontier  between  Great  Britain  and 
Russia  iu  those  territories  was  unde- 
termined so  long  would  a  dangerous  feel- 
ing of  unrest  prevail  among  the  wild 
tribes  inhabiting  them,  and  bo  loug  would 
there  be  constant  risk  of  colli«iou  between 
tbe  onlposta  of  those  two  great  Powetv. 
They  had  had  experience  iu  recent  ytwn 
how  easily  and  quickly  such  collieions 
could  take  place,  and  it  was  directly  in 
the  intereata  of  both  Governmenia  that 
tbe  difficulty  should  be  settled  as  soou  as 
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poesibla  ;  for  wbaterer  were  Ihe  rival  in- 
tereatc  of  RiiMia  and  Grant.  BritAJn  in 
oilier  pftiis  of  tbe  world,  it  would  be  an 
abeunl  grotesque  sad  iudefeasible  thing 
tbat  those  two  great  Powers  should  oome 
into  armed  collision  over  a  territory  such 
M  the  PntnirH.  He  hoped  ho  might 
venture  to  »ay  that  the  coosiderariona 
which  Her  Majesty's  Goveromeat  mu^t 
have  in  view  io  dealing  with  the  Bubjeet 
were,  first,  the  preservatioQ  of  the  military 
frontier  of  India,  seeoud,  tbeproteciionof 
tbe  iut«reat8  of  our  loyal  friend  and  ally 
the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  aod  third,  a 
oiearandiinmistakableuuderstandiDg  with 
Itaesia  ftS  to  what  the  actual  boundaries 
were  to  be.  We  had  hod  too  many  dis- 
putes iu  Asia  in  the  past,  arising  from 
the  possession  of  shifting  indeterminate 
and  inchoate  bouudaries;  and  he  hoped 
we  would  not  lose  this  opportunity  of 
providing  ourselves  with  a  boundary  in 
those  remote  regions  which  would  be 
precise,  scieutitic,  and  well  defined,  and 
which,  by  virtue  of  possessiug  these  con- 
ditions, would  be  a  guarantee  for  the 
ixuinte  nance  of  peace  between  two 
great  Powers  who  never  ought 
to  Im  at  war  with  each  other. 
He  would  remind  the  Houee  that,  al- 
though it  was  several  months  since  8ir 
JUortimer  Diirand's  Mission  to  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan  was  concluded,  no  in- 
fonnntiflu  had  yet  been  vouchsafed  to  the 
'louse  on  the  agreement  arrived  at.     He 

"  not  desire  to  press  his  hon.  Friend 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

the  point  if  his  hon.  Friend 

incetved  it  to  be  in  the  public  interest 
still  to  withhold  the  information,  but  he 
Qonld  not  help  observing  that  the  Asiatic 
policy  of  the  Government  liad  all  along 
been  *6verwhelmeil  in  a  somewhat  un- 
ueuai  obscurity.  He  passed  now  to 
regions  still  further  East.  He  must  raise 
sgaio  the  question  of  Miam.  It  might 
be  thoaght  an  unintereitting  and  ancient 
qaestiou  by  many  Members  of  the  House, 
but  those  who  were  aquainted  with  the 
Bubjeot  and  realised  its  vital  importance 
would  fully  approve  of  his  action  iu 
catling  attention  from  time  to  time  to  a 
nutter  in  which  British  interests  were 
stake  than  iu  any  question  afTect- 

Ig  Miy  other  part  of  Asia,  and  on  which 
prettlige  and  our  domination  iu  Asia 
largely  depended.  If  the  information 
he  bod  received  from  that  conntry  Wfts 
correct,  matters  were  in  a  mist  unsatis- 
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factory  condition.  The  King  was  ill  and 
the  Government  of  the  country  bad  »!• 
most  come  to  a  standstill,  A  very  general 
apprehension  existed  both  among  foreign 
inhabitants  and  among  tbe  native  peoples 
that  still  further  aggressions  were  in- 
tended by  a  great  European  Power.  Tbe 
Government  had  assured  the  House  that 
they  bad  the  fullest  intention  of  pro- 
tecting British  interests  iu  Siam,  but  be 
had  never  succeeded  to  nsDeriainlng  what 
was  their  conception  of  British  interests 
or  of  the  particular  point  at  which  these 
interests  were  likely  to  be  touched  or  im- 
perilled,  H«  should  nllude  to  the  occii- 
patiou  of  Chantaboon,  on  the  southern 
coast  of  8iaQi,  which  was  taken  posses- 
sion of  by  the  French  last  year,  osteu- 
siblyasagnaranteefortheexecutionby  the 
Siamese  Government  of  the  terras  of  the 
agreement  betweou  the  two  countries. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  Chantaltoon 
had  no  connection  with  the  Mekong  or 
with  the  lerritories  iu  dispute ;  it  was  in 
an  entirely  different  part  of  theoountry ;  it 
was  the  maritime  outlet  of  the  provinces 
OQ  which  France  had  not  laid  a  hand,  and 
ilscontinned  occupation  by  Krauoe  was  n. 
menace  to  the  integrity  of  8iam.  O  »-er  and 
over  again  the  Goverument  had  assured 
the  House  that  the  only  condition  that  re- 
quired to  be  realiseil  before  the  French 
quitted  that  port  was  the  completion  of 
the  trial  of  a  certain  Siamese  oHicer 
alleged  to  have  been  concerned  iit 
the  assassination  of  a  French  Mi- 
litia Inspector  near  the  Mekoug  River. 
Un  tbe  17th  February  of  the  present 
year  he  asked  a  question  of  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  on  the  subject,  and  his 
hon.  Friend,  io  reply,  said  that  assurances 
had  been  received  from  the  French 
Government  that  their  forces  remained  at 
Chantaboon  only  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  that  the  Siamese  Government 
fulfilled  their  engagements  with  regard 
to  this  trial.  He  then  asked  whether 
they  might  expect  the  evacuation  of 
Chantaboon  by  the  French  as  soon  as 
this  trial  took  place,  and  the  Under 
Secretary  gave  this  exceedingly  eKpliuit 
reply— 

"  Yes,  thnt  is  ihe  only  possible  (nterpretntion 
ivbich  can  be  placed  on  the  assuraiicei  of  thu 
French  Government," 

That  trial  was  now  over.  By  a  legal 
process,  into  the  details  of  whioh  he 
would  not  enter,  hut  which  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  travesty  of  justice,  this  itnfof  tunate 
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'tHlividunl  having  beeu  firot  acquitted  of 
the  lilmrge  by  «  Sinnieae  Court,  was  ood- 
(lemnetl  liy  h  French  Tribunal  and  »ea- 
teuued  to  20  years  of  bard  labour.  That 
trial  beiug  over,  tbe  GavernDieut  were 
DHturolly  asked  wbetber  the  Fieuch  had 
iDtimated  any  int«Dtioa  of  carrying  out 
their  promise  to  evacuate  Chaiitaboon, 
and  the  House  received  in  reply  the 
Hurpritiiug  iutelligeuce  that  no  such  com- 
ma ni  cat  ion  had  beeit  received  by  the 
Gorertiment,  atnl  that  no  steps  hiul  been 
tnkeu  to  remind  the  French  Government 
of  their  uiidortakiuji;.  It  might  perhaps 
)>e  Mid  that  there  were  furtbar  conditious 
to  lie  fulfilled  before  evacuation  took 
place.  If  that  n-aa  so,  why  bad 
the  Government  hitherto  deliberately 
ignored  them  ?  Why  had  tliey  not  found 
out  those  cnnditioDs  earlier  in  the  day  ? 
He  hoped  the  hon,  Baronet  opposite 
would  be  able  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  commnnications  would  pass  between 
Her  Uajesty'a  Government  aud  the 
French  Government,  and  that  the  matter 
would  not  be  tost  sight  of.  He  could 
not  help  alluding  to  the  attitude  of  Her 
Majeaty's  Governmeut  with  regard  to  tbe 
production  of  Papers.  No  doubt  their 
action  had  been  characterised  by  great 
agility,  but  it  could  not  l>e  said  to  liave 
been  marked  by  great  coutidence  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  They  had  been 
discussing  this  matter  on  and  off  for  a 
year  and  H-balf,  and  during  all  that 
period,  although  repeated  promises  had 
been  made,  with  the  exception  of  one 
Protocol,  no  Pafiers  relating  to  the  main 
subject  had  l>een  yet  puhliiihed  A  short 
time  ago,  when  pressed  to  give  tbe  reason 
for  this  delay,  they  wore  told  that  fresh 
Papers  could  uot  then  be  presentnl  lie- 
cause  the  French  Goverumeut  had  just 
been  changed,  aud  that  time  must  be 
alloweil  the  new  officials.  He  thought 
tbe  GoverumenC  in  F'rance  was  sufH- 
cieotly  old  now  to  admit  of  ilit;  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  AUnirs  overcoming 
his  scruples  and  presenting  the  Papers 
asked  for.  On  the  17th  of  July  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  said  that  in  a  fortnight  the 
Papers  would  be  published.  That  fort- 
night had  passed,  aud  they  had  not  yet 
hud  the  Papers,  and  from  foimer  ex- 
perience in  such  matters  his  fear  was 
that  owing  to  these  tactics  they  would 
uot  get  the  Papers  in  time  to  have  a  dis- 
ctissioo  on  the  qnestion  this  year,!  and 
jtfr.  Cnrson 


that  it  would  again  be  a  ease  of  tbe  fe 
verument  allowing  matters  tc 
on"  from  month  to  month,  and  from 
Session  to  8  ess  ion  until  the  House, 
weary  of  waiting,  from  sheer  disgust 
allowed  the  matter  to  slip  altogether. 
Another  question  be  wished  to  refer  to 
was  the  buffer  State  it  was  proposed  to 
construct  in  the  extreme  North-East  of 
Siam.  They  htid  lieen  told  more  than 
once  by  the  Government  that  owing  to 
elimatiu  reasons  ihe  despatch  of  the  Com- 
miasioa  bad  been  postponed  to  the  autumn 
of  this  year  ;  but  France  had,  he  knew, 
not  only  already  appointed  her  Commis- 
sioners, but  had  seut  them  out,  and  he 
believed  that  one  of  them — namely,  tbe 
French  Consul  from  Baugkok — was 
by  this  time  actually  on  the 
spot.  When  was  it  proposal  that 
our  Commissioners  should  start  ?  Who 
were  tliey,  and  what  inslnictions 
were  they  to  receive  ?  Information  on 
these  points  had  lieen  promised  again  and 
again,  but  ao  far  none  had  been  received, 
lie  did  Dot  attach  much  importance  to 
the  creation  of  uuother  bufier  Slate  ;  but 
whether  he  was  right  or  wrong  in 
that,  one  thing  was  certain,  it  must  )>e  a 
trans-Mekong  buffer  State  alone.  The 
main  interest  that  England  had  in  the 
whole  questiou  was  the  imperative 
necessity  that  existed  for  preserving  tlie 
integrity  of  Siam  itself,  for  it  was  un- 
doubtedly to  the  direct  interest  of  tliis 
country  that  Siam  should  be  kept  an  in- 
dependent political  unit  in  the  Aeiaijc 
system,  free  from  the  encroachment  and 
aggroeioii  of  any  Foreign  Power,  who- 
ever it  might  be.  By  all  means  let  Ber 
Majesty's  Government  give  a  joint 
guarantee  of  the  integrity  of  Siam  with 
France  if  France  was  willing.  If  France 
was  willing  to  assist  England  in  maiu- 
taiuiog  the  independence  of  Slum,  all  the 
better,  but  if  there  was  auy  refusal  on 
the  part  uf  our  neighbours  across  the 
ChauDcl  to  do  this,  then  he  submitted 
that  the  Government  should  not  hesitate 
for  a  mumcut  to  take  upon  itself  the 
responsibility.  He  should  not,  perhaps, 
speak  on  this  matter  with  so  much  feel- 
ing were  it  not  that  he  had  a  great  many 
correspondents  in  that  [lart  of  the  world 
who  were  continually  writing  to  himgiving 
him  information  which,  perhaps,  was  not 
similarly  communicated  ofiicially  to  U<r 
Majesty'i   GoverumoDt.      From  1 
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formation  he  had  received  it  seemed  that 
a    state   of    genuine    apprehension    did 
exist  in  Bangkok,  and  that  at  a  time  of 
general  commotion,  such,  for  instance,  as 
the  death  of  the  Sovereign,  there  was  cause 
for  fear  that  a  further  movement  would 
be  made  by  the  advanced  Colonial  Party 
in  France^  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  riveting  still  more  firmly  the  chains  of 
servitude  on   the    unhappy    country    of 
Siam.     Such  a  course  would  be  in  open 
violation  of  the  pledges  and  assurances 
of  the  French    Government,  and   most 
serious    injury    would    be   involved    to 
British  interests.      He  ventured  to  say 
that    the   present    Government    or   any 
other     Governmeut    that    was    a    con- 
senting    party     to     such     a    condition 
of       things      would      be      guilty       of 
the  gravest  dereliction  of  public  duty. 
He  was   aware   that  anyone  who    ex- 
pressed with  any  honesty  or  freedom  the 
sentiments   to  which  he  had  now  given 
utterance  was  liable  to  find  himself  very 
much   attacked   and   vituperateil  in  the 
French     newspapers.     That    was     the 
penalty  that   had  to  be  paid  by  every- 
body who  ventured  to  set  his  knowledge 
or  influence — however  small  they  might 
be — in  opposition  to  the  ambition  of  the 
extreme  Colonial  Party  in  France.     He 
did  not  complain  of  that.     The  members 
of  that  able  and   accomplished    nation 
across  the  water  were  entitled,  of  course, 
to  look  after  their  own  particular  interests 
in    the    first   place  in   the  manner  best 
suited  to  themselves,  and  were  entitled  to 
call  British  politicians  what  names  and  to 
heap  upon  them  what  abuse  they  pleased 
— though  he  could  not  help  being  some- 
what amused  at  the  sensitiveness  to  the 
slightest    criticism   of   these    gentlemen 
who  placed   no  measure   on   their  own 
invective  when  addressing  British  states- 
mea.     He  only  claimed  that  the  same 
attention  should  be  given  to  British  in- 
terests in  tho  East  as  he  was  sure  was 
being  given  by  the  French  and  German 
Governments  on  behalf  of  the  interests 
that   their    own    subjects    had  in    that 
quarter  of  the  globe.     He  believed  there 
was  no  Englishman  who  was  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  our  interests  in  the  East, 
in  Rangoon,   Singapore,   Peuang,  Bang- 
kok, or  in  any  part,  from  Colombo    to 
Hong  Konff,  who  would  not  repeat  the 
Tjews  which    he    had    uttered    in    the 
House,  and   who   had  not   looked  with 
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distress  and  regret  upon  the  apparent  in- 
difference to  what  was  taking  place  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     The  doors 
of  that    House    were    presently   to    be 
closed  for  six  months,  and  for  six  months 
Members   of  the  Opposition  would  beat 
at   them    in    vain.     They    would    bear 
nothing,   and  get  no   information    from 
Her   Majesty's    Government ;     and    he 
implored     the     hon.     Baronet    to   give 
the     Committee     some    assurance    that 
in      the      interval       British      interests 
would     not     be      allowed     to      suffer, 
but  would  be  carefully   safeguarded  by 
the   Government   of   which   he   was    a 
Member.     There    was   only    one    other 
subject  he  wiKhed  to  mention  which  had 
reference    to   events   taking  place    still 
further  to  the  East — namely,  the  conflict 
between   China    and    Japan    in  Korea. 
Before,  however,  alluding  to  the  contro- 
versy   now     proceeding    between  those 
countries,    he    would  ask  whether  some 
information  could  be  given  with  regard 
to   Treaty   revision  with   Japan.      Our 
commercial  and  other  relations  with  that 
country  were  governed  by  Treaties  that 
were  concluded  more  than  40  years  ago, 
and   were   now   obsolete,    owing  to  the 
astonishing   advances    that   Japan    had 
made  in  civilisation  and  reform.     It  was 
an  open  secret  that  negotiations  between 
the   two   countries    had    recently   been 
resumed,  and  if  the  hon.  Baronet  could 
inform  the  Committee   that   they   were 
proceeding  towards  a  satisfactory   con- 
clusion,  it   would  be  a  matter  of  great 
gratification   to    all    interested    in    the 
maintenance  of  friendly  relations  between 
Japan  and  this  country.     He  took  a  per- 
sonal interest  in  Korea,  because  it  was 
scarcely  a  year  and  a-half  since  he  spent 
some  time  in  the  Peninsular,  and  saw 
there  at  work  the  germs  that  had  produced 
the  present  unfortunate  crisis.     The  Go- 
vernment stated  that  war  had  not  broken 
out,  and  possibly  they  ought  to  describe 
what  had  taken  place  as  ^Mnilitary  opera- 
tions,'^ though,  after  a  naval  engagement 
in   which    1,700  men  were  sent   to  the 
bottom  of  the  sea,  the  distinction  between 
"war"  and   "military  operations"   did 
not  appear  to  be  very  obvious  to  the  lay 
mind.  The  subject  in  controversy  was  a 
trifling   one.     Japan    pretended    to    be 
interested    in    the   question   of    reform. 
She   was   really   anxious    to   show   the 
superiority  of  her  reorganised  forces  over 
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those  of  her  old  rival,  and  also  to  seek  au 
escape  from  Party  wraugles  and  the  eou- 
stitiitioDal  deadlock  at  borne  by  a  policy 
abroad  that  would  arouse  patriotism 
among  the  people.  China,  on  the  other 
hand,  had  to  regard  her  indisputable  and 
inalienable  suzerain  rights.  She  felt  that 
in  this  case  she  was  the  aggrieved  party, 
and  could  not  submit  to  the  provocation 
she  had  received.  However,  they  were 
not  concerned  to  talk  about  the  respective 
views  or  policies  of  China  or  Japan.  He 
would  only  speak  of  the  light  in  which 
the  controversy  should  present  itself  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  had 
been  glad  to  read  in  the  papers 
that  efforts  had  been  made  by  Lord  Kim- 
berley  to  bring  about  a  peaceable  solu- 
tion, and  so  long  as  war  was  not  actually 
declared,  they  might  hope  that  peace 
was  not  absolutely  out  of  the  question. 
He  hoped  that  these  efforts  might  still 
be  continued,  and  might  ultimately  meet 
with  success.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  an  Asiatic  war  was  very  different  from 
and  more  serious  than  a  European  war. 
It  was  certain  to  be  long  in  duration  and 
bloody  in  nature,  and  sooner  or  later 
European  Powers  would  be  drawn  into 
the  vortex.  There  were  great  Powers 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Korea  who  had 
an  interest  in  the  question,  and  they 
might  be  certain  that  this  quarrel  could 
not  long  continue  without  the  appear- 
ance of  other  and  much  greater  antago- 
nists on  the  scene.  If  warlike  operation}^ 
were  proceeded  with,  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  take  steps  to  protect 
the  Treaty  ports  of  China  with  the  vast 
British  commerce  that  daily  entered 
them,  and  the  persons  and  property  of 
British  subjects  in  Korea.  An  Oriental 
people  in  time  of  war  had  no  great  re- 
gard for  life  and  property,  and  the  first 
victims  were  usually  foreigners.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  take  steps 
to  provide  for  the  safety  of  our  country- 
men who  happened  to  be  in  Korea  ;  and 
should  the  Government  feel  compelled  in 
the  interests  of  peace  to  take  in  combina- 
tion with  other  Powers  even  stronger 
steps  than  mere  moral  suasion,  he  be- 
lieved they  would  be  backed  up  by  public 
opinion.  He  begged  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion which  stood  in  his  name. 

Motion  made,  and   Question  {)roposed, 

•'  That  the  Item  (Class  2,  Vote  o),  of  £7,000, 
for  the  Foreign  Office,  be  reduced  by  £500."  — 
{Mr.  Curzon.) 

Mr.  Curzoji 


•Sir  E.  GREY  said,  he  would  endea- 
vour to  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  as  fully  as  it  was  in 
his  power.  With  regard  to  the  general 
principle  of  promotion  in  the  Consular 
and  Diplomatic  Service,  he  fully  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  desirable,  when  good 
posts  fell  vacant,  the  rule  should  be 
adhered  to  of  promotion  in  the  Service. 
As  far  as  the  present  Government  were 
concerned,  he  believed  that  rule  had 
been  generally  observed,  except  in 
the  special  case  of  Sir  Mortimer  Durand. 
There  had  been  no  attempt  in  the  course 
of  the  Debate  to  recognise  that  appoint- 
ment as  other  than  very  suitable.  Sir 
Mortimer  Durand  was  appointed  specially 
on  the  ground  of  his  experience,  success, 
and  the  abilities  he  had  shown  for  this 
particular  post.  This  gentleman  being 
in  that  post,  and  having  been  placed 
there  for  special  reasons,  the  Government 
was  not  going  to  give  any  pledge  as 
to  changing  that  appointment,  leaving 
the  Government  free  to  make  use  of  Sir 
Mortimer's  abilities  as  seemed  best  to 
them.  As  regarded  the  general  principle, 
he  agreed  that  promotion  in  the 
Service  should  be  the  rule.  As  to 
the  question  of  the  Pamirs,  he 
admitted  that  it  was  most  desirable, 
in  this  part  of  Asia,  as  in  many  parts  of 
Africa,  that  the  different  Powers  in- 
terested should,  as  quickly  as  they  could, 
arrange  boundaries  which  were  definite, 
precise,  and  scientific,  so  as  to  put  an  end 
to  the  unrest  which  continually  existed 
in  those  parts  of  the  world  where  a  clear 
agreement  had  not  been  come  to.  Un- 
doubtoiUy,  there  had  been  some  delay  in 
the  progress  of  these  negotiations,  but 
invariably  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  able  to  use  both  in  that  House 
and  elsewhere  favourable  language  as 
regarded  that  progress,  for  the  reason 
that  there  had  always  been  a  sincere 
desire  on  the  part  of  both  Governmetits 
concerned  to  found  an  ultimate  and  satis- 
factory agreement  upon  them.  He  was 
now  in  even  a  stronger  position  to  use 
that  favourable  language,  because,  in  the 
course  of  the  last  few  weeks,  they  had 
come  to  a  more  favourable  position  than 
thev  \v(;re  before  to  assure  the  House 
that  the  negotiations  were  progressing 
satisfactorilv,  and  that  thev  were  within 
measured  sight  of  the  end  of  them. 
Certain  details  remained  to  be  settled,  but 
having  arrived  at  the  present  stage,  it 
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was  not  likely  that  anythiug  would  inter- 
fere with  the  success  of  the  negotiations. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  publish  the  Papers,  but  they 
were  in  a  position  to  say  that  this 
country  need  have  no  anxiety  as  to  the 
nltimate  outcome  between  Russia  and 
ourselves.  As  regarded  Siam,  ho  took 
the  definition  of  British  interests  to  be 
to  maintain  the  independence  of 
Siam,  and  to  secure  to  this  coun- 
try a  Treaty  with  Siam,  giving  us  the 
Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause  in  commer- 
cial or  other  respects.  The  question,  of 
course,  was,  as  to  how  far  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  likely  to  be  called  upon 
to  protect  those  interests  ;  and  the  point 
which  had  been  especially  taken  was 
whether  the  French  occupation  of  Chan- 
tabun  was  to  be  indefinitely  prolonged 
Some  words  of  his  own  had  been  quoted. 
He  had  spoken  those  words,  of  course, 
according  to  what  he  understood  to  be 
the  circumstances  of  the  incident  in 
question.  He  had  understood  that  the 
incident  was  at  an  end.  How  far  it 
could  be  revived  he  was  not  in  a  position 
to  say,  but  the  words  he  had  spoken 
expressed  the  view  he  entertained  at  the 
time  bespoke.  The  French  had  received 
a  report  that  an  armed  Siamese  force 
was  in  the  prescribed  zone. 

Mk.    CURZON   said,  that    that  was 
denied. 

Sir   £.  GREY   said,   his   impression 
was   that   the  French  Government  had 
not  withdrawn   the   original   statement. 
But  the  ultimate  question  of  Chantabuii 
could  not  be  settled  by  incidents  of  this 
kind  which  occurred  from   time  to  time. 
The  point  was  as  to  whether  the  occupa- 
tion of  Chantabun  was  to  be  indefinitely 
prolonged.     They  undoubtedly  relied  on 
the  French  assurances,  made  from  time 
to  time,  that  they  desired  the  indopend- 
en'^e    of    Siam,   and   that  they    had   no 
intention  of  prolonging  the  occupation  of 
Chantabun  indefinitely.     He  should  push 
forward  the  production  of  Papers.     The 
hon.    Member    opposite    said     he    had 
promised  that  Papers  should  be  produced 
in   a   fortnight,   and    that  the  fortnight 
expired  to-morrow.     If  the  Papers  were 
not   presented    within  the  fortnight   he 
could     only    say     that     he    had      used 
language  which  was  too  sanguine.  But  if 
he  had  used  that  language  hon.  Members 
might   be  assured   that  he    would  press 


forward  their  production  to  the  utmost 
of  his  ability.    There  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  be  delayed  beyond  the  mere 
mechanical  process  of  getting  them  ready 
for   presentation.      With   regard  to  the 
staff  of  Commissioners,  they  were  in  con- 
sultation  with  the  India  Office,  and  he 
imagined  that  the  time  for  them  to  start 
was    October.      The    French    Commis- 
sioners had  been  appointed,  but  he  under- 
stood   that   the  journey  of  the   French 
Commissioners   referred   to   was   not   in 
connection  with  the  buffer  State,  but  in 
connection    with  a  visit   to   the  newly- 
acquired   French    territory.      As  to  the 
question  of  Corea,  it  was  not  for  him  to 
give  any  name  or  definition  of  what  had 
occurred    between    the    Japanese     and 
Chinese  vessels.     All  he  could  say  was 
that  war  had  not  yet  been  officially  declared 
between    the    two    countries.       Having 
made  that  statement,  he  must  leave  hon. 
Members  to  define  as  they  pleased  what 
had  already  taken  place.     But,  as  long 
as  war  was  not  actually  declared,  at  any 
rate  there  was  a  hope  or  possibility  that 
the  two   Powers   might   come  to  terms 
without   further    enlarging    the    breach 
which  had  occurred  between  them.     The 
view  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  taken  with  regard  to  the  whole  ques- 
tion had  been,  in  the  first  place,  that  it 
was  desirable  to  maintain  peace  between 
Japan  and  China  on  the  ground  of  the 
very  general  interests  of  British  trade. 
Of  course,  it  was  very  undesirable  that 
loss  should  be  inflicted  on  British  trade 
in  that  part  of  the  world.     But,  after  all, 
the  main   interest  was  that  of  peace  in 
any  part  of  the  world — those  large  moral 
grounds  which  ought  to  actuate  any  Go- 
vernment.    From  the  first  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  offered  friendly  advice 
impartially  at  Pekin  and   Tokio  in  the 
interests    of    peace ;   and    finding  other 
Powers  had  done,  or  were  inclined  to  do, 
the  same  thing.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  asked  those   Powers,  including 
Russia,  if  they  would    act   in    concert. 
Favourable  replies  were  received  from  all 
the  Powers  ;  and  they  agreed  to  give  in 
concert  friendly   advice  and   to  exercise 
what  moral  suasion  they  might  in  keep- 
ing the  peace.     As  long  as  war  was  not 
actually  declared,  there  was  some  hope 
of  success.  As  to  the  question  of  Treaty 
revision  with  Japan,  within  the  last  fort- 
night a  Treaty  had  been  signed  between 
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Her  Majesty's  Groveniment  and  Japan,  broken ;  and,  owing  to  the  fact  that  at 

He  could  say  nothing  further  at  present,  the  critical  moment  the  British  sqnadrbn 

because  it  would  be  impossible  to  make  was  withdrawn  instead  of  being  increased, 

any  statement  about  the  Treaty  which  and  to  the  fact  that  the  Grovemm0nt' in 

would  not  give  a  partial  or  unfair  view  both  Houses  made  a  statement  practicallj 

of  it  until  the  full  text  had  been  laid  giving  carte  blanche  to  France,  Siamfell 

before  the  House.     It  was  a  matter  of  a  spoil.    The  hon.  Member  opposite  had 

jgreat  interest  and  importance,  and  as  spoken  of  maintaining  the  mtegrity  of 

far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  the  independence  of  Siam,  but  he  forgot 

concerned,  there  would  be  no  delay  in  that  one-third  of  the  territory  had  been 

presenting   the    Treaty  to  the  House ;  taken  from  her  and  joined  to  the  French 

but  it  was,  of  course,  necessary  to  act  possessions,  and  he  forgot  the  occupation 

in  concert  with  the   Government  with  of  Chantabun.    Six-sevenths  of  the  com« 

whom  the  Treaty  was  signed.  merce  of  Siam  was  in  British  hands ;  the 

Sir    E.    ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  ^^^^  adjoined  our  Indian  Empve; 

(SboflSeld,  Ecclesall)  said,  the  House  and  tl^erefore,  its  independence  of  int^ty 

the  country  would  hear  with  pleasure  that  ^«^  ?^  ^!^'  importance  to  our  credit  and 

the  Government  had  tendered  advice  and  pre«tige  »n  the  East ;  and  /«*  all  tho» 

counsel  to  the  Governments  of  Japan  encroachments  on  the  part  of  France  were 

and  China  in  the  interests  of  peace,  for  a  done  without  any  protest  on  the  part  of 

serioQs  and  protracted  struggle  between  **>«  Government.    If  the   G<)verninent 

these  countries  would  undoubtedly  be  of  ?®j^  *^  pres^e  what  remamed  of  the 

the  gravest  injury  to  British  commerce,  ^dependence  of  Siam,  they  must  shoW  a 

and  might  ultimately  tend  to  the  inter-  much  bolder  front  to  the  French  demanda. 

ference  of  the  Great   Powers    in    the  There  was  one  motto  m  regard  to  the 

Corean  Peninsula,  which  we  had  the  ^^^^^  ^*i»ch  he  would  recommend  the 

utmost  interest  in  avoiding.    As  to  the  Government  to  remember,  and  that  was 

Pamirs,  he  asked  whether  the  House  was  that  they  were  the  worst  people  m  the 

to  understand  that  the  boundary  question  """IJ^l  ^  ""J^t^^S;?^^  ,^,  n^ 
was  actually  on  the  point  of  being  P^^  \  ^™i^*^.  ""w^^d  the  Cam- 
settled,  or  that  only  negotiations  for  the  "**^  ^*^  "  nxi&mA  were  allowed  to 
appointment  of  a  Boundary  Commission  occupy  the  Pamirs  unrestrained  the  whole 
were  on  the  point  of  being  settled  ?  ^^  *^^  north-west  of  India  would  be  dis- 
■cs  i-.T^T^xr     «ri-       L  turbed.  Afghanistan  would  be  threatened, 

biR  E.  GREY  :  When  the  question  is  Cashmir   would   be  disturbed,   and   the 

npe  for  the  appointment  of  a  Boundary  Punjab  would  be  in  a  state  of  anxiety. 

Commission    it    may    be    regarded    as  ^p^at  being  so,  he  had  heard  the  statement 

practically  settled.  ^f    the   Under    Secretary    for    Foreign 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  Affairs  that  before  long  there  would  be  a 
said,  as  the  question  had  been  going  pn  settlement  of  the  difficulty  by  the  de- 
for  two  years,  he  did  not  think  they  marcation  of  the  boundaries  with  great 
could  congratulate  the  Government  on  satisfaction.  He  could  assure  the  Go- 
its  progress.  The  Siamese  Question  vernment  that  few  subjects  more  vitally 
afforded  one  of  the  most  striking  instances  concerned  British  India  than  this  ques- 
of  the  mistake  which  the  Government  of  tion.  The  fact  that  the  region  of  the 
this  country  made  in  yielding  to  the  do-  Pamirs  was  so  lofty  and  so  barren  in 
mauds  of  a  Power,  great  or  small,  whose  many  respects  showed  that  there  must 
interests  in  a  particular  case  were  oppot<ed  be  some  strategic  reasons  why  Russia 
to  ours.  ThiH  question  began  to  assume  wished  to  have  control  there.  But  the 
a  form  of  gravity  12  months  ago.     The  ':  territory  in   question   was  not  quite  so 


demands  of  France  were  at  first  compara- 
tively moderate.  But  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  backed  down  before 
them,  encouraging  fresh  demands,  each 
of  which  was  followed  by  a  fresh  sur- 
render. Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
allowed  each  of  the  promises  of  the 
French    Government  to   be  deliberately 

Sir  E*  Grey 


impervious  as  might  be  supposed,  because 
it  was  easily  traversable  during  some  two 
or  three  months  in  the  year.  As  regarded 
Siam,  he  believed  that  if  the  present 
state  of  things  was  to  go  on  for  any 
lengthened  period  public  opinion  there 
with  regard  to  this  country  would  be 
most  injuriously  affected,  and  the  moral 
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lUhed  between  the  Colonial  Department 
and  the  Board  of  Agriculture  vith 
reference  to  the  reatrictiona  upon  the 
importntion  of  Canadian  cattle  into  this 
country.  That  correspondence  waB,  ho 
tlionght,  of  the  moat  extraordinary 
character,  and  it  would  indceii  he  hard  tu 
find  any  piirnllel  for  it  in  any  eorre- 
apondeuce  that  had  ever  passed  between 
two  Government  Departments  in  tliia 
country.  In  order  to  understand  that 
correspondence,  it  would  be  neceasary  to 
make  the  position  clear  to  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  would  remember  that  lu 
1892  it  waa  found  necessary  by  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  to  impose  restric- 
tions on  the  importation  of  Canadian 
cuttle  into  tbia  country  by  requiring  tbeir 
alaitghter  at  tbe  port  of  debarkation. 
Previous  to  that  time  Canadian  cattle 
were  permitted  to  land  and  pass  freely 
into  the  interior  of  the  country  without 
any  rBstriction  whatever.  But  in  1892, 
pleiiro-pnenmonia  —  a  most  disastroua 
J.  ,  _ ._  I  contagioua  disease — waa  detected  in  some 
'ben  the  question  did  come  iip,  we  must  I  of  the  Canadian  cattle  lauded  in  this 
a  prepared  to  take  n  firm  stand  and  I  country,  and,  couaequently,  in  order  to 
teclare  that  ao  long  as  British  power  [  comply  with  the  law  with  regard  to 
remained,  France  could  not  be  allowed  to  i  contagioua  diseases  in  animals,  it  wna 
remain    in    occupation    of     Chantabuu.  !  found  necessary  to  require  the  alaughtor 

France    had    put  off    the  ...  

Chatitabun  first  on  one  ex 

on  SRother.     She  showed 

whatever    to    leave,    and 

r  tmtowurd    were   to  occur 

I  revolution 


ichief  it  caused  might  spread  amongst 
fcnr  subjects  ig  the  eastern  part  of  Bengal, 
TM  he  had  been  Governor  of  Bengal,  the 
Bouse  might  test  his  words  on  that  point. 
■  e  had  heard  with  satisfaction 
Bieatatoraent  that  tbe  Government  did 
tot^regard  the  interests  of  this  country 
1  as  being  limited  to  a  purely 
Jommercial  interest,  and  that  they  were 
Pjof  opinion  that  it  ejctendeil  to  the  pre- 
^  Bervation  of  the  independence  and  in- 
tegrity of  that  country.  He  was  afraid 
tbo  integrity  of  Siam  was  shattered  and 
was  past  praying  for ;  but  the  indepen- 
dence of  Siam,  or  all  that  remained  of  it, 
oouJd  be  and  ought  to  bo  secured,  and, 
therefore,  be  was  glad  to  bear  such  ex- 
plicit assDrnnces  from  tbe  Government 
on  the  subject.  But  ibose  words  must 
fcooner  or  later  be  translated  into 
KCtioQ.  Of  the  many  true  things  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflairs  had 
p  wid,  be  bad  never  said  n  truer  than  that 
r  later  the  occupation  of  Cbauta- 
niD  by  the  French  mnst  come  np  ; 


if    tbero 


of  the  cattle  at  the  port  of  debarkali 
Since  then  great  pressure  had  boeu 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture to  get  them  to  relax  those  re- 
atrietions  upon  the  importation  of 
the  country  '  Canadian    cattle.     The    pressure 


)  and  theu 
disposition 


I 
I 


disturbances    owing  |  from  three    sources,  and    three  sources 


>  domestic  causes — France,   if  allowed 
D  continue  in  the  occupation  of  Ch 
.    ,  be  able  to  make  a  further 

love,  and  theu  what  would  become  of 
_  Bie  independence  and  integrity  of  Si 
We  must  take  time  by  the  forelock 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

^  Original  Question  again  proposed. 

1^  Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire.  Slea- 

'  rd)  tone  to  call  iitteiitioli   to   the  r-orre- 

Rri^ndencc  that    had  rpcenrlr  hccn  pub- 


alone.  Ill  the  lirst  place,  tbe  Cauadia 
Government  put  npon  the  Board  of  Agri- 
snltnre  all  the  pressure  in  their  powrt-, 
tbe  Canadian  Government  representing 
peraona  who  were  interested  in  cattle 
ranches  and  in  tbe  callle  trade  at  the 
t  upon  u  aettlemcnt  of  this  question  '  other  side  of  the  Atlantic.  The  second 
by  an  Interuational  Agreement  between  J  quarter  from  which  pressure  was  brought 
^the  two  Great  Powers  before  it  was  too  to  bear  was  the,  Colonial  Department  iu 
;  and  bo  ventured  to  say  that  if  we  ^  this  country  ;  and,  thirdly,  preaaiire  came 
e  not  Ht  or  able  to  take  up  a  strong  also  from  feeders  of  stuck  aa  opposed  to 
ine  agaiuat  France  in  this  matter,  we  I  breeders  of  stock  in  two  or  three  connties 
Were  unfit  to  maintain  our  Imperial  pos-  in  Scotland,  and  tn  a  still  more  limited 
extent  from  feeders  of  stock  in  one  or 
two  of  the  Eastern  counties  of  England. 
With  those  few  exceptions,  he  waa  quite 
sure  he  was  right  in  saying  that  nine  out 
of  every  lOof  the  agricultural  community 
of  the  United  Kingdom  heartily  ap- 
proval of  tbe  tnainienance  of  the  re- 
atrictions  which    had    been    impf>se<l  by 
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the  Board  of  Agriculture.  He  might 
also  say,  having  some  considerable  ex- 
perience in  the  matter,  that  he  was  most 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  maintenance 
of  the  restrictions  for  some  considerable 
time  was  a  matter  of  the  gravest 
possible  importance  to  the  agricultural 
interests  of  this  country,  and  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  remove  them 
without  the  greatest  risk  of  bringing 
back  the  disease  into  this  country, 
and  without  throwing  away  the 
money  which  had  been  spent  that  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  and  success- 
fully spent  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
of  successive  Governments,  in  saving  the 
flocks  and  herds  of  the  country  from  the 
ravages  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  He  must 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  par- 
ticularly to  the  action  of  the  Colonial 
Secretary  in  the  matter.  Lord  Ripon 
had,  as  far  back  as  Jjecember,  1892, 
asked  for  the  removal  of  the  restrictions. 
That  was  absolutely  impossible,  for  the 
disease  lay  dormant  for  many  months, 
and  the  request  was  very  properly  re- 
fused by  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  But, 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  year  after  year 
since  then,  it  had  been  proved  that 
animals  landeil  in  this  country  from 
Canada  were  suffering  from  the  disease, 
during  the  present  year  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  had  again  brought  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  Board  of  Agriculture  to 
obtain  the  removal  of  the  restrictions,  and 
pressure,  too,  which  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  agree  with  him  in  de- 
scribing as  without  precedent  altogether. 
Writing  on  the  26th  of  April  of  this 
year  to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  Lord  Ripon  said  he  had  great 
difficulty  in  accepting  the  view  that  the 
animals  were  suffering  from  contagious 
pleuro-priennionia,  and  believed  that  it 
was  a  mild  type  of  disease  due  to  the 
hard.ship  and  exposure  of  the  journey  to 
this  country.  Pie  (Mr.  Chaplin)  should 
say  tliat  he  thought  it  the  grcijitest  pre- 
sumption on  the  part  of  the  lieud  of  the 
Colonial  Office  to  tell  the  experts  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture — who  were  cele- 
brated throughout  the  world  for  their 
great  success  in  their  i)rofession  —  that 
they  tlid  not  know  their  business  ;  that 
they  must  be  led  in  this  matter  by  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  that,  despite  the 
overwhchning  evidence  those  experts 
had    produced    that     the    animals     were 

Mr.  Chaplin 


;  suffering    from  contagious   pleuro-pneu- 
1  monia,     they   did    not     know    whether 
or    not    the   animals   were   affected   by 
the  disease.     Lord   Ripon   went  on,  in 
the  same  communication,  to  censure   the 
Board   of    Agriculture    for    not   having 
taken  his  advice  and  instructions  on   a 
subject  about  which  he  knew  absolutely 
nothing,  for  he   expressed  his   regrot-- 
and  "  regret "  was  always  the  first  word 
in  a  Vote  of  Censure  moved  in  the  House 
of  Commons — that  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture had  not  felt  themselves  able  to  ac- 
cept the  recommendation  of  the  Colonial 
Office   that  the    restrictions    should    be 
moved  on  the  re-epening  of  the  trade  in 
Canadian    cattle    for    the    approaching 
season.     A  Special  Committee  had  been 
appointed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  to  in- 
vestigate the  whole  question,  aided  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Member 
for  Bury  and  other    learned  gentlemen. 
That  Committee,  he  was  informed,  had 
made  a  most  exhaustive  examination  of 
the    subject,   and   had    concluded    their 
labours,  and  he  was  unable  to  understand 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  laying  their  Re- 
port on  the  Table  of  the  House.   He  was, 
however,  informed  by  some  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  Special  Committee  that  thej 
had  conclusively  arrived  at  the  opinion 
that   the   animals    landed   from    Canada 
during  the  present  year  were  unquestion- 
ably suffering    from   contagious  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  it  came  to  this  :  that  if  the 
Colonial  Office  had  been  successful  in  ob- 
taining the  removal  of  the  restrictions  the 
gravest  risk  of  injury  would  have  been 
inflicted  on  our  agricultural  community, 
and  on  Ireland  more  than  on  any  other 
part  of   the    United   Kingdom,   because 
Ireland,  as  everyone  knew,  was  a  great 
stock-breeding   country.      He   had    been 
anxious  to  draw  public  attention   as   em- 
phatically as   he  could   to  the  action  of 
the  Colonial  Office  in  this  matter,  because 
it  was  an  action   which,   if  it    had    been 
successful,     would    have     inflicted     the 
ifreatest  conceivable    injury   on   that  in- 
dustry which  it  was  his  duty  to  represent 
in  the  House,  and  in   which   he  bad  the 
greatest  possible  interest  personally.    He 
(lid  not  wish  to  prolong   the   Debate,  but 
he   h()})ed    liiat    the    Government    would 
take  this  matter   into  consideration  ami 
would  prevent  in  the  future  this  most  un- 
warrantable   pressure    Ijcing    brought  to 
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bear  hj  one   Department   upon   another  ;      Sir   E.   CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said, 


Department, 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Commitee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

CROFTERS*  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  294.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  how  long 
the  Government  intended  to  go  on  play- 
ing battledore  and  shuttlecock  with  this 
matter  ? 

Mr.  speaker  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that  as  the  clock  was  striking 
12  no  discussion  could  take  place  on  the 
Order. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,  he  must 
protest  against  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Wednes- 
day. 

MERCHANT       SHIPPIN&      (re-committed) 
BILL.— (No.  321.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progress,  2Sth  July,"] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

CUluse  1. 

Mr  PENROSE  FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge)  :  I  move  to  report  Progress, 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  this  was  a  Bill  as  to  which  there 


this  Bill  was  carefully  examined  by  the 
Committee,  but  some  question  arose  as  to 
its  provisiouji,  and  the  parties  were  in- 
vited to  appear  before  the  Committee, 
when  they  seemed  to  be  in  agreement. 

Mr.    PENROSE    FITZGERALD  : 

The  Bill  we  are  now  discussing  was 
placed  in  our  hands  this  morning.  I 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  House  would 
be  in  any  better  position  for  examining 
the  Bill,  which,  as  I  have  said,  is  a  con- 
solidating Bill. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Has  this  Bill  been  sent  to  the  Chamber 
of  Shipping,  and  has  it  been  reported 
upon  by  them  ?  I  myself  only  received 
it  this  morning. 

Mr.  PEN  ROSE-FITZGERALD  :  I 

move.  Sir 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  hoped  this  Motion  would 
not  be  persisted  in.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  a  shipowner  or  merchant  sea- 
man in  England  who  was  not  anxious 
that  this  Bill  should  pass.  It  was  a  Bill 
consolidating  40  or  50  Acts  extending 
over  the  last  20  years,  and  he  hoped  that 
such  a  measure  would  be  allowed  to  go 
through.  The  Bill  was  circulated  last 
year  and  referred  to  a  Committee,  whose 
work,  he  thought  he  might  say,  was  done 
in  a  thorough  manner. 

•Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom) 
said,  when  the  Bill  was  introduced  last 
Session  he  had  an  opportunity  of  going 
through  it,  and  he  told  the  right  hon. 


was  no  difference  of  opinion  among  those  I  Member  who  had  just  spoken  that 
affected.  The  measure  had  been  care-  j  the  Bill  was  not  in  any  sense  a  mere  con- 
fully  considered  by  a  strong  Committee,  j  solidatiou  Bill,  and  that  view  was  carried 


aiid  would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
to  the  Merchant  Service.  It  was  really 
a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  brought  together 
a  number  of  Acts  in  regard  to  which 
there  had  been  confusion.  The  late 
Solicitor  General  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  and  agreed  with  the  Bill.  He 
thought  it  was  understood  that  the  Bill 
was  not  to  be  debated. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  should  like  to  have  au 
assurance  that  there  were  no  new  Regu- 
lations in  the  Bill. 

Mb-  BBYCE  :  No,  Sir. 


out  by  the  Committee,  which,  after  one 
or  two  sittings,  required  that  it  should  be 
reprinted. 

Mr.  bryce  said,  it  was  true  there 
were  verbal  alterations,  as  there  were 
bound  to  be  in  a  consolidation  Bill.  As 
regarded  the  substance  of  the  Bill,  the 
Committee,  which  was  a  strong  one,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
which  had  the  advantage  of  including  a 
rei)resentative  of  the  shipowners  in  the 
person  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bristol,  assured  him  that  it  contained 
nothing  but   what  appeared  in  existing 
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eiiaiamenU.  Tlic  Hoiixc  might,  tlierc- 
fore,  accept  tlie  measure  at)  a  bona  fide 
coiisolidattOQ  Bill. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
the  Committee  took  enormous  pains  to 
see  that  there  was  no  departure  made 
from  the  existing  law.  The  draftsman 
was  before  them,  aod  he  was  instructed 
to  see  that  the  Bill  was  in  accordance 
with  the  existing  Statutes.  If  work  of 
this  kind  was  to  be  carried  out  the  House 
must  trust  the  Committee. 

Mb.  PENBOSJE  FITZGERALD  :  I 
inove.  Sir. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  Pen- 
rose Fitzgerald.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CommitteereportProgress;  tositagaia 
To-morrow. 

mOUSTBlAL  SCHOOLB  BILL  ILardt]. 

(No.  335.) 

SECOND   BSADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be   now  read  a  second 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigau)  ob- 
jected. 

Mr.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland)  said,  he  would  like  to 
word  of  explanation.  This  Bill  provided 
for  supervision  over  children  who  had 
deserted  from  a  school,  who  had  found 
siuilable  and  honest  employmoul — a  prin- 
ciple which  had  already  been  introduced 
iu  ^<ome  schools.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would 
lie  allowed  to  go  ou. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  he  coubi 
not  agree  that  the  Bill  was  not  conten- 
tious. He  did  not  object  to  its  Second 
Beading,  but  there  were  some  clauses  in 
it  which  would  require  careful  examina- 
tion in  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

EDUCATION   I'UOVlSiONALORDKH  COK- 
FIRMATION  (I-ONIMi;*)  BILL  {L.'nh']. 

(No.  30(J.) 
As  amended,  considered  ;    to  be  read 
the  third  time  To- 
Mr.  Bryce 


KLEMBNTARY        BUUCATION       PROVI- 

SIONAL     0RUER8      CONFIRMATION 

(BARRY,    &C.)    BILL    [Z.-rrf*].  —  (No. 

810.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;   to  be  read 

the  third  time  To-morrow. 

HESSAQB  FROM  THB  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Local  Government  Provisional  Ordere 
(No.  15)  Bill, 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c., — 
That  they  have  added  a  Lord  to  the 
■loint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Bevi- 
riiou  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills,  and 
request  this  Houtie  to  add  one  of  its 
Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL.      j_ 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed.  ' 

PRIZE  COURTS  BILL   [i(irJ*].-(No.  311.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

ADJODfiNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
Db.  Macobeoob  and  the  Cboptsbs 
Bill. 

Dk.  MACGREGOR  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  what  he  meant  with  regard  to 
the  Crofters  Act  Amendiaeiit  Bill.  He 
had  understood  that  the  Ministry  was 
willing  to  go  ou  with  this  measure  if  it 
were  not  regarded  as  contentious.  He 
had  applied  to  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
u.  who  had  told  him  that  he  did 
regard  it  as  a  contentious  measure. 
Remembering  that  the  Party  opposite 
gave  ihe  Irish  luuseholdcrs  the  benefit  of 
the  Irish  Land  Act,  be  couid  not  under- 
stand why  tbcy  should  refuse  to  the  poor 
crofters  of  Scotland  wliat  they  gave  to 
the  Irish  leaseholders.  He  proposed  that 
the  Government  should  bring  in  a  Bill 
before  12  o'clock,  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it,  and  throw  the 
responsibility  for  its  rejection  npon  the 


Motioi 


a^ruci 


id  to. 


ftfltr  Twelve  u'clocl:. 
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recognised  UDiform  of  the  band  unless  it 
was  an  exact  imitation  of  a  military 
uniform.  In  fact,  six  years  were  given 
them  to  wear  out  their  uniforms.  He 
confessed,  for  his  own  part,  that  he  should 
have  been  glad  if  a  shorter  time  had  been 
fixed,  and  there  certainly  could  be  no  ob- 
jection offered  on  the  ground  of  hardship 
upon  those  who  had  adopted  a  uniform. 
Then  also  persons  who  had  adopted  a' 
uniform  for  the  purpose  of  a  stage-play 
were  not  to  be  prevented  from  wearing  it 
or  for  circus  performances  or  for  bona 
fide  military  representations.  The  third 
clause  provided  that  if  uniforms  were 
worn  by  unauthorised  persons  in  such 
a  way  as  to  bring  them  into  contempt, 
the  wearers  would  come  under  the  peualty 
imposed  by  the  Act.  He  was  sure  the 
measure  would  have  their  Lordships* 
sympathy,  and  begged  to  move  its 
Second  Heading. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Lord  Chelmsford,) 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Sandhurst): 
My  Lortls,  the  noble  Lord  has  fully  ex- 
plained the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  It  has 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
after  being  threshed  out  in  a  Select 
Committee  to  whom  it  was  referred,  and 
I  have  only  to  say  that  the  Government 
will  be  glad  to  assist  the  object  of  the 
measure. 


COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Assent : — 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3.) 

Finance. 

Zanzibar  Indemnity. 

Parochial       Electors       (Registration 
Acceleration). 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  H.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  17.) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  18.) 

UNIFORMS  BILL.-(No.  175.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading,  that  this  was  a 
very  simple  Bill  which  had  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  the  other  House. 
Its  object  was  to  restrict  the  wearing  of 
uniforms  of  Her  Majesty^s  Military  and 
Naval  Services  to  those  serving  in  the 
Forces  and  to  prevent  their  being  worn 
by  persons  not  directly  connected  with 
the  Services.  Provisions  were  contained 
in  the  Bill  for  exemption  in  certain  cases, 
and  particularly  in  the  case  of  semi- 
public  bands.  The  main  object  really 
was  to  prevent  the  uniforms  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty^s  Forces  being  used  indiscrimi- 
nately for  advertising  purposes  by  nien 
carrying  sandwich-boards  and  other 
persons  parading  the  streets.  The  first 
enacting  clause  provided  that  military 
uniforms  should  not  be  worn  without 
authority  by  any  person  not  serving  in 
Her  Majesty's  Military  Forces  nor  any 
other  dress  having  the  appearance  or 
bearing  the  regimental  and  distinctive 
marks  of  such  uniforms.  Exemption 
was  mad.e  in  the  case  of  bandsmen  at 
public; performances  for  six  years  from  the 
passing  of  the  .Act.  During  that  period 
t)^7  might  .co^tinuf,  to  wear  the  then 

VOL.  XXVn.  [fourth  series.] 


•Lord  CHELMSFORD  expressed  his 
acknowledgments  to  Mr.  Brookfield  and 
others  who  piloted  the  Bill  through  its 
different  stages  in  the  other  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 

BRITISH  MUSEUM  (PURCHASE  OF 
LAND)  BILL.— (No.  173.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
bery),  in  moving  the  Second  Reading, 
said  :  My  Lords,  I  congratulate  myself 
on  being  able  to  introduce  a  Bill  which 
I  thmk,  even  in  a  fuller  Itouse  than  this, 
would  meet  with  acceptance.  It  is  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  future  of  t^e 
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Motion  %greed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  ac- 
cordinglj,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 


CHCMNEY  SWEEPERS  BILL.— (No.  132.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  Amendments  :  The 
Eeport  of  the  Amendment  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  of 
the  Amendments  made  by  the  Standing 
Committee,  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next  ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  192.) 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  179.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments :  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  193.) 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES    (IRELAND)    ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  180.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  194.) 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery 


PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN      BILL      [h.l.].— (No.       178.) 

Read  d'^  (according  to  Order);  an 
Amendment  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Museum  as  ^ell  as  its  protection  from 
fire  by  the  acquisition  of  the  property 
mentioned  in  the  BiU.  The  additional 
property  consists  of  69  houses  and  their 
gardens,  all  belonging  to  the  Duke  of 
Bedford,  who  has  met  the  wishes  of  the 
Museum  Trustees  and  of  the  Treasury  in 
the  most  fair  and  liberal  spirit.  Of  course 
it  is  quite  obvious  that  if  the  Collections 
in  the  British  Museum  go  on  extending 
at  their  present  rate  it  is  of  the  most  vital 
importance  to  secure  the  room  for  their 
expansion  ;  and  it  has  also  been  stated 
authoritatively  to  the  Trustees  by  the 
Chief  Officer  of  the  Metropolitan  Fire 
Brigade  that  there  is  a '  grave  danger  to 
the  Museum  in  the  existence  of  any 
buildings  not  in  the  control  of  the  Trus- 
tees between  that  structure  and  Montague 
Street,  Montague  Place,  and  Charlotte 
Street.  By  this  Bill  that  property  will 
be  placed  under  the  control  of  the  Museum 
authorities,  and  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  agree  that  that  is  a  laudable  object. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Earl  of  Rosehery,) 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS 


Tuesday,  SI  si  July  1894. 


PROVISIONAL  ORDER   BILLS. 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  4)  (BIRMINGHAM 
CANAL  BILL  (by  6>rA?r).— (No.  262.) 

COXSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

•Mr.  ERNEST  SPENCER  (West 
Bromwich)  rose  to  move,  in  Clause  15, 
page  6,  line  7,  to  leave  out — 

*^  Or  where  merchandise  is  conveyed  in  a  boat 
which  does  not  pass  through  a  lock  on  the  canal 
to  or  from  a  railway  basin  or  railway  wharf 
the  Company  may  charge  a  minimum  toll  of 
three  shillings." 

He  said,  that  the  discussion  would  be 
materially  shortened  by  the  fact  that  an 
agreement  had  been  arrived  at  by  all  the 
parties  who  were  interested,  and  many 
questions  would  be  thus  avoided  which 
otherwise  would  have  been  discussed  at 
considerable  length.  He  had  placed 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  under  the 
following  circumstances.  The  Bir- 
mingham Canal  traversed  the  whole 
of  his  constituency.  It  was,  in 
fact,  a  waterway  upon  which  the  district 
had  to  depend  very  largely  for  the 
movements  of  goods  therein  manufac- 
tured. It  was,  therefore,  of  vital  import- 
ance that  the  tolls  and  charges  of  the 
Company  should  not  be  in  any  way  ex- 
orbitant, or  press  unduly  on  the  trade  of 
the  district.  With  considerable  alarm 
the  traders  some  time  ago  saw  that  a 
proposal  had  been  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  their  Provisional  Order  under 
the  powers  of  the  Railway  and  Canal  Act 
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to  fix  a  mimquini,  iu  tlie  case  of  traftic 
carried  short  iHstances,  of  Is.  per  boat- 
load and  Ss.  if  proceeding  through  a  lock. 
This  would  iiieaQ  iu  many  casea  a  ver^ 
raatarial  toorease.  and  traders  were  saii- 
^ineenoQgh  Xiy  think  it  would  not  be 
passed  by  the  Joint  Committee— or,  at 
worst,  would  be  redoeed.  It  was,  there- 
fore, with  cousternutiou  aud  dismay 

Black  Rod  here  attended  with 
Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
siouers : — 

The    Honee   went ; — aud    being    re- 

imedi 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Mr.  Speakek' reported  the  Roynl 
Assent  to — 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Act,  1894. 

Finance  Act,  189i. 
f     Zanzibar  Indemnity  Act,  189^. 
I     Registration  Accelemtiou  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  (Confirmation  No.  14.)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
.Orders  ConBrmatioa  (No.  17)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 

■ders  Confirmation  (No,  18)  Act,  1894. 


lANAL  TOLLS,   AND  CHARGES    PROVI- 

8IONAI,ORDERtNo.4){BlRMlNaHAM 

CANAL)  BILL  (%  Order).— (So.  252.) 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

^  •Mr.  ERNEST  SPENCER,  resuming, 

Aid,  that  it  was  with  consternation  and 
Usniay  that  the  traders  saw  that  the 
jidoiDt  Committee  had  not  only  accepted 

Ae  recommendation  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  had  accepted  Amendmenta 
which  went  largely  aud  materially  beyond 
it.  The  Board  of  Trade  being  of  opinion 
that,  to  a  certain  extent,  an  injustice  was 
being  done  to  the  Canal  Company  by  its 
having  to  carry  small  loads  for  short 
distances  by  mileage  and  tonnage  rates, 
had  proposed  that  a  minimum  should  be 
fixed  of  la,  and  3s.  when  a  boat  pro- 
ceeded through  a  lock.  The  Joint 
Committee,  however,  in  addition  to 
this,  accepted  Amendments  by  whiuh 
boats  which  proceeded  to  or  from  a 
railway  basin  or  railway  wharf  without 
passing  through  a  look  should  pay  a 
charge  of  3s.,  and  by  which  boats  which 
JIMS  through  one  or  more  lock?  to  a  rail- 


way basin  or  railway  wliarf  should  pay  a 
charge  of  5s.  It  was  felt  that  these 
additions  to  the  Board  of  Trade  pro- 
posals— themselves  being  a  large  increase 
against  traders  and  in  favour  of  the  Canal 
Company — ottghi  to  be  strenuously  op- 
posed, because,  in  the  first  place,  they 
established  a  preferential  charge  in 
favour  of  railway  basins,  and,  in  ths 
second  place,  because  they  imposeAj 
burdens  which  could  not  be  borne  by  | 
the  traders  of  South  Staffordshire.  Uu 
as  a  consequence,  arranged  for  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  receive  a  deputation,  which  ho 
hail  the  honour  of  introducing.  It  was 
a  largely  representative  gathering.  Ue 
was  supported  by  hou.  Members  re- 
presenting Hundsworth,  Stattord,  Woli 
verhampton,  Oldbnry,  aud  Walsall.  Cil^ 
strong  a  case  was  shown  that,  bjrJ 
the  kindness  of  the  Board  of  Trade,, 
a  conference  was  arranged  between 
traders  and  others  interested,  and 
agreement  was  entered  into  by  means  of 
which  the  preferential  charge  to  which 
they  objected  was  withdrawn,  and  an  all- 
round  minimum  established  —  namely, 
Is.  6d.  per  bout,  and  3b.  when  it  passed 
through  a  lock,  this  minimum  to  ^" 
universal  iu  character  and  apply  to 
cases.  He  thought  that  this  was 
satisfactory  conclusion  to  what  would 
have  beeu  a  very  awkward  qtieetiotu 
He  might  say  that  the  traders  were 
grateful  for  the  kindness  shown  to  thorn 
ill  thill  matter  by  the  officials  of  the. 
Board  of  Trade,  especially  by  Sir 
Courtenay  Boyle  and  Mr.  Pelham.  It 
was  largely  owing  to  these  gentlemen 
that  a  matter  was  settled  whluh,  if  con- 
tinued In  the  condition  it  left  the  Joint 
Committee,  would  have  been  fraught  with 
serious  if  not  disastrous  consequences  to 
the  trade  and  industries  of  South 
Staffordshire,  a  district  already  heavily, 
and  in  some  cases  unfairly,  handicapped 
as  compared  with  its  more  favourably 
placed  rivals,  and  incapable  of  bearing 
fresh  burdens,  especially  at  a  time  of 
Bueh  universal  depression  that  its  very 
existence  as  a  great  iron  centre 
or  less  imperilled.  He  begged  to  ma\ 
the  Amendment. 
•Sill  A.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.)  seconded  the  Amendment.  He  said 
that  the  conference,  which  was  arrangeil 
at  the  instance  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  represented  very  fairly 
the  traders  of  the  district,  and  the 
3  M  2 
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AmeiiJmeDt  proposed,  ia  Clause  15, 
page  6,  line  7,  to  leave  out 

"  Ot  where  merchAndise  is  convejed  in  a  boat 
which  (lo«s  not  pase  through  a  lock  on  the  canal 
to  or  from  a.  railway  baein  or  railway  wharl  tht 
Compaay  ma;  cba:^  a  minimam  toll  of  thretj 
shillings." — (Jfr.  Erttttt  Spencer^ 

Qnentioa  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

groposed  to  be  left  out  Btaad  part  of  the 
lauee." 

Mr.  LLOTD  WILSON  (Wedaes- 
bury)  remarked  that,  unfortunately,  as  the 
Bill  had  not  jet  been  printed,  it 
possible  to  examine  il.  He  thought  that 
there  should  be  a  few  days'  delay  so  that 
they  could  get  the  Bill  before  them  and 
consider  carefully  the  effect  of  the  altera- 
tioDB  which  the  Committee  had  made. 
The  Bill  might,  of  course,  be  perfectly  in 
Order.  They  had  the  assurance  of  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  that  it  was 
in  Order,  but  atill  it  was  reasonable  that 
before  going  further  they  should  have 
the  print  of  the  Bill.  If  they  had  the 
print  of  the  Bill  they  could  confer  with 
the  traders  and  diecuaa  the  alterations 
with  them.  A  few  days'  delay  would  not 
in  any  way  imperil  the  Bill.  It  was  his 
view  and  the  view  of  the  traders  of  Sooth 
Staffordshire  that  no  increase  ought  to 
be  allowed  in  the  rates  of  the 
oanal.  He  trusted  that  oo  increase 
had  been  attempted,  for  the  state 
of  trade  in  Sauth  Staffordshire  was  such 
that  it  would  not  bear  any  increase.  They 
all  knew  that  the  relative  cost  of  carriage 
was  enormously  increased  as  compared 
with  what  it  was  years  ago.  This  had 
come  about  in  this  way  :  that  whilst 
articles  such  as  iron  or  tubes  were  now 
selling  at  only  half  what  they  were  20 
years  ago,  the  canal  charges  which 
existed  20  years  ago  were  not  reduced. 
It  followed  that  they  were  in  effect  double 
when  Bet  against  the  prices  which  were 
obtained  to-day.  From  this  point  of  view 
it  was  highly  important  that  no  increase 
of  tolls  should  be  granted.  That  was  one 
of  the  reasons  why  he  desired  that  there 
should  be  a  careful  investigation  of  this 
Bill  before  thoy  proceeded  to  pass  it.  He 
moved  that  the  matter  be  deferred  for'  a 
week. 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  Does  the hon.  Mem- 
ber intend  to  move  the  Adjournment  of 
the  Debate  ? 

Sir  A.  Hickman  -    '-i 


Mh.  LLOTD  WILSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  YOUNG  (Cavan,  E.)  rose  to  con- 
tinue the  discussion, 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wish  to  second  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  Debate  ? 

Mr.  young  :  No,  Sir  j  I  merely  wish 
to  express  my  sympathy  with  the  arrange- 

*Mk.  speaker  :  Does  any  Member 
second  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment? 

[There  was  no  response.] 

The  president  of  ths  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  BarcE,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  that  he  was  glad  to  say  that  the 
compromise  which  liad  been  arrived  at 
in  this  matter  had  been  effected  after 
every  interest  concerned  had  been  heard. 
He  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Lloyd  Wilson)  would  not  think  that  there 
had  been  any  undue  haste  in  the  matter, 
for  certainly  the  understanding  on  the 
part  of  those  who  had  met  at  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  that  every  interest  was  re- 
presented. Every  effort  had  been  made 
to  ensure  that  the  matter  bad  been  con- 
sidered from  the  point  of  view  oS.  evory 
interest,  and  in  this  respect  he  was  grat^ 
ful  for  the  aaeistance  which  had  beeo 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bromwich,  Under  the  circumstances,  the 
House  might  be  satisfied  that  Bubstantial 
justice  had  been  done. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ernest  Spencxb 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 

Clause  15,  page  6, line  12,  leave  oat  "(a 
where  merchaTidJse  Is  conveyed  in  a  boat  whloh 
e  through  one  or  more  locks  on  the  canal 
.  _  .  _  from  a  railway  basin  or  railway  wharf  the 
Company  may  charge  a  mjnimam  toll  of  five 
Bhiltioga." 

ClaoeelS,  page  6,  line 6, aftar  " stuUiog," in- 

rt  "  and  sixpence." 

Clause  15,  page  6,  line,  16,aCter  "  one  shilling" 

Burt  "and  gix|>encc." 

Mr.  POWELL,  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  said,  he  did  not  propose  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  hie 
He  understood  that  various 
parties  interested  in  the  matter  had 
agreed  among  themselves  that  it  was.  a 
proper    Amendment  to  be  made,  and  an 

I  endeavour    would  be  utade   in    another 
place  to  secure  its  insertion.     Probably, 
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confer  upon  them  a  power  to  vary  agree- 
ments which  had  been  solemnly  and  de- 
liberately entered  into  by  them  with   the 
Liverpool  Tramway  Company  in   1882. 
In  that  year  the  Corporation   made  an 
agreement  with  the  Liverpool  Tramway 
Company    fixing    the    maximum    fares 
which  the  Company  should  levy,  and  at 
the  present  moment  those  maximum  fares 
were  lower    than    the   maximum   fares 
usually  alloweil    by   Provisional    Order. 
The   Corporation    had    considered    this 
question   as    it  would   affect    them   and 
their  position    with  the  Company.     He 
quite  understood  that  the  hon.  Member's 
(Mr.  Morton^s)  suggested  amendment  of 
the    present'    clause    would    practically 
have  the  effect  of  leaving  it  to  the  Local 
Authority   to   decide   this   matter ;    but 
while  the  House  was  ready  and  willing 
to  confer  upon  Local  Authorities  those 
extended  powers,  at  the  same  time  when 
the  Local  Authority,  having  considered 
the  matter,  had  deliberately  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  did  not  want  those 
extraordinary  powers,  he  did  not  think 
they  were  justified  in  forcing  them  upon 
them.     The  Liverpool  Corporation  con- 
sidered the  matter  so  serious  that  they 
had  come  to  the  deliberate  determination, 
if  these  powers  were  placed  upon  them, 
to   drop   the   Bill.       He   gathered   that 
though  the  clause  had  not  been  moved  in 
its  ameuded  form  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Morton)  would  be  willing  to   do   so  if 
that  were  made  a  condition  of  acceptance. 
He  was  instructed  to  say  that  that  could 
not  be  the  case  with  regard  to  this  particu- 
lar Bill.   What  the  Corporation  of  Liver- 
pool felt  was  that  they  had  entered  into 
a  deliberate  agreement  and  arrangement 
with  the  Tramways  Company,  and  that 
this  alteration  would  give  them  a  power 
to  vary  the  conditions  which  had  been 
entered   into   and   by   which    they   con- 
sidered they  were  bound  honourably  to 
abide.     This  Order  only  afiTected  a  short 
line  of   tramways — less  than  a  mile  in 
length — and  yet  if  the  clause  were  carried 
it  would  refer  to  the  whole  length  of  50 
miles  of  trams  in  the  City  of  Liverpool. 
It   was  far   too   serious    a    case   to   be 
assented  to  by  them,  and  they  had  in- 
structed him,  on  their  behalf,  to  say  that 
if  the  clause  were  carried  by  the  House 
they  would  feel  bound  to  drop  the  Order. 
In  the  action  they  were  thus  taking  they 
were  supported  by   all   the  other  Local 
Authorities  who  were  concerned.  There- 


however,    an     arrangement    would    be 
arriyed  at  by  that  time. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

TRAMWAYS     ORDERS     CONFIRMATION 
(Na  1)  BILL  [Lords]  {by  <9r<for).— (No.  306.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Rill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
moved  to  add  the  following  new 
clause  : — 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Company  to 
take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  on  any  bank  or 
other  public  holiday  any  higher  rates  or  charges 
than  those  levied  by  them  on  ordinary  week- 
days." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  these  were  the 
terms  in  which  the  clause  was  inserted 
in  the  London  Tramways  Bill,  but  he 
had  no  objection  to  alter  it  by  inserting 
the  words  "  without  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Authority  "  after  the  word  "  law- 
ful,'* so  as  to  bring  it  into  line  with  the 
clause  as  inserted  in  the  Bristol  Tram- 
ways Bill.  The  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  protect  the  people,  especially  the 
working  classes,  on  holidays,  and  to 
secure  that  only  the  same  fares  should 
be  charged  then  as  on  other  days.  He 
thought  he  was  only  right  in  asking  that 
this  Bill  should  be  treated  in  exactly  the 
same  way  as  all  the  other  Tramways 
Bills  which  had  been  brought  before  them 
this  Session. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  the  Liverpool 
aod  Walton-on-the-Hill  Tramways  Order, 
to  insert,  as  a  new  paragraph,  the 
words — 

(As  to  fares  on  holidays  and  Sundays.) 
**  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Company  to 
take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  on  any  bank  or 
other  public  holiday  any  higher  rates  or  charges 
than  those  levied  by  them  on  ordinary  week- 
days."— (Mr.  A.  C,  Morton.^ 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  iniserted." 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  answer  which  he  had 
been  instructed  to  give  on  behalf  of  the 
Liverpool  Corporation,  who  were  in- 
terested in  this  particular  Bill,  and  the 
reasons  for  that  answer,  were  short  and 
simple.  The  Corporation  desired  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  if  this  Motion 
were  carried,  cither  in  Its  present  form 
or  in  the  amended  form  suggested  by  the 
hoo*  Member  for  Peterborough,  it  would 


'      .1 
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desirable  protection  to  the  working  claases 
be  adopted  by  the  House  and  enforced 
upon  Tramway  Companies.  They  all 
knew  that  Railway  Companies,  instead 
of  raising  their  fares  on  holidays,  reduced 
them,  and  the  working  classes  had  thus 
the  opportunity  of  enjoying  the  facilities 
to  travel,  but  it  was  manifest  that  the 
Tramway  Companies  took  advantage  of 
their  monopolies — monopolies  which  had 
been  granted  by  Parliament — ^to  enforce 
exactions  which  were  little  better  than 
spoliation  and  robbery  from  the  poor. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  protect  those 
who  otherwise  could  not  have  any  pro- 
tection. As  to  the  Company  and  the 
Corporation  dropping  the  Order,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  probable  they  would  do 
anything  of  the  sort.  They  had  heard 
threats  of  that  character  l)efore. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  Perhaps  I  may  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that 
within  the  last  10  minutes  I  have  been 
instructed  to  say,  authoritatively  and 
definitely,  that  if  the  clause  is  carried  the 
Corporation  will  drop  the  Order. 

Mr.  SNAPE  said,  he,  perhaps,  ought 
to  have  said  that  it  was  not  probable 
they  would  drop  it  permanently.  If  it 
paid  the  Corporation  and  the  Tramway 
Company  to  make  this  new  extension  of 
their  system,  there  was  no  question  at  all 
that  a  restriction  which  would  prevent 
them  charging  the  extra  fares  on  holidays 
would  not  be  any  real  and  lasting  im- 
pediment to  such  extension  ;  and  he  did 
not  think  the  House  ought  to  be  in- 
fluenced by  that.  They  were  told  that 
at  the  present  moment  they  did  not 
charge  their  maximum  fares,  and  that 
they  had  not  exercised  the  opportunity 
of  making  those  extra  charges.  If  that 
were  so,  then  there  was  no  hardship  in 
asking  them  to  allow  this  clause  to  be 
introduceil  into  the  Bill,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  not  permit  this  oppor- 
tunity of  protecting  the  working  classes 
and  the  poor  in  the  enjoyment  of  the 
vehicular  facilities  on  holidays  and 
similar  occasions. 

Mr.  WILLOX  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
said,  that  no  comparison  could  be  drawn 
between  London  and  Liverpool  in  this 
matter,  because  in  Liverpool  the  fares 
were  fixed  under  an  agreement  with  the 
Tramway  Company,  and  the  maximum 
could  not  be  increased.  Without  going 
into  the  question  of  protecting  the  inte- 
rests of  the  working  and  industrial  classes. 


fore  he  ventinred  to  hope  the  House  would 
not  force  the  clause  upon  th^  Local  Au- 
thorities, who  were  determinedly  opposed 
to  it,  and  the  effect  of  which,  if  carried, 
would  be  to  at  all  events  postpone  work 
which  was  urgently  necessary  in  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  Liverpool. 

•The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (Mr.  Mellor,  York,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  said,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  no  objection  to  the 
Amendment  in  principle  ;  if  this  were  a 
new  Company  or  a  new  tramway  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  right  thing 
that  this  clause  should  be  inserted.  The 
reason  why  the  clause  was  not  inserted 
in  this  Order  by  the  Committee  was 
this  :  The  various  Government  Depart- 
ments, as  a  rule,  send  in  Reports  with  re- 
gard to  matter  in  an  Unopposed  Bill  which 
they  think  should  be  considered  by  the 
Committee.  Upon  this  particular  Bill 
the  Board  of  Trade  reported  to  him  and 
to  the  Committee  that  the  Corporation  of 
Liverpool  objected  to  this  clause,  and 
as  it  was  necessary,  in  the  Un- 
opposed Bill  Committee,  to  lay  down 
some  rule  with  regard  to  these  matters, 
because  the  parties  were  not  all  repre- 
sented, they  considered  the  Report  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  this  Bill,  and  they 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  safest  and 
best  course,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
take  was  not  to  insert  the  clause,  seeing 
that  the  Corporation  which  represented 
the  whole  mass  of  ratepayers,  and  ought 
to  know  what  was  best  in  this  matter, 
opposed  its  insertion.  If  this  had  been 
merely  the  opposition  of  the  promoters,  ho 
thought  the  Committee  would  have  in- 
serted the  clause  ;  but  as  it  was  objected 
to  by  the  Corporation,  and  as  it  was  so 
reported  to  them  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
they  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  decline  to 
insert  the   clause,  and  to  leave  it  to  the 

House  to  say  whether  the  view  should 
prevail  or  not. 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  said,  the  objection  of  the  Liver- 
pool Corporation  to  tlie  clause  no  doubt 
arose  from  the  fact  that  when  the 
original  agreement  was  made  with  the 
Tramways  Company  no  such  difficulty  as 
this  was  contemplated,  and  they  had 
made  an  agreement  which  they  thought 
it  was  desirable  to  continue  under  all 
future  conditions.  But  if  that  principle 
were  allowed  the  result  would  be  that 
under  no  circumstances  could  this  very 

Mr.  W.  Long 
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he  would  like  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  this  ProvisioDal  Order  dealt  onlj 
with  a  short  leugth  of  tramway,  which 
was  to  be  a  coDnectiug  liuk  between  two 
central  parts  of  the  tramway  system  of 
Liverpool,  so  as  to  enable  workmen  who 
lived  in  one  part  of  the  town  to  reach 
their  work  in  another  ;  so  that  this  ex- 
tension was  not  so  much  to  the  interest 
of  either  the  Corporation  or  the  Tramway 
Company  as  to  that  of  the  industrial 
classes,  of  whom  the  Member  for  Hey- 
wood  (Mr.  Siiape)  was  the  unappointed 
champion.  He  should  also  like  further  to 
suggest  that  this  question  was.  not  alto- 
gether one  of  protection  for  the  public, 
or  the  increase  of  powers,  but  it  was  the 
question  of  the  observance  of  an  agree- 
ment, which  had  been  solemnly  'entered 
into,  and  which  had  now  been  in  force  for 
a  number  of  years.  He  did  not  express 
any  opinion  whether  or  not  this  clause 
was  desirable  in  itself,  but  he  was  quite 
sure  that  this  was  not  the  opportune 
moment  to  introduce  it,  because  the  lease, 
which  had  been  running  for  some  years, 
would  bind  the  one  side,  whereas  the 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
liberating  the  other  side.  When  the 
lease  expired,  and  a  new  one  was  to  be 
settled,  it  might  then  probably  be  a  fair 
opportunity  for  considering  the  enforce- 
ment of  such  a  clause,  but  in  the  mean- 
time he  could  affirm  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Derby  (Mr.  Long), 
and  say  that  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool 
had  authoritatively  decided  that  they 
would  not  proceed  with  the  Bill  if  the 
Amendment  was  introduced.  Further, 
the  Local  Board  of  Walton,  which  was 
also  a  Local  Authority,  would  take  simi- 
lar action,  and  he  thought  that  where 
there  was  no  demand  made  by  the  Cor- 
poration, by  the  ratepayers,  or  by  the 
Tramway  Company,  it  seemed  somewhat 
unreasonable  that  a  private  Member 
without  local  experience  should  attempt 
to  force  this  Amendment  on  a  locality  of 
which  he  had  no  personal  experience.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment,  or  that, 
if  he  should  persist  in  going  to  a  Division, 
it  would  be  rejected  by  the  House. 

Mb,  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Exchange) 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Morton)  would  not  persist  in  this  Amend- 
menty  not  because  he  did  not  sympathise 
with  the  direction  in  which  it  was  going, 
but  because  he  thought  the  result  of  per- 


sisting in  it  on  the  present  occasion 
would  be  very  unfortunate  for  those  very 
people  whom  he  desired  to  serve.  This 
was  not  the  case  of  a  Company  coming 
for  a  large  extension  of  Parliamentary 
powers  or  anything  of  that  kind.  It  was 
simply  a  case  where  the  existing  Tram- 
way Company  wanted  to  make  a  very 
small  extension  of  one  of  their  lines  with 
the  view  to  suit  the  convenience  mainly 
.  of  the  large  class  of  working  people  who 
had  their  business  at  some  distance  and 
to  whom  this  slight  extension  would  ofifer 
very  great  facilities.  Rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  Liverpool  Corporation  considered 
themselves  under  such  an  express  obli- 
gation to  the  Tramways  Company,  who 
were  their  lessees,  that  [if  this  Amend- 
ment were  persisted  in  they  thought  it 
would  not  be  honourable  on  their  part  to 
press  forward  the  Provisional  Order. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  persons 
whose  interests  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Morton)  desired  to  serve  could  gain 
nothing,  because  by  his  action  they  would 
lose  the  benefits  which  they  would  get  if 
this  extension  were  made.  He  ventured 
to  think  this  was  a  case  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Morton)  would  do  well  to 
consider  before  he  pressed  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division,  with  the  result,  if  he 
was  successful,  of  preventing  the  enjoy- 
ment by  the  working  classes  in  Liverpool 
of  what  would  really  be  a  very  great 
convenience  and  facility. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  he  sympathised  very  heartily  with  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Morton), 
and  expressed  his  regret  that  in  this  par- 
ticular case  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool 
had  found  themselves  unable  to  accept 
the  provision.  He  wished  they  had  been 
able  to  do  so,  but  the  position  in  which 
they  found  themselves  was  that  the 
Corporation  and  the  Company  assured 
them  in  the  most  authoritative  way  that 
they  would  immediately  drop  the  Bill  if 
the  Amendment  was  carried.  Whatever 
additional  facilities  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  give  would  thus  be  lost,  and, 
knowing  the  feeling  of  the  Corporation, 
as  expressed  by  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool who  had  spoken,  and  who  might 
be  fairly  taken  to  represent  the  wishes  of 
the  city,  he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
not  to  pursue  the  Amendment.  If  he 
divided  the  House,  one  of  two  things 
would  happen  :   either  the   Amendment 
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would  be  carried,  in  which  case  the  Bill 
would  be  withdrawn,  or,  if  the  Amendment 
should  be  def eated,the  House  would  appear 
to  have  given  a  decision  against  a  prin- 
ciple which  he  was  sure  most  of  them 
heartily  sympathised  with,  but  which 
they  felt  could  not  properly  be  applied  in 
this  case  against  the  wishes  of  the  Local 
Authority.  Here  they  had  the  Local 
Authority  opposing  the  Amendment,  and 
he  did  not  thiiftc  the  House  would  be 
justified  in  overriding  those  wishes,  sup- 
ported as  they  were  by  Representatives 
of  the  citv  in  that  House. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  lawful,"  the  words  '*  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Corporation." — {Mr.  A,  C 
Morton,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 


Mr.  W.  long  said,  the  Corporation 
of  Liverpool  would  object  to  the  amended 
Amendment  just  as  much  as  the  original 
Amendment.  The  Corporation,  as  the 
Local  Authority,  had  considered  the 
matter,  and  they  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  this  power  was  undesirable. 
They  felt  that  if  these  powers  were  to  be 
exercised  it  would  involve  the  breach  of 
an  honourable  arrangement  entered  into 
with  this  Company.  [Mr.  Sxape  :  No.] 
The  lion.  Gentleman,  who  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Liverpool  Corporation, 
said  "No,"  but  he  was  only  telling  the 
House  the  conclusion  the  Cori)oration 
had  arrived  at.  lie  could  not  si)eak 
from  personal  experience  of  holidays,  but 
he  could  say  that  the  tramways  of  Liver- 
pool were  very  largely  used,  and  although 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent  a  purely 
working-class  constituency,  he  had  not 
had  one  single  objection  brought  to  his 
notice  against  the  existing  state  of  things 
at  Liverpool,  and  not  one  single  recom- 
mendation in  support  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Morton),  while 
he  had  Ixjen  urged  on  the  part  of  Liver- 
pool generally,  and  of  the  Corporation 
and  other  Local  Authorities,  to  resist  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  NEVILLE  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Meml)er  (Mr.  Morton) 
had  not  adopted  the  course  suggested  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
himself.  He  should  certainly  resist  the 
Amendment,   because    he    thought   it  a 

Mr,  Bryce 


ji^reat  pity  that  the  advantages  which  the 
Bill  conferred  should  be  lost. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Divi- 
sion. He  must  feel  that  after  the  strong 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  Liverpool  on  both 
sides,  the  House  would  certainly  not  be 
justified  in  acting  contrary  to  their  wishes. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  must 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
matter. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  70  ; 
Noes  139.— (Division  List,  No.  203.) 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  after 
the  Division  just  taken  he  would  not 
move  what  was  called  "  No.  6  "  oo  the 
Paper — namely,  to  insert  in  the  Liver- 
pool Corporation  Tramways  (Extension) 
Bill— 

**  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Companj  to 
take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  on  any  bank  or 
other  public  holiday  any  higher  rates  or  chargee 
than  those  levied  by  them  on  ordinary  week 
dayH." 

He  would,  however,  move  "No.  7," 
which  was  to  insert  that  clause  in  the 
Croydon  Corporation  Tramways  Bill.  He 
did  so  because  he  was  informed  by  an  hou. 
Member  acquainted  with  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Croydon  that  that  body  were 
willing  to  accept  the  clause  with  some 
alteration.  [A  communication  was  here 
made  to  Mr.  Morton.]  He  understood 
that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  and  that  the 
hon.  Meml>er  did  not  assent  to  the 
clause.  Under  the  circumstances,  and 
considering  that  the  tramway  in  question 
was  a  very  short  one,  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  to  divide. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Mu.  8.  HERBERT  (Croydon)  said, 
he  would  move  to  omit  Clause  17  of  the 
Bill,  which  said  that  the  promoters 
should  not  raise  their  fares  on  Sundays 
or  public  holidays.  The  clause  was 
stnujk  out  by  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  re -inserted  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  when  it 
came  before  the  Committee  on  Unopposed 
Bills.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  in  his  speech  on  the  Liverpool 
Bill  that  he  had  put  in  these  clauses  in 
order  that   the    House  might    have   an 
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opportunity  of  deciding  on  their  merits. 
He  understood  that  the  Corporation  did 
not  appear  before  the  Committee,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  had  no  information  on  the 
subject  before  him.  He  (Mr.  Herbert) 
was  not  speaking  for  the  Corporation, 
but  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  pro- 
moters, who  were  strongly  opposed  to  the 
insertion  of  these  words.  The  Chairman 
of  Committees  had  poiute<l  out  that  a 
clause  of  this  sort  might  very  properly 
be  introduced  into  a  Bill  promoted  by 
any  new  Company.  He  agreed  to  a 
great  extent  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. This  Crovdon  Tramways 
Company  was  not  a  new  Company,  but 
had  been  in  operation  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years,  and  had  recently  been 
Tery  largely  developing  its  capabilities. 
He  hoped  that  considering  that  the 
House  had  just  declined  to  insert  in  the 
Liverpool  Tramways  Bill  a  clause  which 
was  word  for  word  the  same  as  that  in- 
serted in  this  Bill,  it  would  not  stultify 
itself  by  allowing  the  clause  to  remain. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  come  to  the 
same  conclusion  as  it  came  to  on  the 
Liverpool  Bill. 

Mr.  speaker  :  To  what  Bill  is 
the  hon.  Member  referring  —  to  the 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2) 
Bill— (Right  of  Extension)  ?  Clause  17 
is  Power  to  grant  Running  Powers. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  :  It  is  the  second 
Bill  on  page  17  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Is  it  not  Clause  1 4  ? 

•The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMIT- 
TEES (Mr.  Mellor):  It  is  a  new 
clause — Clause  34,  paragraph  17. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
moves  to  omit  paragraph  17  of  the 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Croydon 
Extension)  (No.  2)  Bill. 

TRAMWAYS    ORDERS     CONFIRMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [Lords]  (by  Order),- -Q^o,  307.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  Croydon 
Extension  Order,  in  page  22,  to  leave 
out  paragraph  34a — 

**  The  promoters  or  any  Company  or  person 
working  or  using  the  tramways  shall  not  raise 
thdr  fans  on  any  Sunday  or  public  holiday."— 
(JTr.  8.  Herbert.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Order.*' 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  clause 
was  first  inserted  by  the  Board  of  Trade 


when  the  Bill  went  before  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  House  of  Lords  struck  it 
out,  and  the  Bill  came  before  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man re-inserted  the  clause.  This  Tram- 
way Company's  line  practically  adjoined 
the  London  Tramway  system  30  miles  in 
extent,  in  a  Bill  affecting  which  a  similar 
clause  was  inserted-  a  few  weeks  back. 
The  Croydon  Company  covered  part  of 
greater  London.  There  had  been  an 
appeal  from  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool, 
but  there  had  been  nonesuch  in  this  case. 
The  Corporation  of  Croydon  had  not 
appeared  before  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, and  the  only  persons  who  had 
appealed  were  the  promoters,  who  thought 
they  shouhl  uot  be  restricted  as  to  charges 
they  might  make  on  the  people  who  used 
their  tramway.  The  Chairman  of 
Committees  had  seen  fit  to  put 
this  clause  in  the  Bill,  and  he  (Mr. 
Morton)  trusted  he  would  keep  it  there. 
At  any  rate,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  should  divide  against  the  Motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMIT- 
TEES |(Mr.  Mellor)  said,  he  thought 
he  ought  to  state  the  reasons  wliich  in- 
duced him  to  insert  the  clause  in  the  Bill. 
He  said  just  now  that  the  best  rule  on 
which  to  decide  these  matters  was  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Authorities, 
whoever  they  might  be,  because  he 
thought  that  the  people  living  on  the 
spot,  for  whose  benefit  these  Bills  were 
introduced  and  carried  out,  were  the  best 
judges  of  the  terms  upon  which  the 
tramways  should  be  constructed.  On 
this  Bill  the  Corporation  of  Croydon 
did  not  appear,  and  he  had  no  in- 
formation as  to  their  views.  The  only 
persons  who  appeared  before  him 
were  the  promoters.  He  heard  what  they 
had  to  say,  and  as  the  Bill  was  unopposed 
he  inserted  this  clause.  Id  all  Bills  of 
the  kind  where  he  had  no  infonuation  as 
to  the  views  of  the  Local  Authorities 
this  clause  was  inserted.  He  did  not 
quite  understand  whether  or  not  on  this 
the  hon.  Member  for  Croydon  represented 
the  Corporation.  [Mr.  S.  Heruert  : 
No.]  Then,  if  they  had  no  infonnation 
as  the  views  of  the  Corporation,  and  if 
no  one  knew  what  the  Corporation  had 
to  say  on  the  matter,  either  one  of  two 
courses  should  be  taken — either  they 
should  mahitaiu  the  clause  as  it  had  beea 
inserted,  or  the   subject  should  be  ad- 
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joarned,  so  that  the  opinion  of  the  Local 
Authority  might  be  ascertained. 

Sir  J.  FKRGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  said,  he  thought  thej  should  rather 
come  to  an  opposite  conclusion  from  the 
premises  laid  down  by  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  It  was  surely  for  the 
Local  Authority  to  signify  their  wish  if 
they  desired  to  have  a  certain  provision 
introduced  into  a  Bill  promoted  by  a  local 
Company.  In  the  present  instance  the 
Local  Governing  Body  had  made  no  sug- 
gestion ;  therefore,  it  was  quite  extra- 
neous for  any  other  authority  to  move  in 
the  matter.  Surely  the  Local  Authorities 
were  active  enough  in  promoting  the 
interests  of  their  constituencies,  and  if 
they  had  not  asked  for  this  clause  to  be 
introduced  it  seemed  to  him  prima  facie 
evidence  that  they  did  not  want  it. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  said,  he  perhaps 
might  be  alloweil  to  say  that,  though  he 
did  not  represent  the  Corporation  on  this 
matter,  he  did  represent  it  on  the  subject 
of  the  Amendment  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  had  put  down  on  the  Paper, 
which  had  reference  to  tramways  in 
which  the  Corporation  were  directly  in- 
terested. They  were,  therefore,  interested 
in  the  question. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  8.) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  was  acting 
merely  on  inference.  For  his  part,  how- 
ever, it  was  reasonable  to  infer  that  the 
Croydon  Corporation  were  not  interested, 
as  they  had  expressed  no  opinion.  In 
the  last  Division  the  House  had  given 
effect  to  the  view  of  the  Local  Authorities 
because  they  knew  what  they  were; 
obviously,  they  ought  to  know  what  the 
views  of  the  Local  Authorities  were. 
He  did  not  understand  the  hon.  Member 
for  Croydon  to  l)e  in  a  position  to  say 
what  the  views  of  the  Croydon  Corpora- 
tion were.  Therefore,  considering  the 
darkness  in  which  the  House  stood,  he 
thought  the  suggestion  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  should  be  adopted, 
the  discussion  being  adjourned  until  they 
had  the  views  of  the  Corporation  before 
them. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  said,  he  did  not  pretend  to 
know  anything  of  these  matters,  but  this 
appeared  to  he  a  very  interesting  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  know  whether  the  in- 
formation given  in  regard  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  correct.     As  he  understood 
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it,  the  clause  now  objected  to  was  origi- 
nally inserted  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  that  before  the  Lords 
Committee  the  Board  of  Trade  suggested 
its  omission.  They  themselves  repre- 
sented the  desirability  of  omitting  the 
clause  they  themselves  had  previously 
inserted.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
reason  for  that  change  was,  but  he  was 
informed  that  that  was  the  case.  It  was 
admitted  bv  the  officials  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  it  was  at  their  instigation  that 
the  clause  was  withdrawn  ;  and  it  was 
re-inserted  by  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. Then  came  the  question,  -What 
was  the  usual  practice  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  ?  Surely  the  Unopposed 
Bill  Committee  was  never  accustomed  to 
insert  a  clause  that  was  in  any  sense  a 
contentious  clause.  They  only  were  under- 
stood to  have  the  duty  imposed  on  them 
of  inserting  clauses  in  the  general  interest, 
and  which  in  other  cases  had  been  adopted 
by  Committees  of  the  House.  Certainly 
it  would  be  giving  to  the  Unopposed  Bill 
Committee  a  most  extraordinary  power 
if  they  were  to  be  entitled,  against  the 
opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  insert 
a  clause  which  that  Department  desired 
to  omit.  He  only  wished  to  state  the 
case  as  he  had  heard  it  from  right  hon. 
Grentlemen  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
Debate.  He  must  say  that  under  the 
circumstances  he  thought  it  was  a  strong 
thing  to  ask  the  House  to  support  the 
Unopposed  Bill  Committee  in  inserting 
clauses  which  the  Board  of  Trade  wished 
to  have  withdrawn. 

•The  chairman  of  COMMIT- 
TEES  (Mr.  Mellor)  said,  he  had 
no  information  brought  before  him, 
sitting  as  Chairman  of  the  Unopposed 
Bill  Committee,  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
Board  of  IVade  approved  of  the  clause, 
or  as  to  whether  it  had  been  omitted  at 
the  instance  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
reason  it  was  inserted  was  because  there 
was  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Cor- 
poration, and  in  order  that  the  House 
might  pass  judgment  upon  it. 

Mr.  W.  LONG  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  spoken  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Croydon  acting  on  inference.  Well, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  seem 
to  have  realised  the  true  position  of 
atfairs.  There  were  two  Croydon  Tram- 
way Bills,  one  promoted  by  the  Tramway 
Company  and  the  other  by  the  Corpora* 
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tioD.  In  the  ooe  case  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  wished  to  insert  a 
clatue,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Croy- 
don  was  iostracted  to  oppose  it,  and  it 
was  not  an  unfair  inference  that  if  the 
Corporation  objected  to  a  penalising 
clause  in  their  own  Bill  on  behalf  of 
their  constituents,  they  would  at  least,  in 
all  honour,  oppose  the  introduction  of  a 
similar  clause  into  a  Bill  introduced  by 
an  independent  Company  working  prac- 
tically under  the  same  circumstances  and 
utider  the  same  difficulties.  Nothing 
could  be  more  unfair  than  to  insert  this 
restricted  clause  in  a  Bill  promoted  by  a 
private  Company  and  omit  it  from  a  Bill 
promoted  by  the  Corporation  itself.  Yet 
on  the  evidence  before  the  House  that 
was  the  course  they  would  be  compelled 
to  follow  if  they  proceeded  further.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Crovdon  would  much 
rather  that  this  question  should  be 
decided  now  than  that  the  Debate  should 
be  adjourned.  The  hon.  Member  would 
object  to  the  clause  if  they  proceeded 
farther,  and  under  the  circumstances  he 
was  justified  in  opposing  the  imposition 
of  this  disparity  on  the  people  of  Croy- 
don. They  had  no  evidence  before  them 
to  justify  them  in  coming  to  tlie  conclu- 
sion either  that  there  was  any  risk  of 
extreme  fares  being  imposed,  or  that  the 
Company  would  be  able  to  bear  the 
burden  placed  on  them.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  proceed  to  .decide  the  question. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  N.) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^'That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'^ — (Mr, 
TV.  Johnston) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 
QUESTIONS. 


POLICE  PROSECUTIONS    AT   NAAS  AND 

NEWBRIDGE. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (Kildare,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Constabulary  at  Naas  and 
Newbridge,  County  Kildare,  frame  their 
summons  under  the  Towns  Improvement 
Act  for  offences  committed  in  those 
towns      in      their     own     names   in   a 


large  number  of  cases,  and  not  in 
the  names  of  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners ;  whether  the  fines  thus  inflicted 
are  diverted  from  being  wholly  applied  in 
relief  of  the  town  rate,  as  only  a  small 
portion  of  them  are  so  applied  when  the 
cases  are  brought  forward  in  that  way  ; 
and  whether  he  will  communicate  with 
the  Inspector  General  with  a  view  of 
having  this  irregularity  rectified  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  police  at  Naas  and 
Newbridge  are  sometimes  in  the  habit  of . 
prosecuting  in  their  own  name  at  Petty 
Sessions  for  otiTonces  under  the  Towns 
Improvement  Act.  This  practice  arose 
from  the  fact  that  Courts  under  the 
Towns  Improvements  Act  were  rarely 
held  in  these  towns.  The  fines 
inflicted  in  such  cases  are  not  wholly 
applied  to  the  relief  of  the  town  rates. 
The  irregularity   that  now   exists    will 

Mr.  KENNEDY  :  Will  the  Govern- 
ment compensate  the  Local  Authorities 
for  the  funds  wbich  they  have  lost 
owing  to  this  irregularity  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

SAMOA. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  report  any  amelioration  in 
the  conditions  under  which  Mataafa  and 
his  principal  adherents  have  been  exiled 
from  Samoa  to  the  Marshall  Islands ; 
whether  Jaluit,  the  island  on  which 
Mataafa  is  imprisoned,  is  entirely  in 
German  occupation,  and  is  only  visited 
by  a  British  trading  vessel  twice  a  year  ; 
is  he  aware  that  the  action  of  Captain 
Bickford,  of  H.M.S.  Katoomba^  in  hand- 
ing over  Mataafa  to  the  Germans,  is  depre- 
cated bv  a  number  of  the  British  resi- 
dents  of  Samoa  ;  and  has  any  Despatch 
from  the  British  Consul  in  Samoa, 
detailing  the  circumstances  of  Mataafa^s 
deportation  and.  exile  'been  received; 
and,  if  so,  is  there  any  objection  to 
giving  a  summary  of  its  contents  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  my 
previous  answer  on  the  5th  of  June  re- 
specting Mataafa^s  treatment.    Jaluit  is 
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in  German  occupation,  but  I  cannot  Hay 
how  often  there  is  regular  communication 
with  it.  Mataafa  was  in  the  first  in- 
stance conveyed  to  the  Union  group  of 
islands  on  board  a  Grerman  mau-of-war 
as  a  matter  of  convenience,  H.M*S. 
Katoomha  not  having  received  her  supply 
of  coal  from  Auckland.  Subsequently 
it  was  arranged  by  agreement  between 
the  three  Treaty  Powers  that  the 
German  Authorities  should  take  charge 
of  him.  I  do  not  know  how  the 
arrangement  is  regarded  by  the  majority 
of  the  British  residents  in  Samoa,  but  it 
does  not  seem  necessary  to  publish 
Papers  upon  the  subject. 

RURAL  POSTMEN. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  certain  exceptions  were  made  in 
1891,  when  the  then  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  granted  increments  of  salary 
to  established  rural  postmen  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  now  consider  the  propriety 
of  extending  the  1891  scale  of  increments 
to  such  exceptional  cases,  or  to  establisheil 
rural  postmen  generally  who  have  tra- 
velled 70  miles  weekly  on  foot  during 
the  past  12  years,  and  whose  hours  of 
duty  prevent  their  official  salaries  being 
supplemented  from  any  other  source  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Morley,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
concession  of  wages  on  a  rising  scale  is 
granted  only  to  officers  performiuc^  a  full 
day's  work,  and  in  the  case  of  rural  post- 
men qualified  to  hold  an  established  ap- 
pointment it  has  already  been  extended 
to  all  postmen  whose  duties  could  be 
fairly  regarded  as  coming  up  to  that 
standard.  I  do  not  consider  that  it  would 
be  right  to  reduce  the  standard  in  order 
to  include  an  additional  number  of  cases, 
such  as  those  referred  to  bv  the  hon. 
Member. 

CEMETERY  FEES  AT  DALTONMN- 
FURNESS. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  table  of  fees 
and  charges  of  the  Dalton-in-Furness 
Burial  Board  provides  for  the  payment 
to  ministers,  in  the  unconsecrated  part  of 
their  cemetery,  of  fees  for  interments, 
vaults,  tombstones,  &c.  (varying  from',2s. 
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to  £4  4s.),  which  are  identical  in  ftmoant 
with  those  legally  payable  to  the  Vicar 
in  the  consecrated  part ;  whether  this 
table  of  fees  has  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Home  Office;  and  (8),  whether, 
seeing  that  this  is  in  contravention  of 
Section  17  of  20  &  21  Vic,  which  pro- 
vides  that  such  fees  shall  not  be  payable 
in  the  unconsecrated  parts  of  cemeteries, 
such  steps  will  be  taken  as  will  lead  to 
a  revision  by  the  Burial  Board  of  their 
table  of  fees  and  charges  for  the  purpose 
of  making  it  conformable  to  law  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  (1)  My  attention 
had  not  been  previously  called  to  this 
table  of  fees,  but  it  appears  on  inquiry 
that  it  contains  a  column  of  fees  for  pay- 
ment to  ministers  in  the  consecrated  por- 
tion of  the  cemetery.  (2)  Such  heading 
is  illegal,  and  does  not  appear  in  the 
print  of  the  table  of  fees  preserved  in  the 
Home  Office  and  approved  in  1873.  (3) 
The  attention  of  the  Burial  Board  has 
been  called  to  this  irregularity,  and  the 
Board  have  professed  their  readiness  to 
amend  the  scale  in  a  manner  that  may  be 
indicated  to  them  by  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

LORD  CLANRICARDE'S  AGENT. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state  when  and  by  whom  Mr.  Edward 
Shaw  Tener,  agent  to  Lord  Clanricarde, 
was  appointed  to  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  the  County  of  Galway  ;  whe- 
ther he  was  the  owner  of  any  property 
in  the  county  at  the  time  of  his  appoint- 
ment ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  his 
capacity  of  Magistrate  he  has  issued 
distraining  orders  to  his  bailiff  to  be  exe- 
cuted against  the  tenants  on  the  estate 
of  which  he  is  agent  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  upon  a  recent  occasion  Mr. 
Teuer,  with  Mr.  Lewis,  sat  on  the  Bench 
at  Woodford,  and  granted  a  licence  for  a 
cattle  pound  to  one  of  his  emergency 
men  for  receiving  cattle  seized  for  tres- 
passing on  evicted  farms  and  for  rent 
due  to  his  employer,  although  Mr.  Hick- 
son,  Resident  Magistrate,  was  opposed 
to  granting  a  licence  for  an  additional 
pound,  as  they  had  already  established 
two  in  the  district,  one  being  in  the  yard 
attached  to  Mr.  Lewis's  house  ;  and  whe- 
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ther  be  vlll  direct  the'Lord  ChanceUor's 
AttentiaD  to  the  matter  P 

Mb.  J.  MOlBLET:  Mr.  Tener  was 
^)pointed  to  the  CommiseioD  of  the 
Peace  for  the  Conntjr  of  G^we;  io  1888 
bjr  Lord  ChanoeiloT  Ashboome,  on  the 
reoommendation  of  the  lieutenant  of  the 
connt/.     He   had    proTtonely   been   ap- 

S)iiited  a  Magistrate  for  the  County 
ftvan  bj  Lord  O'Hagan  iii  1871.  Mr. 
Tener  had  no  landed  property  in  Galway 
when  appointed  to  the  Commisaion  for 
that  county,  but  he  had  elsewhere.  As 
regards  the  third  paragraph,  it  is  a  fact 
that  Mr,  Tener  had  issued  distraining 
orders  for  rent  to  hie  bailiff,  but  these 
orders  were  granted  not  in  his  Magis- 
terial capacity,  but  as  agent  to  Lord 
Clanricarde.  Landlords  and  their  agents 
have  power  to  issue  such  orders.  The 
facte  are  as  stated  in  the  fourth  para- 
graph. It  is  competent  to  Justices 
imder  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
1851,  when  an  insufficient  number  tS 
pounds  are  established  in  a  district  to 
establish  such  additional  pounds  as  the; 
shaD  think  necessary.  Mr.  Tener  and 
Mr.  Lewis  seem  to  have  taken  it  upon 
tliwiselTes  to  establish  the  pound  in 
question  in  the  absence  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate,  who  was  opposed  to  estab- 
lishing an  additional  pound,  as  he  be- 
lieved that  the  two  alrrady  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood were  quite  su£Gciest  for  public 
requirements.  I  shall  refer  the  papere 
to  the  Iiord  Chancellor  for  his  considera- 
timi. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Glentleman 
whether  the  power  exercised  by  Mr. 
Tener  cannot  be  exercised  under  the  Act 
of  Parliament  by  power  of  attorney,  and 
whether  there  have  been  any  two  cases 
of  distraint  by  Mr.  Tener,  and  that  in 
both  these  cases  the  rent  was  paid  imme- 
dhitdy  ^ter 'the  distraint  and  the  stock 
released? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  Of  course,  I  can- 
not answer  the  question  just  put  by  the 
hon.  Member,  as  I  am  not  acquainterl 
with  the  circumstances.  But  this  is  noi 
a  question  exactly  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  rather  a  question  of  what 
is  judicious  and  what  is  injudicious. 

Ms.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  wish 
toask.yfhetbertheftei^iB^w^i*^  orders  «ao 
be  si^ed  except  by  a  Magistrate,  a;id 
i^het^r  it  ia  ^n  accordance  with  the 


practice   for  a  Magistrate   to   sign  the 
orders  where  he  himself  is  the  agent  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  An  agent  has 
power  to  issue  a  distraining  order  for 
rent. 

Mb.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
Has  it  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Government  that  the  agents  of  land- 
lords  are  very  frequently  MagistrBtee, 
snd  use  their  position  as  such  to  sign 
cheee  distraiaing  notices,  and  otherwise 
promote  the  interests  of  the  estates 
for  which  they  are  agents  P 

R.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  could  not 
quite  follow  the  question.  He  had  better 
liave  notice. 

COLONEL  LONOBOURN,  B.M.,  AND  THE 
CLANRICARDE  AQEHT. 
Mr.  ROCHE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretory  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  upon  Colonel 
Longbourn'a  Resident  Magistrate  ap- 
pointment to  the  Petty  Sessions  District 
of  Woodford,  he  went  to  Portumna 
Castle,  and  after  visiting  Mr.  Tener 
Lord  Claoricarde's  agent,  he  went  to  the 
Woodford  Petty  Sessions  to  preside, 
where  Mr.  Tener  attended  to  prosecute 
several  of  the  evicted  tenants  for  trespass 
on  their  farms,  and  Colonel  Longboam 
inflicted  fines  very  much  in  excess  of 
those  inflicted  by  his  predecessor,  Mr. 
Hickson,  R.M.,  for  similar  offences  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  after  the  Court  he 
fot  on  Mr.  Teuer's  car,  and  accompanied 
im  back  to  Portumna  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  strong  feeling  existing  in  the 
district  as  to  the  connection  between  this 
Resident  Magistrate  and  the  prosecutor 
Mr.  Tener ;  and  if  he  will  inquire  into 
the  matter  F 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  the  first  and  second 
paragraphs ;  the  maximum  penalties 
were  inflicted  in  every  case  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to.  After  the  sitting  of 
the  Court  Mr.  Tener  offered  to  convey 
the  Resident  Magistrate  on  his  car  back 
to  Portumna,  and  this  offer  Colonel  Long- 
bourn  accepted.  The  Resident  Magis- 
trate having  to  assist  in  the  decision  of 
these  cases  of  trespass  instituted  by 
direction  of  Lord  .Clanricarde,  or  on  his 
behalf,  and  having  regard  to  the  rela- 
tions existing  between  Mr,  Tener  as 
agent  for  Lord  Clanricarde  and  the 
people  of  Woodfprdj  it  seems  to  me  that 
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the  Resident  Magistrate  acted  impru- 
dently under  the  circumstances.  It  has 
not  been  brought  to  VBty  knowledge  that 
any  strong  feeling,  as  alleged,  exists  in 
the  district  ;  and  it  is  only  fair  to  add 
that  Colonel  Longbourn  denies  that  any 
connection  between  him  and  Mr.  Tener 
exists. 

WYNDHAM  PIT  MINE,   SOUTH  WALES. 

Mb.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Ince):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (1)  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  workmen  employed  at 
the  Wyndham  Pit,  North's  Navigation, 
Ogmorc  Valley,  in  South  Wales,  to  the 
number  <)f  1,200,  have  had  to  play  four 
days  during  the  last  three  weeks  in  con- 
sequence of  the  accumulation  of  gas  in 
the  mine  owing  to  the  lack  of  adequate 
ventilation ;  (2)  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Sub-Inspector  Lewis  made  a  visit  to  this 
mine  on  the  16th  and  17th  of  July  ;  (3) 
whether  he  visited  the  following  head- 
ings, "David  Samuels,"  "Pope's,"  and 
"  Samuel  Jones "  ;  (4)  what  was  the 
state  of  the  return  air  in  this  district  ; 
(5)  whether  this  return  airway  is  in  a 
safe  condition  and  of  adequate  area  ;  (6) 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  downcast 
shaft  is  16  feet  diameter,  and  the  upcast 
shaft  only  12  feet  diameter ;  (7)  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Inspector  considers 
this  sufficient  to  ventilate  the  three  ex- 
tensive mines  worked  at  this  pit ;  and 
(8)  whether  the  Inspector's  Report  of  his 
visit  on  the  16th  and  17th  can  be  read  to 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inspector  that  the  number  of  work- 
men employed  at  the  Wyndham  Pit  is 
660,  and  not  1,200,  as  stated  by  my  lion. 
Friend,  which  information  is  confirmed 
by  the  workmen  themselves.  Out  of  the 
660,  470  are  employed  by  day  and  190 
by  night.  (2)  The  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative.  (3)  Mr. 
Lewis,  Assistant  Inspector  of  Mines, 
visited  all  the  workings  of  the  four-feet 
seam  of  the  colliery.  (4  and  5)  The 
return  airway  was  found  not  to  be  in  such 
a  satisfactory  condition  as  is  desirable, 
but  was  being  repaired,  and  is  now,  I 
believe,  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
(6  and  7)  The  down-cast  shaft  is  15  feet, 
and  not  16  feet  as  stated  ;  but  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Inspector  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  they  are  insuffi- 
cient for  the  adequate  ventilation  of  the 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


three  seamB  worked  in  oonnectioa  with 
them.  I  may  add  that  I  have  reoeired 
a  copy  of  a  letter,  whioh  the  workmen  of 
the  Wyndham  Colliery  have  sent  to  the 
Press  for  publication,  in  whioh  they  state 
that,  of  their  own  spontaneous  wish^they 
repudiate  the  statements  with  much  in- 
dignation that  the  colliery  is  not  j^perly 
ventilated,  and  that  in  their  opinion  the 
colliery  is  in  almost  a  perfect  state  of 
ventilation.  (8)  Under  these  circum- 
stances, there  seems  no  occasion  to  read 
Mr.  Lewis's  Report  to  the  House. 

LIVERPOOL  TBLEGRAPH    CLERKS' 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  has  now  considered 
the  statement  submitted  to  him  by  the 
Liverpool  Postal  Telegraph  Clerks  As- 
sociation some  two  and  a-half  months 
ago  ;  and  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
announce  that  some,  at  all  events,  of  the 
much  needed  alterations  shall  be  speedily 
made  ? 

Mr.  a.  morley  :  I  have  considered 
the  statement  submitted  by  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  telegraphic  staff  at  Liverpool. 
Seeing,  however,  that  the  position  of  the 
telegraphists  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  was  very  fully  considered  in 
1890,  and  that  the  sanction  of  the  House 
was  then  obtained  for  the  expenditure  of 
a  large  sum  of  public  money  in  improv- 
ing their  wages  and  prospects,  I  am  not 
prepared  at  the  present  time  to  enter- 
tain any  proposals  for  further  improving 
the  scale  of  pay  ;  nor  do  I  consider  that 
classification  should  be  al)olished,  as  such 
a  change  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  detri- 
mental to  the  interests  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice and  of  the  best  portion  of  the  staff. 

BODYKE  POLICE. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
l)eg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  police  assisted  in  bring- 
ing the  crops  away  from  the  farm  of  the 
Widow  Garney,  whp  was  recently  evicted 
at  Bodykc  by  Colonel  O'Callaghan  ;  and 
whether  the  police  have  any  authority  to 
help  the  landlord  in  this  or  any  other 
manner  to  carrv  out  the  work  of  evic- 
tion  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Inspector 
General  informs  me  that  it  is  not  lAie  fact 
that  the  police  assisted  in  the  bringing 
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*ay  of  crops    from  tlio   evicted  farm  iu 

[neerioQ.    It  appearR  tlmt  the  cnretaker  of 

evicted  lioldingB  ill   tbia  locality,  who  is 

under  persooal  police  protection,  recently 

Tiaited  Mrs.  Garuey's   evicted  farm  and 

BOk  away  about  a  Htone  of  potaloea  and 

I    cabbage.     The    police  in  no  way 

isisted  him,  and    were   present   in    the 

irdiunry  course  of  protection  duty. 

Mh.  W.  REDMOND  :    Why  did  not 

Khe  police  help  the  landlord  in  the  evic- 

,  MOSLEY  :  They  have  no 
mthority  to  help  ;  their  duty  is  simply 
0  protect. 

THE  CLARE  MAQISTBACl". 
Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask 
ttio  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
^^ptenant  of  Ireland  upon  what  grounds  Mr. 
^KSV'akely,  J.P.,  was  appointed  to  tlie 
^^^Comntission  of  the  Pl'ucb  for  County 
^^Hplare  ;  and  whether  he  is  tiwaro  that 
^^Bliis  i^ontloman  resides  in  County  Gal- 
^Kray? 

^■,  Urt.  J.  MORLEY  :  Mr.  VVakely  wae 
^^^mcom mended  to  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
eellor  of  Ireland  for  appointment  to  the 
Comniission  of  the  Peace  by  the  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  County  Clare.  It  is  true 
he  resides  in  the  adjoining  County  of 
Galway,  though  ou  the  borders  of  Clare, 
and  he  has  property  iu  botli  counties, 

SOLDIERS'  WOEKSnOPS. 

CoLOXEL  MURRAY  (Bath):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Se<^rotary  of  State  for  War 
whether  facilities  exist  at  any  Regi- 
mental Districts,  or  in  any  garrisons  or 
regimen tnl  headquarters  at  Home  or 
Abroad,  to  enable  soldiers  to  learu,  or 
keep  tip  any  previous  knowledge  of  a 
trade :  and,  if  so,  how  the  systcui  has 
l)een  found  to  work,  where  tried  ? 

The  secretary  or  STATE  foh 
WAR  (Mr.  Cami'Bell-Banvermax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  In  every  corps  and  in  all 
situations  where  it  is  practicable,  the 
Commanding  Officer  is  required  by  Re- 
gulations to  establish  workshops  for  the 
employment  and  instruction  of  soldiers  in 
various  trades  and  handicrafts.  Diffi- 
ilties  frequently  arise  through  a  defi- 
icy  of  men  of  the  various  trades  and 

im  other  causes  ;  and  the  large  uumber 

recruits  in  a  battalion,  in  consequence 

short  service,    necessarily    militates 

against  any  large  extension  of  the  system, 
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but  where  it  cau  be  carried  out,  the  n 
is  considered  generally  satisfactory. 

STAINES  RIFLE  KANOE. 
Ms.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  tSt.  Paneraa,' 
E.)  ;  I  heg  to  ask  the  Sei-retary  of  SUte' 
for  War  whether,  notwithslauding  the 
War  Office  oertilicate  has  l>een  withdrawn 
from  the  Metrnpolitan  rifle  range  at^ 
Staines,  firing  still  continues  at  thfti 
range,  both  by  Regulars  and  Volntilecrei 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  residents  II 
the  neighbourhood  consider  the  firing  at' 
this  range  is  a  source  of  great  danger; 
whether  ho  is  aware  that  the  cattle  and 
sheep  have  been  shot  in  a  field  adjoining 
the  butts  and  paid  for  by  the  Rifle  Range 
Company ;  and  if  he  will  direct  the 
range  to  be  closed  '; 

CoLosEL  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central):  At  the  same  time, 
I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  withdrawal  of  the 
tiflcate  for  the  Staines  Rifle  Range  still 
further  reduces  the  iandequate  rang! 
accommodation  for  the  regular  and 
ilinry  garrison  of  the  Metropolis  ; 
stops  the  Government  propose  to  take 
grapple  witb  this  difficulty,  and  to  enable 
the  defenders  of  the  country  to  be  trained 
in  the  use  of  the  weapons  with  which 
they  are  armed  ;  and  if  he  will  consider 
the  increased  difficulties  which  Metropo- 
litan and  Urban  Volunteers  have,  owing 
to  this  want  of  ranges,  iu  eomplying  with 
the  additional  musketry  requirements  of, 
the  War  Office  as  regai'ds  the  capitati 
grant  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
The  Company  to  which  this  raugc 
longs,  having  been  deprived  of  theirl 
rights  over  some  land  at  IhecKtrerae  end 
of  it,  the  War  Office  certificate  autho- 
risiug  it  us  a  safe  range  has  been  with- 
drawn, and  the  Commanding  Officers  of 
the  Volunteer  corps  which  have  been 
usiag  the  range  have  been  informed  of 
the  withdrawal.  J  presume  that  its 
by  them  has  ceased.  It  is  not  roquired 
for  tbe  Regulars,  and  they  do  not  use  it, 
I  have  not  heard  of  any  accidents  having, 
occurred  such  as  are  iodioated,  but  I 
aware  that  some  of  the  neighbouring  re- 
sidents have  objdtted  to  the  shooting. 
The  raugo  belongs  to  a  pri  vate  Company, 
and  tlie  Secretary  of  Stale  has  no  power 
iterfere  further  with  the  control  of 
their  property.  Undoubtedly  the  with- 
drawal of  the  certificate  from  th«  range 
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at  Staines  will,  for  a  time,  reduce  the 
available  accommodatioD  for  the  Volun- 
teers. The  Government  do  not  propose 
further  to  intervene  in  the  matter,  as 
existing  Regulations  empower  Volunteer 
corps  to  combine  for  the  provision  of 
suitable  ranges.  The  new  Musketry 
Regulations  in  no  way  increase  the  diffi- 
culty of  providing  ranges  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  rather  simplify  the  question. 

CoLONBL  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bear  in 
mind  the  enormous  difficulties  Volunteer 
corps  experience  in  finding  a  range  ? 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  at  the  present 
time  the  people  of  this  district  are  in 
danger  by  reason  of  the  use  of  this 
range? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  repeat  that  I  have  no  control  over 
the  range  so  long  as  it  is  used  for 
practice  only.  AH  I  can  do  is  to 
withdraw  the  certificate,  allowing  it  to 
be  used  for  ordinary  prescribed  firing. 
Obviously  the  Company  who  own  it 
may  allow  or  prevent  anyone  using  it. 
As  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question, 
and  the  purposes  of  the  capitation  grant, 
that  is  a  large  subject  with  which  I 
should  not  like  to  deal  in  an  answer. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  AND  THE  NATIONAL 
TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

Mr.  harry  FOSTER  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Genonil  whether  he  is  correctly  reported 
in  Hansard  of  31st  August,  1893,  to 
have  promised,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Canterbury,  that  the  pro- 
posed Agreement  between  the  Post  Office 
and  the  National  Telephone  Company 
should  be  submitted  to  Parliament  for 
their  sanction  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  National  Telephone 
Company,  in  his  address  to  the  share- 
holders, is  reported  in  The  Times  of  the 
26th  instant  to  have  stated  that  all  diffi- 
culties in  the  matter  had  now  been  prac- 
tically overcome,  and  the  agreement 
would  shortly  be  submitted  for  confirma- 
tion to  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and 
whether  the  House  will  be  given  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  Agree- 
ment, having  regard  to  the  pledges  given 
by  him  and  the  very  important  public 
interests  involved,  before  the  Agree- 
ment becomes  a  definite  and  binding 
contract  ? 

Mr,  Campbell'Bannerman 


Mb.  a.  MORLET  :  I  did  not,  on  the 
31st  August,  1893,  say  that  the  Agree- 
ment would  be  submitted  to  Parliament 
for  their  sanction.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  refer  to  the  report  he  will  see  that 
I  merely  said  that  it  would  be  submitted 
to  Parliament,  and,  as  at  that  time  it  was 
not  intended  to  lay  the  Agreement  on  the 
Table  before  it  was  finally  signed,  it  is 
clear  that  I  could  not  have  intended  to 
ask  Parliament  for  their  sanction.  On 
the  8th  of  September  several  questions 
were  addressed  to  me,  including  one  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Postmaster 
General,  and  I  then  stated  that  in  view 
of  what  appeared  to  be  the  iutention  of 
some  Members  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  1892,  I  had  decided  to  lay  the  Agree- 
ment on  the  Table  before  it  was  signed. 
To  that  decision  I  adhere  ;  and  I  hope 
to  be  in  a  position  to  do  so  before  the 
House  goes  into  Committee  on  the  Tele- 
graph Estimates.  I  observe  that  in  the 
speech  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
the  Chairman  of  the  National  Telephone 
Company  is  reported  to  have  said — 

**  We  are,  of  course,  advised  that  the  Agree- 
ment is  ab^ly  in  e^dstence,  having  been  signed 
two  years  ago  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
and  this  Company." 

and,  he  added, 

**  1  apprehend  no  serioas  objection  being  raised 
to  it  by  the  House  of  Commons." 

INLAND  REVENUE   BUSINESS   IN   BER- 

WICESHIRE. 

Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  Inland  Revenue  business 
in  Berwickshire  is  conducted  by  o£Bcials 
in  Dumfriesshire ;  that  their  want  of 
knowledge  of  the  district  and  of  the  in- 
dustries of  the  County  of  Berwick  causes 
much  inconvenience  and  dissatisfaction  ; 
if  he  will  explain  why  this  state  of 
things  exists ;  and  if  he  will  take  steps 
to  have  it  remedied  ? 
•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham) : 
It  is  not  understood  to  what  particular 
branch  of  Inland  Revenue  business  the 
question  refers.  If  to  the  collection  of 
taxes,  I  am  informed  that,  although  the 
Collector  of  Inland  Revenue  who  receives 
the  taxes  for  Berwickshire  is  stationed  at 
Dumfries,  he  holds  a  sitting  in  the  county 
town  of  Berwickshire  Im  January.  JSo 
complaint  of  inconvenience  with  iregard 
to  the  collection  of  taxes  appears  to  have 
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tohetl    the  InlaDd   ReveDue,    uor   auy 
ppresaiou  of  cliasntiafuctioD. 

DUBLIN  SOBTINU  OFFICE. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  nak  the  Post- 
nuMter  General  whether  the  revbioa  of 
the  Sortiug  Office,  Dublin  Geueral  Po»l 
Office,  luut  jet  beea  completed,  tu  it  np- 
~  Mrs  to  have  been  under  cousiderutioii 

Mb.  a.  MORLEV  :  The  proposal  for 
the  revision  of  the  Sortiu^  Office,  Dubli 
Geueral  Post  Office,  has  not  yet  beeu 
i«oetved  in  this  Office.  I  am  iuformed 
that   it    is    still    under    couslderotion   in 

■ Dublin,    but  that  it  catiaot  l>e  couipleted 

^^MHtisfactorily  until  after  the  npeuiiig  of 
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IMPERIAL  PENNY  POBTAUE. 

CiPTAiv  SINCLAIR  (Dumbarton 
lire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  P 
retieral  whether  the  Official  Report 
the  Wellington  Postal  Conference  has 
been  received;  whether  he  can  stale  to 
the  House  the  purport  of  the  Report  so 
far  AS  it  relates  to  the  Imperial  Pennj 
Postage;  and  whether  any  later  expree- 
bIods  of  opinion  have  been  received  from 
any  of  the  Colonial  Goveniments  ou  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  1  have  now  re- 
oeired  the  Official  Rejxirt ;  aud  the 
resolution  of  the  Colonial  Conference  ou 
the  aubject  mentioned  is  In  the  following 
termfl  ; — 

rBSHT    fOSTAGE   FSOU    llKt!AT    BBITAIX 
TO   ACSTRALtA. 

Resolved,  "  That  with  reganlto  Ihe  projitwa!! 
froiQ  time  to  tinie  made  fur  [leQiiy  poati^c 
IwtwMR  Great  Brllain  and  the  Colonies,  and. 
more  recently,  that  aui;h  be  adopted  for  tetten 
from  the  Unite  1  Kiiigilom,  leaving  tbe  rate 
from  tb«  Colonies  as  at  present,  this  Conferenix, 
wllile  recogniaiDg  the  denirab!ene«a  of  ailuptiug 
the  lowest  posHtblc  rate,  deiun!s  to  ezprets  the 
opinion  that  the  he&vjr  ooM  of  providing  iqieed; 
and  regnlar  commualcatioa  does  not  admit  of 
anj  further  rednctioa  being  made  at  the  present 
time,  the  reductina  to  S)d.  la  ISHl  having 
retOlted  in  an  annual  loss  to  the  Colonies  o( 
about  240,000 ;  and  that  the  partial  reducUoa 
propuMii — namely,  in  the  rate  fro[ii  Great 
liritaiu — would  be  moat  nndeninible,  as  such  a 
meaaare  would  compel  the  Colonies  to  reduce 
their  inland  ami  intermlonial  rnlcs  from  3d.  to 
Id.,  Involving  a  probable  loM  to  them  of 
MXSI'fiaa  per  annom.  in  addition  to  that 
^dfeoily  mentJoneil  aatbo  result  of  the  tetliictlaa 
to  SjiL,  and  that  a  copy  of  tbe  foregoing  be 
tranntaitled  to  tbe  Imperial  Qovernnient.'' 
The  onljr    later  expression  of    opinion 
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which  has  been  received  from  anyColouia] 
Govorument  on  tbe  subject  is  a  telegram 
from  \ew  South  Wales  to  the  Agent 
Geouml  for  that  Colouy  in  the  following 

"  Inform  Lonl  Ripan  we  repudiate  any  actiun 
Inken  by  Mr.  Hentoti  rr  Penny  Post^e,  and 
have  nent  the  following  telegram  to  Victorian 
Qovernment.  This  Oovernment  diuents  from 
the  proposed  cable  messa^  to  Mr.  Heiinikcr 
Heaton  for  the  reaaoaa  urged  at  the  Conference 
by  tbe  Poatmaxter  Qeaeral  anil  other  ilelegales. 
Mr.  Heatoa  In  no  way  represents  this  Colony  in 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) ;  Is  the  Postmaster  General 
aware  thot  Sir  James  Patterson,  Prime 
Miniiiter  of  Victoria,  has  denounced  the 
action  of  the  New  Zealand  Postal  Con- 
ference as  foolinh  and  not  in  accordance 
with  Australian  public  opinion  ;  that  he 
lias  telegraphed  to  the  other  Australian 
Governments  cordially  approving  oE  Im- 
perial penny  postage  and  my  action  ;  that 
the  Governnients  of  New  Zealand,  Tus- 
manin,  and  Victoria  also  cont-iirred  in  & 
request  to  seud  to  England  a  telegram  to 
this  efiect ;  aud  that  the  Government  of 
New  South  Wales  (Sir  George  Dibba) 
which  has  dissenteil,  was  turned  out  of 
Office  a  few  days  after  tbe  despatch  of 
the  telegram  to  the  Agent  Genenil  t 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  donbt  tbe 
telegram  from  New  South  Wales  was  in 
answer  to  tbe  one  from  the  Victorian 
Government. 

CROELTV  TO  CHILDREN. 
Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bu-- 
mingham,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  ail«utioi]  has  beeu  called  to 
the  ease  of  Klizubeth  Saunders,  con- 
victed on  tbe23rdinstMitat  WestmluHter 
Police  Court  of  cruelty  to  three  children, 
and  aeateuced  by  Mr.  de  Rutien  to  a 
term  of  three  months'  imprisonment  for 
each  oSeuce,  or  nine  months  in  all  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Provincial 
Justices,  sitting  in  Petty  Sessions,  are 
advieed  by  the  Magistrates'  clerks  that 
under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts 
they  cannot  sentence  any  prisoner  to  a 
puaishmeut  exceeding  a  term  of  six 
months  with  hard  labour,  except  in 
cases  of  failure  to  Rnd  security  for  good 
behaviour  at  the  end  of  that  term  ;  and 
whether  tbe  London  Police  Magistrates 
Iiave  larger  powers  of  punishment  than 
Provincial  Magistrates  sitting  in  Petty 
3  N 
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Sessions  possess  ;  or  whether  it  is  to  he 
understood  that  Courts  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  both  in  the  Metropolis  and 
in  the  Provinces  have  powers  to  inflict 
cumulative  sentences  which  may  extend 
beyond  six  months*  hard  labour  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  advised  by 
the  Chief  Magistrate  that  the  only 
restriction  in  any  statute  to  the  passing 
by  Justices  of  consecutive  sentences  is 
contained  in  the  18th  section  of  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879,  which 
only  restricts  the  power  in  respect  of 
several  assaults  committed  on  the  same 
occasion.  The  Loudon  Police  Magistrates 
have  no  larger  powers  than  Provincial 
Magistrates,  and  the  sentence  passed  on 
Elizabeth  Saunders  was  perfectly  legal, 
and  might  have  been  properly  passed  by 
Provincial  Magistrates  sitting  in  Petty 
Sessions. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS :  Then 
if  there  had  been  six  children  instead  of 
three  the  Magistrate  would  have  had 
power  to  inflict  18  months*  imprisonment  ? 
Is  that  a  proper  power  for  him  to  possess  ? 
I  will  call  attention  to  this  matter  on  the 
Estimates. 

MILITARY  AND  ORPHAN  FUNDS  IN 
.      INDIA. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  In  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Central  Hull, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  when  the  last 
valuations  of  the  Bengal,  Madras,  and 
Bombay  Military  and  Orphan  Funds 
were  made  ;  and  whether  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Clause  2  of  the 
Act  29  Vic,  c.  18,  it  is  possible  to  in- 
crease the  benefits  now  receivable  bv  the 
subscribers  and  their  families,  and  to 
whom  the  surplus  of  those  funds  will 
ultimately  revert  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  last  and  only  valua- 
tions of  these  funds  were  made  in  1863 
(Madras),  1869  (Bengal  Militarv),  1870 
(Bombay),  and  1872  (Bengal  Orphan). 
Since  the  passing  of  the  Act  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member  and  on  a  consideration 
of  the  said  valuations,  additional  benefits 
were  conferred  on  subscribers  and  their 
families  as  a  final  adjustment,  and  no 
further  concessions  can  be  made.  There 
is  no  surplus,  as  the  assets  and  liabilities  i 
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were  merged  into  the  general  revemies 
of  the  Government  of  India  on  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  since  which  time  no 
separate  accounts  have  been  kept. 

INDIAN  FOBEST  SEBVICE    DEPABT- 

KENT. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
covenanted  members  of  the  Forest  Ser- 
vice Department  of  India  memorialised 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  10  years 
ago,  praying  that  the  scale  of  pensiona 
applicable  to  covenanted  officers  of  the 
public  works  should  be  granted  to  them  ; 
whether  the  Government  of  India 
repeatedly  recommended  the  grant  of 
this  scale  of  pensions,  including  special 
additional  pensions  of  conservators 
of  the  first  and  second  grades 
and  Inspector  General ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  prospectus  of  the  forest 
curriculum  of  Cooper's  Hill  it  is  stated 
that  forest  officers  liave  been  placed  ou 
an  equality  with  public  works  officers  in 
the  matter  of  pensions^  and  that  nothing 
to  this  effect  has  been  published  in  India  ; 
whether  the  concessions,  including  special 
pensions  to  conservators  and  Inspector 
General,  have  been  granted  to  officers 
now  in  the  forest  service  and  to  those  to 
be  appointed  hereafter ;  whether  forest 
officers  have  in  every  respect  been  placed 
ou  terms  of  equality  with  public  works 
officers,  as  stated  in  Cooper's  Hill 
prospectus ;  and  whether,  if  the  con- 
cessions have  not  been  grunted,  copies  of 
the  several  recommendations  and  of  the 
replies  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  My  answer  to 
the  hon.  Baronet's  first  question  is.  Yes. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question,  the 
first  recommendation  of  the  Government 
of  India  did  not  include  the  grant  to 
forest  officers  of  the  special  scale  of  pen- 
sions which,  for  exceptional  reasons,  had 
been  granted  to  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment alone.  But  in  1889  they  did 
make  such  a  recommendation  as  is  de- 
scribed in  the  quest  ion ;  and  they  repeated 
it  in  1891  and  1893.  My  answer  to  the 
third  question  is,  Yes.  With  regard  to 
the  fourth  question,  in  a  Despatch  of  the 
21st  of  Septemlxir,  1893,  the  Secretary 
of  State  authorised  the  grant  to  forest 
oi^cers     appointed     from     England    of 
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pensiooft  on  the  same  terms  as  are  per- 
mitted ID  the  case  of  civil  eogineere, 
up  to  a  maximum  of  Rs.  5,000  a  year, 
with  an  additlou  of  Rs.  1,000  in  the  case 
of  officers  who  shall  have  rendered  not 
less  than  three  years'  approved  service  as 
the  head  of  the  department  in  any  pro- 
vince, and  whose  special  merits  may  he 
considered  to  be  deserving  of  such  a 
concession.  In  reply  to  the  fifth  ques- 
tion, forest  officers  appointed  from  Eng- 
land, who  are  now  in  or  hereafter  enter 
the  service,  will  receive  the  same  pen- 
sionary benefit  as  engineers  hereafter 
appointed,  but  not  the  exceptionally  high 
pensions  granted  in  past  years  to  the 
Public  Works  Department.  Thfe  Corre- 
spondence is  still  incomplete,  but  when 
it  is  complete  there  will  be  no  objection 
to  lay  it  on  the  Table. 

CARLOW  DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 

Mr.  barton  (Armagh,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  yet  received  the  Official  Report  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Boaid  of  Governore 
of  the  Carlow  District  Lunatic  Asylum, 
held  on  the  13th  instant ;  is  he  aware 
that  the  Board  of  Governors  proceeded 
to  elect  an  assistant  medical  officer  on 
that  day  ;  that  the  resident  medical  su- 
perintendent had  by  advertisement  noti- 
fied tbat  the  election  would  not  take 
place  on  that  day,  and  by  letter  informed 
one  of  the  candidates  that  it  would  not 
take  place ;  and  that  the  agenda  papers 
distributed  to  the  Governors  contained 
no  notice  that  the  election  would  take 
place  ;  whether  the  election  held  under 
the  circumstances  on  that  date  was  in- 
valid ;  and  whether  an  opportunity  will 
be  given  to  the  Governors  of  holding  a 
valid  election  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY ':  The  Minutes  of 
the  Proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
at  their  meeting  held  on  the  Idth  instant 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Government. 
The  question  of  the  validity  of  the  elec- 
tion to-  the  office  of  assistant  medical 
officer  is  at  present  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Law  Officers,  and,  pending 
their  opinion  on  the  matter,  it  is  inad- 
visable to  discuss  the  details  arising  out 
of  the  election. 

EVICTION  AT  MUNGRET. 
Mr.  BlABTON  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


of  Ireland  whether  he  can  give  any  in-^ 
formation  to  the  House  with  reference  ta 
the  violent  resistance,  on  Wednesday 
last,  of  a  tenant  named  Bridgman,  near 
Mungret,  County  Limerick,  to  eviction 
for  five  years'  arrears  of  rent ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  agent  was  struck  on 
the  head  with  an  iron  bar,  the  Sheriff 
tripped  up  and  otherwise  obstructed,  and 
two  bailiffs  wounded  ;  and  whether  he 
intends  to  take  any  further  steps  with 
reference  to  any  of  the  persons  con- 
cerned ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  On  the  2dth  of 
July,  Mr.  O'Brien,  the  landlord's  agent, 
went  with  Mr.  Hobson,  the  sub- 
Sheriff,  for  the  purpose  of  evicting  a 
tenant  named  John  Bridgman,  who 
farmed  31  acres  of  land  near  Mungret, 
County  Limerick,  at  a  rent  of  £31,  and 
against  whom  a  decree  for  possession  for 
non-pajment  had  been  issued  amounting 
to  £106.  Bridgman  gave  up  possession 
to  the  Sheriff,  but  his  son  was  hostile, 
and  a  crowd  of  about  30  men  and  women 
assembled.  When  the  bailifiFs  put  out 
the  goods  Bridgman  refused  to  leave,  and 
the  Sheriff  caught  him  by  the  shoulder 
and  pushed  him  ;  he  resisted,  but  other- 
wise the  Sheriff  was  not  assaulted.  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  struck  on  the  bead  with  a  bar, 
and  lost  blood,  but  no  serious  injury  was 
inflicted,  and  he  will  not  prosecute  for  the 
assault.  No  police  protection  was  requi- 
sitioned, bnt  when  passing  the  police  bar- 
racks a  few  minntes  before  the  eviction, 
the  Sheriff  appears  to^have  asked  for 
protection,  which  could  not  be  given, 
as  there  was*  only  one  man  in  the  bar- 
racks. A  similar  request  was  then  made 
to  a  barrack  in  another  district,  but  the 
police  there  could  not  give  protection 
without  authority.  What  occurred  was 
altogether  due  to  the  action  of  the  Sheriff 
in  going  out  to  evict  Bridgman  without 
sending  in  a  leqaisition  for  police  protec- 
tion in  the  regular  manner.  The  Sheriff 
subsequently  applied  for  protection  in  tho 
ordinary  way  for  July  28,  and  the 
eviction  was  duly  carried  out  on  that 
day  without  any  trouble.  It  does  not 
appear  that  two  Imiliffs  were  wounded, 
but  I  ha^ve  called  for  further  informa- 
tion on  this  point.  Inquiries  will  also 
be  made  as  to  whether  the  police  have 
initiated  proceedings. 

Mr.  BARTON  inquired  if  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  benefits  of  the  Eviction 
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Mr.  J.  Morlet's  reply  wu  in- 
audible. 

Mr.  macartney  ;  Did  not  the 
Sheriff  apply  for  MBistance  P  On  what 
ground  was  it  refused  by  the  police? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  They  did  apply 
for  aBBistaDce ;  bnt,  aa  I  explained,  there 
was  only  one  man  at  the  barracks. 

EVICTED  TENANCIES  IN  IBELAKD. 

Mr.  fisher  (Pulham)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
LieutenaDt  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
now  give  the  House  an  accurate  estimate 
of  the  aggregate  rental  of  the  whole 
field  of  the  evicted  teoancioH  which  may 
come  under  the  action  of  the  Evict^ 
Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill;  whether  he  will 
furnish  the  Members  of  the  House  with 
figures  showing  the  number  of  the 
claimants  before  the  Mathew  Commission 
whose  teuancies  were  determined  in  each 
year  between  1679  and  1891 ;  and  the 
total  rental  of  the  holdings  so  deter- 
mined in  each  year  from  1H79  to  1694 
respectively  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  total  esti- 
mated nnmberof  claimants  coming  under 
the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill  is 
4,076,  and  the  aggregat«  rental  £1 42,077. 
Of  these,  3,676  were  claimants  with 
an  aggregate  rental  of  £130,077  before 
the  Mathew  Commissiou,  and  400  the 
number  of  persons  who  have  been  evicted 
since  January,  1893,  and  who  may  pro- 
bably appear  as  claimants,  with  an  aggre* 
gate  rental  of  £12,000.  The  cases  of 
the  claimants  before  the  Mathew  Com- 
missini)  could  be  classified  by  each  year, 
but  this  would  iDTolve  some  time.  It 
would  nut  be  practicable  to  make  such  a 
classificatioif  of  the  possible  claimants 
since  that  Commission,  the  figures  in  their 
case  being  necessarily  an  estimate.  Tha 
original  estimate  of  the  probable  amount 
was  thus  an  under-estimate,  the  average 
rental  under  Appendix  G  not  iiaving  been 
at  the  time  available. 

BOAHD  OF  IRIHH  LIGHTS. 
Mr.  FI£LD  1  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretory  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights 
were  within  their  rights  in  refusing  in- 
formation  about  contracts  to  a  Member 
of  this  House,  who  requires  the  parti- 
Mr.  Barton 
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cnlars  oo  behalf  of  hii  working  men  con- 
stituents ? 

Hr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  would  be  cod- 
veaient  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wonld 
give  notice  of  this  qneetion  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Thb  president  of  thr  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bktce,  Aliordeen,  S.)  : 
The  control  of  the  Board  of  Trade  over 
the  Lighthouse  Authorities  is  a  fiuaudial 
one  only,  and  I  have  no  power  to  inter- 
fere  with  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights  on 
such  a  matter  as  the  hon.  Member  r«fer» 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  this 
Session  to  alter  the  eonstitation  of  the 
Irish  Lighta  Board,  and  to  extend  the 
franchise  upon  whit^  they  are  elected  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House  that  the  present  cou- 
Btitution  of  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights 
cannot  be  regarded  as  satisfactoir,  and 
that  I  was  aware  of  the  desirability  of 
having  a  representative  element  intro- 
dnced  on  the  Board.  The  subject  is 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  Department  more  immediately 
concerned.  I  do  not,  however,  see  any 
prospect  of  legislation  on  the  subject 
being  introduced  this  Session. 

INSPECTORS  OF  METALLIFEROUS 
MIKES. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTUER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
Mr.  Leek,  Postmaster  at  Cleator  Moor, 
who  has  recently  been  appointed  Assistant 
Inspector  of  Metalliferous  Mines,  has 
passed  any  examination  entitling  him  to 
receive  a  first-class  certificate  as  manager 
of  a  mine  ;  and  whether  he  is  within  the 
limit  of  age  prescribed  for  candidates  for 
appointments  as  Inspectors  of  Mines  ? 

Mr.  ASQCITH  :  For  the  appoint- 
ment of  Inspectors  of  Metalliferoas 
Mines  per  Me  no  limit  of  age  or  quatifi- 
oation  as  to  previous  employment  under- 
ground has  as  yet  been  prescribed,  the 
few  appointments  of  the  kind  having 
been  conferred  upon  gentlemen  who,  on 
account  of  their  training  and  experience, 
have  been  considered  qualified  to  hold 
them. 
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Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB  :  Will  this 
gentleman  be  called  npon  to  satisfy  the 
Civil  Service  examiners  or  to  pass  anj 
examination  before  he  undertakes  these 
duties,  and  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  this  Mr.  Leok  is  the  same 
gentleman  who  act^  as  electioneering 
agent  for  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Camberland  at  the  last  election,  and 
received  £100  for  his  services  ? 

•Mr.  ASQUITH  :  This  is  the  first  I 
have  heard  that  Mr.  Leek  acted  as 
electioneering  agent  for  any  gentleman. 
Mr.  Leek  will  not  be  required  to  pass  any 
examination.  He  is  one  of  the  batch  of 
three  Inspectors  of  Metalliferous  Mines 
whom  I  have  appointed,  and  in  the  case 
of  all  of  them  the  Treasury  has  not 
pressed  for  an  examination,  as  the  gentle- 
men are  specially  qualified. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Ince)  :  Has  Mr.  Leek  any  practical  ex- 
perience of  mining  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Yes,  very  con- 
siderable. 

Mr.  STUABT-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Haliam)  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  adhere  to  the  statement  that 
all  the  qualifications  as  to  age,  technical 
requirements,  and  service  underground 
have  not  hitherto  been  required  for  In- 
spectors both  of  coal  mines  and  of  metal- 
liferous mines  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  They  have  been 
always  required  where  the  Inspectors 
have  to  inspect  both  coal  and  iron  mines. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Then 
I  would  ask  whether  this  gentleman, 
after  he  has  received  his  appointment, 
will  not,  under  Section  39  of  the  Coal 
Mines  Act,  1887,  be  qualified  to  act  as  a 
Coal  Mines  Inspector  ? 
*Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No  ;  it  has  been 
specially  inserted  as  one  of  the  conditions 
of  his  employment  that  be  shall  not  so 
act. 

Mr.  J,  W.  LOWTHER  :  I  beg  to 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  notice 
that  I  shall  on  the  first  opportunity 
available  call  attention  to  this  matter. 

SAND  HEAPS  IN  LONDON  PARKS. 

Mr.  CROSFIELD  (Lincoln)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  can  provide  a  heap  of 
clean  sand  for  the  amusement  of  the 
children  who  frequent  the  St.  James^  and 
Green  Parks  ? 


Ths  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  I  am  inquiring  of  the  London 
County  Council  as  to  the  result  of  experi- 
ments they  have  made  in  this  direction. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  Is  there  any 
known  method  of  keeping  the  sand  clean 
when  it  has  been  provided  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

RATING  OF  GOVERNMENT  BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  tbe  Treasury  valuer  is 
charged  with  the  valuation  for  rating 
purposes  of  land  and  buildings  main- 
tained at  the  expense  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  of  India  as  well  as  of  those  paid 
for  out  of  British  Revenues  ;  and,  if  not, 
what  is  the  system  upon  which  India 
Office  property  is  valued  for  rates  ;  and 
whether  the  official  valuer,  if  any,  for  the 
India  Office  can  exercise  the  same  check 
upon  the  valuation  for  rating  purposes  in 
the  case  of  Indian  property  as  is  exer- 
cised by  the  Treasury  valuer  in  the  case 
of  the  property  of  all  British  Depart- 
ments ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Treasury 
valuer  is  not  directly  charged  with  the 
valuation  for  rating  purposes  of  land  and 
buildings  maintained  at  the  expense  of  the' 
Government  of  India,  but  he  assists  in 
the  valuation  of  such  property  when 
called  upon.  Property  occupied  by  the 
Indian  Government  is  exempt  from  rate- 
ability  equally  with  that  occupied  by  the 
Home  Government,  and  the  exemption 
rests  on  the  same  grounds.  The  India 
Office  stands  in  regard  to  the  giving  of 
contributions  for  its  property  in  precisely 
the  same  position  as  the  Treasury  stands 
in  regard  to  giving  contributions  for  pro- 
perty occupied  by  the  Home  Government 

THE  DIBBS  MINISTRY. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  any  telegram  has 
been  received  at  the  Colonial  Office  from 
the  Governor  of  New  South  Wales 
announcing  the  resignation  of  the  Dibbs 
Ministry,  and  the  refusal  of  the  Governor 
to  appoint  a  number  of  gentlemen  to  tbe 
Legislative  Council  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  retiring  Ministry  ;  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  is  in  a  position  to  communicate 
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the  oontents  ol  the  GovorBor^ai  Message 
to  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  Sir 
George  Dibbs'  Miuistrj  desired  to  add 
10  gentlemen  to  the  Legislative  Council, 
the  Governor  thereupon  offered  to  add 
three.  This  proposal  was,  however, 
declined,  and  the  Government  thereupon 
resigned.  Mr.  Reid  is  now  engaged  in 
forming  a  Government. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Hasa  Colonial 
Governor  the  power  to  refuse  to  nominate 
gentlemen  to  the  Legislative  Couocil 
when  recommended  by  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  A  Colonial 
Governor  has  the  power  to  refuse  the  pro- 
posals of  his  Ministry,  but  he  is  under 
the  obligation,  if  they  resign  in  conse- 
quence, to  iind  another  Government  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  the  country. 

THE  ARMENIAN  PRISONERS  IN 
TURKEY. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is 
able  to  communicate  the  results  of  the 
renewed  efforts  which  Her  Majesty^s 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople  has  been 
desired  to  make  on  behalf  of  the  Arme- 
nian Archbishops  of  Ma  rush  and  Zeitoum 
and  the  Bishops  of  Hadji n  and  Arabgir, 
whose  liberation  is  claimed  on  the  ground 
that  they  have  been  unjustly  punished  ; 
whether  success  has  attended  the  efforts 
of  Sir  Philip  Currie  to  obtain  the  release 
of  the  prisoners  detained  without  trial  in 
the  prisons  of  Alei)po,  Sivas,  Angora, 
Van,  Yuzgat,  Adana,  and  Sinope  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  frequent  repre- 
sentations in  this  House  and  elsewhere  of 
the  position  of  these  untried  prisoners, 
the  Government  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  further  Papers  giving  in- 
formation as  to  the  steps  taken  on  iKjhalf 
of  the  Armenians  in  Turkcv  ? 

Siu  E.  GREY  :  I  informed  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  19th  of  April  that  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  it 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose  to  make 
any  representation  on  behalf  of  the 
exiled  Bishops  of  Hadjin  and  Arabgir. 
In  May  last  the  cases  of  the  Archbishops 
of  Marash  and  Zeitoum  were  brought 
)>efore  the  Grind  Vizier  by  Her  Majesty's 
Embassy  with  a  view  to  obtain  some 
mitigation  of  their  sentences.     The  reply 

Mr.  Henniker  Ifeaton 


was  that  they  h$d  been  properly  con- 
victed and  merited  their  sentences.  It 
is,  unfortunately,  the  case  tliat  many 
Armenian  prisoners  are  still  awaiting 
trial,  abd  that  the  efforts  of  Her  Majestj^s 
Representatives  in  Turkey  to  hasten 
their  trial  have  not  lieen  snocessfnl,  but 
Her  Majesty*B  :Government  have  never 
undertaken  to  ask  for  their  unconditional 
release.  Her  Majesty's  Government  do 
not  consider  it  desirable  to  lay  Papers 
relating  to  one  phase  only  of  the  Ar- 
menian question,  and  they  have  frequently 
stated  that  a  full  publication  of  the 
correspondence  would  not  be  of  advan- 
tage. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  STAFF. 
Mk.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  officers  of  the 
Army  Medical  Staff  having  servants  from 
the  Medical  Staff  Corps  are  obliged  to 
make  up  their  departmental  pay,  about 
15s.  monthly,  in  addition  to  the  sum  laid 
down  in  the  Queen\s  Regulations  as 
applicable  to  officers  of  other  corps  ;  and 
if  he  will  take  steps  to  place  the  officers 
of  the  Army  Medical  Staff  on  an  equality 
with  other  officers,  regarding  soldier 
servants  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Officers  of  the  Army  Medical  Staff  are 
allowed  the  privilege  of  employing  men 
of  their  own  corps  as  servants,  but  they 
are  not  required  to  employ  them,  and 
may  receive  the  same  money  allowance 
in  lieu  as  is  issuable  to  staff  and  other 
departmental  officers.  If  they  choose  lo 
employ  a  soldier  of  the  Medical  Staff 
Corps  they  have  to  make  up  to  the  man 
the  .corps  pay,  which  is  only  issuable  by 
the  public  when  he  is  employed  on  corps 
duty.  The  same  rule  as  to  corps  pay 
applies  to  officers  of  other  departmental 
corps  ;  and  as  there  is  some  difficulty  in 
providing  soldier  servants  for  regimental 
officers,  it  is  not  considered  desirable  to 
withdraw  soldiers  from  their  regiments 
to  act  as  servants  to  officers  of  other 
corps  or  of  departments. 

WILLS  IN  THE  WELSH  LANGUAGE. 
Mk.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire,  Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
officials  of  the  Probate  Registry  in  the 
cases  of  original  wills  written  in  Welsh 
decline  to  furnish  office  copies  of  such 
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origiDnl  wills  when  duly  applieU.  for  isaid  tLe 
upon  n  question  arieiDg  a»  tu  the  cor- 
reutnesn  of  the  iruiialution  filed  at  the 
Regi«Crv  :  whether  on  siiuh  fi  tiuestioo 
ariaiDg  it  U  permiisihle  tu  uouafruiuj;  u 
will  written  in  Welsh  to  refer  to  the 
origiaHl  :  uad  whether  he  will  take  Hteps 
to  BQouro  uTi  alterutiou  of  the  Probate 
R^g'atiy  eo  as  tu  euablo  parties  interested 
to  obtain  copies  of  Qrigiiial  Welsh  wiUs  't 
TaK  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  iliiiflr,  Forfar)  :  The  origioul  o£  a 
will  in  Welsh  cau  always  be  soeu  at  the 
BegiBtry  in  which  a  Iraiiii'ktiou  has  been 
proved.  H  a  copy  of  a  Welsh  will,  a 
traoslation  of  whiiih  has  beeu  proved  iu 
the  priocipitl  Registry,  were  retiiiired  the 
party  requiring  it  would  be  perinilitcd  to 
copy  it  hiniself,  or  to  setid  a  competent 
person  to  take  a  ropy.  An  office  copy 
under  seal  of  the  Court  of  an  origiual  will 
ID  Welsh  would  not  he  gireu,  because 
probate  ia  not  grauled  of  snch  original 
will,  but  of  the  tntnslation  which  is 
attached  to  the  orij^inal.  No  diflieiilty 
Jus  beeo  oocusiooed  ia  ])ra<;tiGe ;  appli- 
OMtioDs  of  the  sort  are  t^xcremely  rare. 
With  refereuce  to  the  quetitioa  whether 
it  is  p^missible,  iu  uousiruiug  a  will 
written  iu  Welsh,  to  refer  to  theorigiual, 

think  there  is  some  little  doubt  ou  the 
>tter,  biit  the  better  course  would  be  to 

'iug  the' queatiou  of  trauslation  before 
Probate  Court,  aud  if  aecesaary  iiave 
corrected  there.  I  have  so  jurisdic- 
tiojt  whatsoever  to  procure  auy  alteration 
of  the  practice  of  the  Probate  Registry 
ou  any  point,  and  I  cauuot  undertake 
therefore  to  take  such  steps  as  are 
suggested  iu  the  question. 


I  pages, 


MO  TIO  X. 


'SINKSS  OF  THE  HOUSK  (PBOCEDUEE 
ON  THE  EVICTED  TENANTS  (_IBE- 
LAND)  AKBITRATION   HILI.,> 


I 

^^ThS  CHANCELLOB  i>¥  THE  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.H4ut...Ui(T,  Derby): 
In  submitting  to  iho  House  the  Uesola- 
tioD  of  which  I  have  given  notice,  I  nm 
extremely  desirous  to  ai'oid  any  language 
which  may  give  ofleute  lii  any  person  or 
(o  any  Party  iu  the  Hoiifc.  Iu  tnakiug 
■  '»  Motion  1  would  rather  rely  on  what 
[believe   to  be  the  sense  of  the  great 


Mtjority  of  tbi»  Hoiiae — I    had  almost  [  tiuned  :— 


mous  feeling  of  the  House 
— as  to  me  necessity  of  such  a  Motion, 
We,  at  least  ou  these  Benches,  regard 
Ibis  measure  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill 
as  one  of  urgent  necessity,  aa  an  admini- 
strative measure  conducing  to  peace  aud 
goodwill  iu  Ireluod.  The  time  we  have 
proposed  in  this  Resolution  to  allot  to 
this  discussion,  we  believe,  If  fairly 
employed,  is  adequate  and  ample  to 
dispose  of  the  debatable  questions  which 
this  measure  certaialy  involves.  I  con- 
fess, speaking;  for  myself,  that  I  am  uot 
enamoured  of  these  exceptional  measures, 
and  1  resort  to  them  with  a  sincere  regret. 
But  if  I  am  asked  for  ii  justification  of 
this  Motiou,  I  would  refer  to  the  Order 
Book  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
would  Ijegr  leave  to  alter  a  celebrated 
inscription,  and  say,  ''  Si  arffumenlunt 
tjuarii,  iiupice."  Those  who  look  at  the 
number  of  AiueudmeDts  to  the  Bill, 
which,  1  thiuk,  cover  ; 
will  realise  that  they 
argument  in  this  case.  In  my  opinion, 
these  22  or  23  pages  of  Ameodmeuts  are 
not  an  index  of  what  ia  requisite  for  the 
reasonable  discussion  of  such  a  measure 
as  this,  or  fair  Debate  upon  the  question 
it  involves.  I  will  not  go  into  au  unalysiB 
of  these  Amendments.  Each  man  is 
capable  of  forming  his  own  Judgment  of 
how  far  these  Amendments  are  confined 
to  raisiug  reasonable  issues  upon  the 
question.  I  may  refer  to  what  has 
already  taken  place.  We  have  bad  two 
full  days  of  Debate,  and  I  doubt  whether 
we  have  accomplished  two  lines  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  know  if  this  is  intended 
to  indicate  a  similar  rate  of  progress  on 
the  Bill.  If  that  is  so,  what  is  the 
prospect  of  the  future  ?  If  any  reason- 
able expectation  were  held  out  thstfKir 
lid  be  placed  on  the  discussiou 
of  this  Bill  I  should  not  make  this 
Motiou.  1  am  sincerely  desirous  of 
avouliug  giving  more  olTeuce  than  is 
necessary  iu  tills  matter,  and,  theiefore, 

thnut    using    any    words    which    itrs 
rulciilnted  to  cause  irritation,  1  submit 
this    Motiou    to    the    judgment  of  the  , 
llou^e.  :'] 

Motiou  made,  aud  Question  proposed^' 
"  That  the  jiroceelings  in  Committee  and  on 
Report,  and  on  the  ReBolutJon  relatia^  to  Oua- 
rautei^  nod  Expeuses,  uu  tlie  Evicted  Tenanl* 
(Irclanil)  Arbitration  Bill,  unless  preTiously 
ttispopGd  of,  shall  be  brought  to  a  contlusioo  at 
'■""  ''  '   '     "     manner  liereinafter  raeti- 
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(d) 


(a)  The  pxpoeedings    in    Cominittee    on  |  thinks  it  enough  to  come  down  to  tiiis  • 

Honee  and  express  in  a  few  porfunetorj 
words  bis  regret  at  the  int)ceedings  he 
has  adopted,  but  neither  by  argument  nor 
in  any  other  waj  to  offer  the  slightest 
defence  of  his  course.     Sir,  perhaps  I  do 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  iujnstioe. 
He    said    one    thing    that    bears  some 
shadowy  resemblance  to  an  argument* 
And  what  was  it  ?     That  when  he  took 
up  the  Order  Paper  he  saw    a   lafge 
number  of  Amendments  down  to  the  Bill . 
he  proposes  to  gag.     Was  ever  such  a 
reason  given  before  in  this   House  for 
such  a  proceeding  ?     Because  the  House 
on  the  face  of  the  Order  Paper  shows 
that      a      desire      exists     to      discuss 
this     Bill      that     therefore     the     dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill  is  to  be  stopped  ;  and 
because  Members  of  the  House,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  undonbted  rights,  have 
suggested  alterations  in  the  proposal  of 
the   Government;     therefore,    on     that 
account,  no  Amendments  are  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  all.     I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  imagines  he 
improved  his  case  by  giving  us  that  soli- 
tary specimen  argument  in  favour  of  it, 
because  it  nppears  to  me  that  the  con- 
demnation of  the  course  he  asks  us  te 
pursue  could  not  be  stated  more  clearly 
than    in   the  arguments  advanced  in  its 
favour   by  the  Leader  of  the  House.     I 
shall   not  be  long  in  laying  my  case  be- 
fore the  House,  although  I  shall  take  a 
little  longer  to  do  so  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   did,  for   I   have   something 
which  T,  at  all  events,  think  substantial 
to  say   iu  defence  of  the  policy  which  I 
earnestly  press  on  the  House  on  the  pre- 
sent momentous  occasion.     I  do  not  wish 
to  put  the  rights  of  individual  Members 
or  even  the  rights  of  a  minority  too  high. 
I  admit  that  there  may  be  grave  crises  in 
the    history   of    the   country,    practical 
necessities   which   have  to  be  got  over, 
which  might  justify  or  even,  under  certain 
circumstances,    compel    this    House    to 
suspend  the  rights  which  for   centuries 
have  guarded  liberty  of  Debate.     But  is 
this  case  one  of  those  cases  ?     Is  there 
some  practical  menacing  necessity  over- 
hanging  us   whictf  must  be  dealt  with, 
which,  if  not  dealt  with,  will  imperil  our 
whole  social  system  or  the  public  external 
security  of  this  Empire  ?     We  have  been 
told,  of  course,  by  those  who   have  de- 
fended  this  Bill,  that   it  means  to  deal 
with  a  great  social  crisis  in  Ireland.     I 


Clanae  1,  at  Eleven  pjn.  on  Thunidajr 
2nd  August ; 

(b)  The  proceedings  in  Ck>mmittee  on  the 
Money  ResolutioD,  and  on  Claaees  2 
and  S,  at  Eleven  p.m.  on  Friday,  8rd 
August; 

(c)  The  proceedings  on  Report  of  the 
Money  Resolution,  and  in  Committee 
on  Clauses  4  and  5,  at  Eleven  p.m.  on 
Monday,  6th  August ; 

The  proceedings  in  Committee  on  the 
remaining  Clauses,  new  Government 
Clauses,  Schedules,  and  new  Oovem* 
ment  Schedules  (if  any)  at  Eleven  p.m. 
on  Tuesday,  7th  August ; 
(e)  That  the  Consideration  of  the  Report 
be  appointed  for  ThurHiIav,  9th  August, 
and,  if  not  previously  duposed  of.  the 
proceedings  thereon  be  concluded  at 
Eleven  p.m.  on  that  day. 

At  the  said  appointed  times  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or 
Questions  on  anv  Amendment  or  Motion  already 
proposed  from  the  Chair,  and  shall  next  proceed 
successively  to  put  forthwith  the  Question  on 
any  Amendments  moved  by  the  Government,  of 
which  Notice  has  been  given  (but  no  other 
Amendments),  and  on  every  other  Question 
necessary  to  dispose  of  the  allotted  business. 
In  the  case  of  new  Clauses  and  Schedules  he 
shall  put  only  the  Question,  That  such  Clause  or 
Schedule  be  added  to  the  Bill.  Until  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Conmiittee,  as  noon  as  such 
allotted  business  has  been  disposed  of,  the 
Chairman  shall  report  Progress,  and  at  the  con- 
clusion he  shall  report  the  Bill  to  the  House. 
The  Question  on  the  Motion  appointing  the 
next  consideration  of  the  Bill  8hall  be  put 
forthwith. 

Proceedings  under  this  Order  shall  not  be  in- 
terrupted under  the  provisionn  of  any  Standing 
Order  relating  to  the  sittings  of  the  House. 

After  the  passing  of  this  Order  no  dilatory 
Motion  on  the  Bill,  nor  under  Standing  Order 
17,  nor  Motion  to  i>ostpone  a  Clause,  shall  be 
received,  unless  moved  by  a  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  question  on  any  such  Motion 
shall  be  put  forth with."—(7%<»  ChancelUtrofthe 
Emchequer,) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  has  told  us 
that  he  moves  the  Motion  you  have  just 
read  from  the  Chair  with  a  great  feeling 
of  reluctance,  and  nobody  who  heard 
what  I  suppose  he  would  describe  as  a 
defence  of  the  proceeding,  which  has 
just  come  from  him,  can  doubt  the  abso- 
lute sincerity  of  the  avowal.  Never  in 
the  history  of  Parliament  has  a  proposal 
like  this  been  made  ;  never  in  the  history 
of  Parliament  has  it  been  suggested  after 
two  days'  Debate  in  Committee,  and  two 
days  only,  that  our  further  proceedings 
should  be  gagged  ;  and  yet  the  Minister 
who  is  capable  of  making  this  proposal 
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should  not  be  in  Order  were  I  to  discuss 
the  magnitude  of  tbat  crisis  or  how  far 
this  Bill  is  calculated  to  meet  it ;  but  I 
am  strictly  in  Order  when  I  remind  the 
House  that  this  social  crisis,  if  it  exists 
at  ally  has  existed  for  the  whole  of  the 
two  years  during  which  the  Government 
have  been  in  C^ce,  and  it  was  not  until 
the  last  week  in  July  of  this  year  that 
they  made  the  slightest  endeavour  to  deal 
with  it.  Do  not  let  them  tell  us — I  do 
not  think  they  will  have  the  courage — 
that  the  business  on  which  they  have 
occupied  us  was  of  a  kind  so  pressing 
that  a  great  practical  measure  would  be 
left  undealt  with  while  other  measures 
were  being  passed.  We  have  too  fresh 
in  our  recollection  the  abortive  discus- 
sions upon  their  Registration  Bill,  their 
Welsh  Church  Bill,  and  other  measures 
never  intended  by  their  authors  to  get 
through  the  House  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  to  leave  us  in  any  doubt 
whatever  that  if  the  Government  really 
felt  the  existence  of  the  kind  of  necessity 
which  alone  would  justify  such  a 
measure  they,  as  responsible  for 
the  executive  government  of  the 
country,  would  have  brought  forward  the 
Bill,  not  at  the  end  of  July,  1894, 
but  early  in  1898.  Perhaps  it  may  be 
said  even  by  those  who,  in  the  face  of 
what  has  occurred  during  the  last  few 
years,  have  given  up  the  argument  of 
imminent  public  necessity,  that  this  is  a 
measure  so  clearly  just  on  the  face  of  it 
that  it  is  absurd  for  any  minority  in  the 
House  to  exercise  even  tiie  most  moderate 
discussion  upon  it.  Well,  Sir,  I  could 
not  deal  with  that  contention,  if  seriously 
made  from  any  quarter  of  the  House, 
without  trespassing  on  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  more  than  is  desirable  and 
without  going  into  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  which  I  wish  to  leave  as  much  as 
possible  on  one  side.  But  let  the  House 
recollect  that  into  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
as  it  stands  there  never  has  been  any  in- 
quiry at  all.  We  are  sometimes  told  that 
the  Bill  has  been  based  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Mathew  Commission. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Mathew  Commis- 
sion itself  was  a  gagged  Commission.  In 
the  second  place,  the  Mathew  Commis- 
sion did  not  examine  into  things  which 
by  the  terms  of  the  Reference  they  were 
required  to  do  ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
this  Bill  going  beyond  the  terms  of  the 
Reference  to  the  Commission.      In  these 


three  respects,  at  least,  this  Bill  is  before 
us  not  based  on  any  examination  by  a 
Commission,  partial  or  impartial,  not 
resting  upon  any  knowledge  of  facts  of 
which  the  House  has  cognizance.  It  is 
thrown  down  at  this  late  stage  of  our 
proceedings  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  no  other,  and 
we  are  to  be  deprived  of  any  opportunity 
of  finding  out  on  what  he  bases  his  justi- 
fication of  a  measure  which  we  are  asked 
to  pass  through  the  Committee  stage 
within  the  space  of  seven  days  from  the 
time  the  Committee  commenced  a  Bill 
which  covers  matters  which  have 
afforded  this  House  for  the  last  14  years 
subjects  of  unending  controversy.  The 
Chancellor  .,of  the  Exchequer,  in  the 
brief  observations  he  thought  sufficient 
for  the  occasion,  did  not  tell  us  what 
exactly  his  proposal  was  with  regard  to 
the  time  we  were  to  spend  in  Committee. 
Seven  days  from  the  time  of  our  pro- 
ceedings in  Committee  is  the  time  the 
Government  have  allotted.  The  time 
actually  taken  up,  not  in  Committee  of 
the  House,  but  in  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee,  in  discussing  a  non-contro- 
versial Bill  has  been  17  days.  [Crte# 
of  "  How  many  hours  ?  "]  Perhaps  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  allow  me  to  pursue  my 
argument  in  my  own  way.  These  17 
days  were  not  full  Parliamentary  days. 

[Ministerial  cheers,']  Of  course  not. 
)uring  part  of  our  proceedings  we 
sat  from  12  to  3,  and  during 
the  other  part  of  our  proceedings 
the  sittings  were  extended  till  4  o'clock. 
Recollect  that  if  you  are  going  to  put 
that  on  one  side  of  the  account  you  must 
put  a  great  many  other  things  on  the 
other  side'  of  the  account.  The  discus- 
sion occurred  in  a  Grand  Committee 
composed  not  of  670  gentlemen,  but  of 
about  70.  One-tenth  of  the  House  only 
was  engaged  in  that  discussion.  In  the 
second  place,  the  Scottish  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  passed  the  Second  Reading 
without  a  Division,  and  almost  without 
Debate.  It  is  admittedly  uon  -  con- 
troversial, and  it  is  framed  strictly  upon 
the  lines  of  its  sister  English  measure, 
which  has  already  received  full  discussion 
and  consideration  by  this  House.  Com- 
pare that  w^th  this  Bill.  This  Bill,  of 
course,  is  not  so  long,  but  it  raises,  and 
legitimately  raises,  almost  e\erj  question 
which  has  ever  been  debated  among  the 
innumerable  questions   that   have    ever 
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boen  debated  between  the  two  aides  of 
tbe  House  on  the  subject  of  Irish  land. 
The  whole  turbulent  and  melancholy 
history  of  Ireland  from  1879  down  to  the 
present  time  comes  naturally  and  neces- 
sarily within  the  scope  of  discussion. 
The  "No  Kent"  conspiracy  of  1882, 
the  ''Plan  of  Campaign"  conspiracy  of 
1886,  every  incident  of  the  laud  war  in 
Ireland,  the  whole  subject  of  evictions 
and  land  tenure — all  these  things  rise 
directly  before  us,  and  cannot  be  avoided 
if  we  are  to  do  our  duty  in  discussing 
this  measure,  and  yet  you  ask  us,  who  have 
spent  week  after  week,  and  weary  night 
after  weary  night,  in  discussing  Land  Bills 
proposed  by  gentlemen  opposite  or  pro- 
posed by  us,  to  hurry  through  this  Bill  in 
the  space  of  seven  days,  and  send  it  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords  undiscussed,  un- 
dealt  with,  and  unconsidered.  I  do  not 
pretend  that  the  personal  sacrifice  en- 
tailed by  this  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  very  great.  We  have  been  18 
months  continuously  at  work  on  your 
legislative  business,  and  everything  that 
comes  in  tiie  shape  of  a  promise  of  some 
release  from  this  intolerable  burden  must 
be  welcomed  by  tbe  weakness  of  the 
flesh.  What  we  are  sacrificing  is,  how- 
ever, something  more  important  than  our 
personal  ease  and  our  personal  conve- 
nience— it  is  the  tradition  of  the  House  of 
Commoui*.  It  is  this  :  that  in  return  for 
the  Leadership  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— the  not  very  zealous  Leadership  of 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman — you  are 
asked  to  give.  And  what  is  it  we  are 
expected  to  get  in  return  ?  Who  are 
the  dupes  of  this  proceeding  of  the  Go- 
vernment ?  Not  the  English  Members 
who  reluctantly  support  the  Government 
on  a  Bill  which  they  but  half  approve  ; 
not  the  Irish  Members,  who  know  per- 
fectlv  well  that  the  Government  in  the 
course  they  are  adopting,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  course  thev  have 
adopted,  make  the  fate  of  this  Bill 
almost  certain  when  it  reaches  another 
Dlace 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  hear  ! 
We  were  told  that  before. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Whom  bv  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Bv  the  hon. 
and  gHJlniit  Gentleman  (Colonel  Saunder- 
son)  behind  vou. 

Mr.  a.  J:  BALFOUR  :  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  may  have  ex])res9e(l  that 
opinion  ou  the  Second  Reading,  and  he 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


may  speak  with  as  much  authority  aa  I 
do,  but  my  opinion  is  that  it  is  by  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  that  you  make  the 
fate  that  is  awaiting  this  Bill  absolutely 
certain  and  inevitable.  And  why  ?  Yoa 
have  been  endeavouring  to  make  it  plain 
to  all  men  that  you  will  not  accept 
Amendments  from  *^  another  plaoe.*^ 
You  have  sacrificed  one  Bill  altogether 
which  you  professed  to  attach,  and  per- 
haps did  attach,  great  importance  to,  be- 
cause you  would  not  accept  any  Amend- 
ments. On  another  Bill  you  rejected, 
many  Amendments,  but  it  was  neverthe- 
less passed  into  law,  but  under  the 
circumstances  you  cannot  expect  the 
House  of  Lords  to  correct  your  errors  or 
to  make  any  great  effort  towards  the  end 
of  August  to  turn  your  Bills  into  sense. 
If  you  send  up  this  Bill  unamended  and 
undiscussed,  as  you  propose  to  send  it  up 
to  the  Lords,  and  if  you  make  it  clear 
for  the  Lords  to  amend  it  and  improve 
it  is  but  to  waste  their  time  and  onr 
time,  may  I  ask  what  fate  can  yon 
possibly  expect  for  your  measure  ?  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  taking  all  this  trouble  to  send  up 
a  Bill  only  to  be  rejected  is  doing  so 
with  tiie  view  of  getting  up  a  cry  against 
the  House  of  Lords.  If  so,  I  cannot 
congratulate  him  upon  the  particular 
methods  he  is  using  for  attaining  that 
desirable  result.  If  you  neither  wish  to 
get  up  a  cry  against  the  House  of  Lords 
nor  expect  to  pass  your  Bill  into  law, 
what  is  it  you  do  expect  ?  What,  in 
other  words,  is  it  that  you  expect  to  get 
in  exchange  for  the  sacrifice  of  our 
dignity  and  our  honour  ?  I  will  tell 
you.  You  expect  to  get  the  votes  of 
the  Irish  Members  now  and  hereafter, 
and  the  Irish  Members  expect  to  be  able 
to  go  to  their  constituents  and  say  they 
did  their  best  to  obtain  £260,000  of 
public  money  for  the  evicted  tenants  of 
Ireland  to  eke  out  the  Paris  Funds,  but 
the  wicked  House  of  Lords  would  not 
let  them  have  it.  The  only  dupes  of 
your  proceedings  are  the  Irish  public  who 
return  the  Members  below  the  Gangway 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  Those 
Meuil>er8  know  perfectly  well  that  they 
are  doing  nothing  for  their  clients  in 
Ireland.  They  know  perfectly  well  the 
promises  which  they  and  their  English 
followers  have  lavished  upon  their 
"Flan  of  Campaign"  dupes  in  Ire- 
]  land   are    further   from    fulfilment    than 
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ever  owing  to- the  very  proceeding  yon 
are  now  fclreingdown  our  tferoets.  Know- 
ing tlifit,  I  wonder  if  tliey  'tliinic  that  tlie 
Irish  peasant  is  so  simple-mfinded  a  per- 
*  son  that  he  will  give  thanks  and  grati- 
tude to  them  for  undertaking  a  taslc  which 
by  the  very  method  in  which  they  have 
gone  aboat  performing  it  must  necessarily 
end  in  emptiness  and  vanity.  In  my 
judgment  the  course  which  we  ought  to 
pursue  as  to  the  methods  yon  mean  to 
associate  with  this  proceeding  i9  perfectly 
clear.  Indulge  in  this  petty  and  sordid 
trafficking  for  votes  if  you  like,  but  do 
not  ask  us  to  help  you.  Make  the  honour 
and  the  dignity  and  the  traditions  of  this 
House  the  counters  in  the  sorry  game 
you  are  playing  for  Irish  support,  but  do 
not  ask  us  to  take  «  hand. 

Mk.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.)  :  We 
will  not  ask  you. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  For  my  part. 
Sir,  now  that  I  am  no  longer  to  be  per- 
mitted to  perform  those  duties  with  which 
I  was  entrusted  by  my  constituents,  I 
shall  not  disturb  the  harmony  which  I 
suppose  will  henceforth  reign  between 
those  Benches  and  these.  I  feel  no  natural 
aptitude  and  no  acquired  inclination  to 
act  a  part  in  this  farce.  My  duty,  as 
far  as  the  Committee  and  Report  stages 
of  this  Bill  are  concerned,  will  be  sutfi- 
ciently  fulfilled  if  I  warn,  as  I  most 
solemnly  do — and  I  can  assure  the  House 
with  the  deepest  feeling  of  responsibility 
for  what  I  say — that  this  kind  of  pro- 
ceeding must  inevitably  end  in  our  abase- 
ment as  a-  great  public  legislative  As- 
sembly in  the  eyes  of  our  countrymen. 
Do  not  suppose  that  it  is  necessary  or 
even  a  common  consequence  of  the  de- 
mocratic form  of  government  that  the 
Assembly  which  represents  the  demo- 
cracy stands  high  in  the  opinion  of  that 
democracy.  We  know  of  plenty  of  cases 
to  the  contrary.  Hitherto  this  House  has, 
at  all  events,  throngh  the  continuity  of 
its  great  traditions  held  itself  high  among 
the  Assemblies  of  the  world,  and  has  been 
able  to  point  back  to  its  history  without 
any  feeling  of  shame  or  self-abasement. 
But  carry  on  the  procedure  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  recommends, 
and  see  how  long  that  feeling  is  likely  to 
last.  It  will  be  a  melancholy  reflection 
if,  from  less  than  a  decade  after  popular 
rights  were  extended  to  the  whole  com- 
munity— from  seven  or  eight  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  last  great  Reform  Bill  I 


—^historians  sfaoald  date  the  decadence 
of  this  Assembly,  and  should  point  as  its 
great  signs  and  its  great  causes  to  such 
unhappy  Resolutions  as  that  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  now 
proposing.  At  all '  events.  Sir,  we 
will  be  no  parties  to  that  process,  which 
we  regret,  and  in  ordisr  that  our  opinion 
may  remain  on  record  in  the  Journals  of 
the  House  I  shall  conclude  what  I  have 
to  say  by  moving  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qner  which  embodies  our  regrets  and  our 
condemnation.  I  shall  move  that  all  the 
words  be  omitted  after  the  word  "  That," 
in  order  to  insert  these  words  : — 

'*  But  this  House  regrets  that  Her  Majest7*8 
Goyeniment,  having  thought  fit  to  urge  upon 
the  attention  of  a  Parliament  exhaust^  by  18 
months'  contiimous  Session  a  measure  violent 
and  novel  in  its  character,  based  upoQ  no  ade- 
quate inquiry,  and  involving  the  most  contro- 
verted problems  connected  with  the  agrarian 
question  in  Ireland,  shoald  endeavour  to  pass  it 
through  its  various  stam  b^  mothoils  which  de- 
prive the  minority  of  their  just  rights,  make  fair 
discussion  impossible,  and  are  calculated  to 
bring  the  pmccedings  of  thi«  House  into  de- 
served contempt." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,*'  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"This  House  regreta  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  having  thought  fit  to  urge  upon 
the  attention  of  a  Parliament  exhausted  by  18 
months^  continuous  Heision  a  measure  violent 
and  novel  in  its  cliaracter,  based  upon  no  ade- 
quate inquiry,  and  involving  the  most  contro- 
ferterl  problems  connected  with  the  agrarian 
question  in  Ireland,  should  endeavour  to  pass  it 
through  its  various  stages  by  methods  which 
deprive  the  minority  of  their  just  rights,  make 
fair  discussion  imiKMsiblc,  and  are  calculated  to 
bring  the  proceedings  of  this  House  into  de- 
serveid  contempt." — (Jfr.  A,  J,  Balfour,) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  moved  this  Amendment 
wound  up  with  a  very  eloquently- worded 
description  of  the  traditions  of  this  House, 
of  the  dignity  and  honour  of  this  House, 
and  of  the  duty  which  is  incumbent  upon 
all  of  us  to  preserve  the  dignity  of  this 
House  unimpaired.  Who  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  uses  that  language 
as  to  this  particular  Motion  ?  It  is  the 
ex-Mi nister  who  not  many  years  ago 
moved,  or  was  a  party  to  the  moving  of. 
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a  simiUu'  proposal  to  that  which  we  now 
make.  And  on  what  groand  and  on 
what  occasion  ?  Was  it  an  occasion 
which,  as  he  said,  menaced  the  security 
of  the  Empire  ? 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  does  not  understand  what  I 
am  referring  to.  I  am  referring  to  the  Bill 
constitntiug  the  Pamell  Commission. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  Bill  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assented. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  not  the 
question.  Did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man assent  to  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
BUI? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Well,  you  cannot 
get  over  this:  that  on  the  Bill  con- 
stituting the  Parnell  Commission  a 
similar  measure  of  Closure  was  resorted 
to.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlenuin 
again,  Will  he  contend  that  that  wasan 
occasion  menacing  the  security  of  the 
Empire  or  making  pardonable  the 
abandonment  of  the  sacred  traditions  and 
the  dignity  and  honour  of  this  House  ? 
Will  he  contend  that  the  importance  of 
the  Paruell  Commission,  as  far  as  it 
affected  the  peace  of  Ireland,  was  com- 
parable with  the  Bill  which  I  have  now 
had  the  honour  of  producing  to  the 
House  ?  The  right  lion.  Gentleman 
talke<l  of  the  Scottish  Local  Government 
Bill.  I  think  there  never  was  a  more 
absurd  and  preposterous  parallel.  The 
Scottish  Local  Government  Bill,  it  is 
quite  true,  occupied  17  days  in  the  Grand 
Committee,  bnt  those  clays  altogether 
amountetl,  I  am  told,  only  to  something 
like  6()  hours,  or  something  less  than 
eight  Parliamentary  days.  What  are  we 
going  to  give  for  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill  ?  We  are  going  to  give  seven 
Parliamentary  days  for  the  Committee. 
And  what  a  difference  between  the  Bills! 
This  Bill  contains  five  operative  clauses, 
eight  clauses  in  all,  and  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill  containeil  69  clauses. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  Bill  may  be 
made  to  contain  a  vast  multitude  of 
clauses  if  you  will  set  Irish  lawyers  to 
work  to  exercise  their  ingenuity  in 
framing  Ameiulments  which  will  intro- 
duce clauses  or  at  all  events  multiply 
Divisions  upon  them.  But  the  real  basis 
of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  that  in  framing  legislation  our 
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eyes  are  to  be  directed  to  what  will  be 
done  in  another  place ;  that  was  his 
main  and  substantial  argument.  [^  No, 
no  I  **]  It  was  that  we  are  to  frame 
measures  in  this  House  to  suit  gentlemen 
in  another  place.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman indicated  that  the  attitude  of 
another  place  must  be  the  governing 
consideration.  [**No,  no  I  *']  If  it  was 
not  why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
introduce  the  reference  to  another  place 
at  all  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
we  needed  another  place  to  correct  our 
errors — the  wisdom  of  another  place  to 
turn  our  Bill  into  sense.  All  this  ia  said, 
I  suppose,  on  liehalf  of  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  tlie  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Such  dignity 
as  you  leave  to  the  House  of  Commons 
by  this  proposal. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  more  gentle- 
men in  another  place  contest  our  dignity 
in  the  way  in  which  we  are  now  menaced 
with  having  it  tested  the  more  shall  I, 
for  one,  rejoice.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man taunted  us  with  being  English 
followers  of  Irish  leaders 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Hear, 
hear  I 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  And  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bordesley 
approves  of  that  description.  Why,  it 
is  notorious,  as  I  pointed  out  in  a  remark 
I  made  on  the  Second  Reading,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  the 
Gentlemen  who  sit  around  tlie  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bordesley — they  are  English 
followers  of  Irish  leaders — have  most  im- 
providcntly  surrendered  themselves,  fast 
bound,  to  what  I  must  call  the  irrecon- 
cilable section  of  Irish  landlords.  It  is  for 
that  reason  we  are  driven  by  their  action 
to  the  Motion  maile  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
talks  of  hurrying  this  Bill  through.  I 
submit  that  12  days  for  a  Bill  of  this 
character  is  ample.  There  is  no  Legis- 
lative Assembly  in  the  world,  having 
such  a  Bill  before  it,  that  would  not  think 
12  days  far  more  than  is  necessary.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  I  hod  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  make  out  any  ease 
for  the  Bill.  I  have  not  taken  any  great 
trouble  to  show  the  necessity  for  it ; 
why  ?  Because  the  necessity  of  the 
case  has  l>een  admitted  from  every 
quarter  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Not  the  necessity  for 
the  compulsory  clauses. 
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R.  CARSON  :    That   is  tbe  whole 
t  of  the  Bill. 

H.  J.  UORLEY  :  The  poiot  of  the 
right  hou.  Geutlemsn  wae  that  there  was 
no  urgency  in  this  case,  that  I  had  made 
o  cnse  for  urgency,  tbat  there  was 
aity  in  this  cuBe,     I  repeat  that 
^  n  every  ijuarCer  of  the  House,  ami  not 
^  least  emptmticaily  from  the  Bench  on 
pich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
ila,   and  certainly  from  the   Bench  be- 
hind him,  tliere  was  full  reuognitiun  that 
there  was  a  case  which  required  to  be  met, 
that  the  sooner  it  was  met  the  iwtter  for 
the  pence  of   Ireland.     Tbe  right  hon. 
(Teutlemnn   who  was  ray  predecessor  in 
the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  admitted 
^^^ree  or  four  times  tbat  there  was  a  eon- 
^^bion  of  things  in  Ireland  in  thin  matter 
^^Bthe  tenants  which  nee<led  to  be  dealt 
^ffib. 


an. 


3lR.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I  nevo; 
Hdmilied  the  nrgeucy. 

Ur.J.  MOULEY:  He  admitted  th< 
it  was  urgent  enough  to 

itify  tbe  Government  of  the  day  pro- 
Ing  tbe  clauses  in  the  Act 
can  it  be  s^id  that  there  i*  not  the 
)  necessity  three  years  later  ?  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Menibor  for  Down  ad- 
mitted the  difiicalty  of  the  sitnntlon,  and 
that  there  was  a  case  to  be  met,  though 
he  was  certainly  no  friend  to  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  acid  he 
did  not  like  the  particnbir  plan  of  the 
Bill  ;  even  he,  coming  from  n  North  of 
Ireland  constituency,  was  obliged 
admit  that  he  desired  to  see  tbe  <: 
dealt  with.  Then  the  hon.  Memlnr  for 
Dover  (Mr.  Wyndham),  vIiohc  authority 
on  Irish  qnestious  is  not  inconsiderable, 
and  whoJB  Irish  experience  is  not  incon- 
eiderable,  admitted  that  there  was  a  diUl- 
culty  to  lie  met.  Tbe  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  fiirmiugham  (Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlaiu)  did  not  deny  that  ibero  was  a 
difficulty  to  be  solved  and  a  case  to  bt 
met,  and  he  did  not  conceal  bis  de<»ire  to 
find  some  means  of  meeting  tbe  difficulty 
and  solving  the  problem.  Tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Soulli  Tyr^sne  (Mr.  T.  W. 
KuH^ell),  although  I  cannot  reconcile  the 
vote  he  gave  with  what  be  said,  ex- 
pressed the  same  view.  I  hope  the  right 
lion.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtnc 
will  tell  us  he  lakes  the  same  view 
the  urgency  of  the  Bill  which  he  did 
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.  i.   MOBLEY  :  Thnt  is  not  the    the  First  Reading.     The  existence ■ 

not  denied  :  the  plan  is  no  doubt 

criticism,  and  we  give  you  ample 

time  for    it.     Seven  days  in  Committee 

for  a  Bill  of  this  kind  Is  an  ample  allow- 

Whatever   may    happen    to    this 

another  place,  we  at  least — and  I 

particularly,  as  the  Minister  responsible 

for  the  peace  and  'order  of  Ireland — shall 

iloue  our  duty  in  bringing  tbie  BUI 

I  in  doing  onr  very  best  to  pass  it 

th rough  Parliament. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
liugham,  W.) ;  I  cannot  congratulate 
y  right  bou.  Friend  on  his  interference 
at  this  stage  in  defence  of  tbe  proposal 
which  was  iutroduced  to  this  House  in  a 
magnificent  and  memorable  oration  by 
the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer.  The 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  had  an 
excuse  for  bis  brevity.  He  said  be 
desired  to  t)e  conciliatory,  but  my  right 
hou.  Friend  has  no  similar  excuse  for  hia 
length  ;  and  even  with  regard  to  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  think  we 
may  point  out  tbat  when  you  propose  to 
knock  a  man  down  with  a  poker  there  is 
not  any  necessity  for  a  lengthened 
description  of  what  you  are  about  lo  do. 
Now,  what  was  it  the  Chief  Soi-retary 
added  to  this  Debate  ?  Ho,  in  the  first 
place,  indulges,  us  usual  on  these  occa- 
sions, in  tbe  lu  ifuotfue  argument, 
appealing  to  the  fact  that  in  past  times 
similar  Motions,  as  be  says,  have  been 
■made.  But  not  on  similar  occusiona, 
Tbe  Chief  Secretary  omitted  to  notico 
what  my  right  bou.  Friend  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  said  in  his  opening 
remarks — namely,  that  he,  for  one,idid  not 
preclude  himself  from  recognising  the 
necessity  for  some  such  Motion  on  occa- 
sions of  great  national  crises  or  of  im- 
portance to  the  dignity  of  this  House. 
What  was  tbe  occasion  to  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  referred?  It  was  the 
case  of  the  Pnrnell  Commission,  which 
WHS  brought  in  with  the  full  asseul  of  the 
House,  which  was  supporteil  ou  Second 
Beading  by  lioth  sides  of  the  House,  and 
which  was  only  obstructed  \i\  the  most 
daring  and  deliberate  wayat  a  late  stage 
of  the  procee<lings  by  a  small  knot  of 
Irish  Members.  I  say  undoubtedly  that 
if  this  House  is  to  preserve  its  character 
at  all  it  must  always  reserve  to  itself  tbe 
) /right  of  interfering  when  a  very  small 
minority  attempts  such  aa  abuM  of  the 
[wwer  given  to  it  by   the  Rules  of  tba 
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House.  I  never  should  stand  up  to 
say  that  a  SLesolution  of  this  kiod 
might  sot  be  a  necessity,  and,  as 
is  well  known,  I  have  advocated 
such  a  change  in  the  Regulations  of 
the  House  as  would  give  it  greater  power 
over  its  proceedings ;  but  I  have  never 
advocated  that  that  power  should  be 
given  into  the  hands  of  the  Government 
of  the  day,  representing  only  a  small 
majority  in  this  House,  whom,  by  your 
proceedings,  you  make  absolute  masters 
of  its  business.  Tbe  issue  now  is  some- 
thing quite  different  from  the  issue 
raised  either  in  regard  to  the  Parnell 
Commission  or  in  regard  to  a  previous 
discussion  on  a  Coercion  Bill.  The 
Chief  Secretary  talks  about  this  Bill  as 
being  a  short  Bill,  and  gives  that  as  a 
reason  why  there  should  only  be  a  short 
discussion  upon  it ;  but  let  me  remind 
him  that  the  importance  of  a  Bill  has  no 
relation  whatever  to  its  length,  and  the 
very  Coercion  Bill  to  which  he  referred 
was  a  shorter  Bill  than  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill,  and  yet  it  occupied  a  much 
longer  time  than  is  proposed  to  be  given 
to  the  discussion  of  tbis  Bill.  Tbe  Chief 
Secretary  txies  to  divert  attention  by 
saying  tbat  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
lias  appealed  to  the  House  of  Lords.  No, 
Sir ;  that  was  not  what  my  right  hou. 
Friend  did  in  his  spee<*li.  What  be  did 
was  to  point  out  to  you  who  arc  desiiiug, 
as  is  notorious,  to  pick  a  quarrel  with  tbe 
House  of  Lords,  that  by  your  action  yoi^ 
are  justifying  any  proceeding  which  tbat 
House  may  be  pleased  to  take  in  regard 
to  tbis  Bill.  I  do  not  presume  to  otier 
au  opinion  as  to  what  tbe  House  of  Lords 
may  do  with  tbis  Bill ;  but  there  is  one 
tbiug  I  am  justified  in  expressing  an 
opinion  on,  and  that  is  tbis :  tbat  there  is 
notbing  they  can  do  which  will  do  them 
or  tbe  Uuionirtt  Party  the  slightest  harm 
iu  the  country  after  tbe  action  which  you 
have  taken.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  tbe  pretence 
of  tbe  Government  ?  The  pretence  is 
that  there  is  au  urgent  necessity — not  au 
urgent  necessity  for  this  Bill — that  is  not 
the  point.  They  have  to  show  tbat  there 
is  au  urgent  necessity  for  tbis  stringent 
form  of  Closure.  What  reason  have  you 
to  say  tbat  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  discussion  in  Conmiittce  on  tbis  Bill 
must  be  closed  in  seven  davs  ?  You  luive 
only  allowed  us  to  go  on  for  two  days, 
and  yet  before  you  know  what  may  happen 
upon  the  subi^equeut  stages  of  the  Bill, 

Mr4  Jo  Chamberlain 


and  without  regard- to  the  fact,  which  is 
of  common  notoriety,  that  the  later  stages 
of  a  Bill  always  proceed  with  nioeh 
greater  rapidity  than  the  first  and  operative 
clauses — in  spite  of  that  y^u  propose, 
after  two  days'  discussioo,  to  limit  us  to 
seven  days.  What  is  tbe  urgent  neces- 
sity ?  The  urgent  necessity  is  the  holi* 
day  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
It  is  simply  in  order  that  his  holiday  and 
the  holiday  of  his  friends  may  not  be 
shorteued  that  we  are  called  upon  now, 
almost  before  we  have  entered  upon  the 
discussion,  to  Closure  it  in  seven  days. 
'^  But,  oh  ! "  says  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  *'look  at  the  long  list  of 
Amendments.*'  He  will  not  say,  because 
he  wishes  to  be  conciliatory,  whether 
these  Amendments  are  fair  and  reasonable. 
You  can. only  judge  of  the  Amendments 
still  to  be  discussed  by  the  Amendments 
which  have  been  discussed.  Now,  what 
is  the  object  of  discussion  in  this  House  ? 
I  venture  to  say  there  are  two  objects. 
Tbe  first  is  iu  order  tliat  our  constituents 
and  the  people  of  the  oonntry  may 
thoroughly  understand  what  is  the  nature 
of  the  legislation  we  are  discussing.  Do 
you  pretend  tbat  they  understood  the 
nature  of  this  legislation  when  it  was 
brought  into  the  House  ?  Do  you  deny 
that  the  two  days  we  have  already  spent 
upon  the  discussion  has  thrown  a  flood  of 
light  upon  tbis  Bill  ?  Wby,  you  cannot 
do  it*  I  do  not  know  whetber  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Excbe(|uer  has  been  present 
during  any  large  portion  of  our  Debates  ; 
but,  if  not,  I  will  tell  bin)  that  iu  the 
course  of  these  Debates  wo  have  proved 
that  the  Government  have  brought  .in  an 
irregular  and  disorderly  Bill.  We  have 
proved  by  tbe  statement  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  himself  that  this  Bill  is 
not  in  accordance  with  its  title,  and  that 
its  irregularity  is  such  that  if  attention 
had  been  called  to  it  on  Second  Reading 
the  Bill  would  bave  had  to  be  with- 
drawn. Do  not  let  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  imagine,  in  bis  ignorance 
of  tbe  nature  of  tbis  Bill,  that 
this  is  a  technical  ))oint.  It  is  not 
so  at  all.  Tbe  Chief  Secretary  has  been 
shown,  in  letters  to  the  friends  of  this 
Bill,  to  have  dcn^larc^l  his  intention,  in 
bringing  it  in,  of  confining  it  to  a  certain 
class  of  tenants,  and  above  all  to  tenants 
residing  in  Ireland.  It  is  proved  that, 
iu  spite  of  tbe  title  and  the  declared  in- 
tention, tbe  Bill  is  not  confined  to  tenants 
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of  that  class,  but  will  Inclade  within  its 
ambit  tenants  of  quite  a  different  class 
and  persons  who  are  not  tenants  at  all. 
If  you  want  a  justification  of  the  dis- 
cussion as  far  as  it  has  gone  you  have  it 
clearly  in  the  fact  we  have  shown  that 
the  Government  themselves  did  not 
know  what  was  the  nature  of  their  own 
Billy  and  that  it  was  a  much  wider  and 
more  important  Bill  than .  the  country 
could  possibly  have  conceived  from  its 
title  and  description.  That  is  not  the 
only  thing  we  have  shown.  We  have 
brought  out  what  was  confirmed  by  an 
answer  to  a  question  to-day,  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  been  utterly  in  the 
dark  in  making  estimates  for  the  Bill. 
In  the  first  instance,  he  proposed  to  deal 
with  a  sum  of  £100,000.  He  has  had 
to  admit  that  it  is  altogether  insaffioient. 
[Cries  of  "  Order  I  "]  I  am  in  Order. 
I  am  showing  the  value  of  the  discussion 
to  which  we  have  subjected  this  Bill,  and 
I  say  that  the  Chief  Secretary,  having 
in  the  first  instance  proposed  £100,000, 
and  having  then  submitt^  a  proposal  for 
an  increased  sum  of  £250,000,  now  finds 
that  the  calculations  upon  which  he 
estimated  that  sum  arc  altogether  wrong, 
and  that  the  total  amount  of  rent  to  be 
dealt  with  is  enormously  greater  than  he 
himself  imagined.  I  say,  then,  that  if 
our  first  object  in  discussions  in  this 
House  is  that  our  constituents  may  at 
least  knbw  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
legislation  proposed,  we  have  amply 
justified  our  proceedings.  But  there  is 
another  object  which  is  of  even  greater 
importance,  and  that  is  that  by  discussion, 
not  always  hostile,  especially  in  reference 
to  a  Bill  of  this  kind — as  to  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  said  there  has  been 
from  the  first  some  agreement,  at  all 
events,  as  to  the  conditions  which  have 
given  it  birth — we  improve  a  Bill, 
brought  in  by  whatsoever  Government, 
and  to  secure  that  the  object  it  is  in- 
tended to  obtain  shall  be  arrived  at.  It 
is  quite  true  that  I  cannot  prove  to  the 
House  that  we  have  hitherto  been  per- 
mitted to  make  many  Amendments. 
Not  one  single  Amendment  suggested 
has  yet  been  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. But  I  do  say  tlmt  at  the  time 
this  monstrous  proposal  was  made  to  us 
we  were  apparently  on  the  eve  of  what 
might  have  been  a  most  important  settle- 
ment. What  is  the  use  of  the  Chief 
Seeretary  getting  up,  as  he  has  done. 


again  and  again,  and  Appealing  to  lAe 
and  to  my  friends  around  me  and  saying, 
*^  You  are  seriously  anxious  to  arrive  At 
a  settlement  of-  this  Bill,"  when  at  the 
very  moment  we  were  working  for  this 
settlement,  and  when  this  settlement  was 
apparently  within  reach,  we  are  met  by 
a  blow  in  the  face  such  as  this  Resolu- 
tion is,  and  in  view  of  which  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  to  continue  any 
amicable  negotiation  whatsoever  ?  I  say 
that  a  settlement  seemed  to  me,  and  I 
believe  it  seemed  to  others,  to  have  been 
possible.  What  was  the  state  of  the 
case  ?  On  Friday  night,  when  this  most 
useful  and  valuable  discussion  closed,  it 
had  brought  out  the  willingness  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  agree  to  a 
measure  which  would,  at  all  events,  have 
dealt  with  the  vast  majority  of  hard 
cases  of  evicted  tenants,  provided  this 
measure  were  voluntary.  It  had  brought 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  himself 
a  confession  that,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  rather  than  that  the  Session 
should  be  barren  of  legislation,  he  would 
agree  lo  a  transformation  of  his  Bill 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  said  it  was  a 
great  pity,  and  that  if  the  same  spirit 
had  been  shown,  some  transformation  of 
the  Bill  might  have  been  effected,  but 
that  spirit  had  not  been  shown. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  But 
why  ?  Can  anything  be  more  ridiculous^ 
more  petty  in  spirit,  than  the  statement 
just  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  He 
says  that  when  there  was  a  spirit  in  the 
House  tending  towards  agreement,  his 
view  was  that  that  spirit  could  not  be  ac- 
cepted, and  that  no  agreement  could  be 
come  to,  because,  at  some  previous  time, 
there  had  been  a  different  spirit.  I  am 
sure  the  better  sense  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  never  stand  to  such  a  state- 
ment as  that.  I  go  on  therefore  to  say 
that  on  Friday  night  the  Chief  Secretary 
stated  that  if  a  good  spirit  prevailed,  a 
transformation  of  his  Bill  might  have 
taken  place.  [Mr.  J.  Morlet  :  Per- 
haps.] I  referred  on  Friday  night  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Lonth,  who,  without  binding  himself 
strictly,  said,  in  answer  to  -the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  that  he  was  prepared  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  the  Arrears  Act, 
and  I  say 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lonth,  N.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  mistak^. 
What  occurred  was  this :  I  asked  the 
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Opposition  why  it  was  they  allowed  the 
principle  of  compolBion  to  appear  in  the 
Act  of  1882  without  protest  when  they 
were  now  so  strongly  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  have 
been  referred  to,  I  may  say  that  that*  is 
not  accordingly  to  my  recollection.  I 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men distinctly  to  suggest,  as  a  possible 
arraDgement,  the  adoption  of  a  clause  like 
that  in  the  Arrears  Act,  for  he  said, 
if  you  think  the  clause  in  the  Arrears 
Act  is  not  a  compulsory  clause,  why  do 
not  you  accept  it  in  this  Bill  ? 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Of  course, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  ex- 
press what  his  present  oplniou  and  inten- 
tion are,  but  I  confess  I  was  extremely 
hopeful  from  what  he  said  that  we  had, 
at  all  events,  the  foundation  for  an 
arrangement  which  would  have  united  all 
sections  in  the  House.  If  it  had  united 
all  sections  in  the  House,  is  there  any- 
body who  will  tell  me  it  would  not  have 
been  an  advantage  to  Ireland  ?  It  is  the 
interests  of  Ireland,  after  all,  that  ought 
to  be  paramount  in  the  mind  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  yet,  when  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  the  chance  of  carrying  out  a  plan 
which  would  undoubtedly  have  given  to 
the  majority  of  Irish  evicted  teuants  some 
opportunity  of  being  reinstated  upon  the 
land,  he  refuses  that  opportunity,  and  he 
meets  the  opportunity  of  reconciliation 
with  a  Motion  of  this  kind.  He 
meets  the  conciliation,  which  he  re- 
cognises we  have  been  showing  with  a 
Motion  of  this  kind,  which  makes  it  al>- 
solutely  impossible  that  we  should  con- 
tinue the  discussion  any  further.  I 
understand  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  it  would  not  be 
consistent  with  his  dignity,  in  the  circum- 
stances in  which  we  now  find  ourselves, 
to  continue  the  discussion  either  upon  the 
Committee  stage  or  upon  the  Report 
stage.  I  entirely  agree  with  him,  and, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  certainly 
leave  the  discussion  during  these  two 
stages  entirely  to  the  Government  and 
the  Irish  Members.  And  I  do  so  with 
this  warning.  It  is  perfectly  evident 
that  the  Amendments  which  are  down 
upon  the  Paper  are  not  exclusively  in 
the  names  of  English  Members.  There 
are  many  Amendments  of  the  greatest 
importance  down  in  the  name  of  Irish 
Jdembers.     Are  the  Government  goirg 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


to  accept  these  Amendments  or  are  they 
going  to  reject  them?  If  they  are  going 
to  reject  them  they  ajre. going  to  do  what 
they  blame  us  for  doing.  They  are 
going  to  pass  Irish  legislation  in  oppoai- 
tion  to  the  views  of  those  who  claim,  a 
monopoly  of  the  representation  of  Irish 
opinion,  and  they  have  been  warned 
from  the  Irish  Benches  that  any  legisla- 
tion of  the  kind  will  be  futile,  and  will, 
as  was  said  by  an  hon.  Member  opposite 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate,  be  a  guaran- 
tee for  further  agitation.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  are  going,  under  pressure,  to 
accept  the  Amendments  which  will  be 
proposed  from  the  other  side,  then  it  will 
not  be  the  Bill  of  the  Government  that 
we  shall  be  asked  to  carry  on  the  Report 
stage,  but  it  will  be  a  totally  different 
Bill,  going  very  far  indeed  beyond  it,  and 
not  merely  going  beyond  it,  but  inconsis- 
tent with  the  pledges  that  have  been 
given  over  and  over  again  by  the  Chief 
Secretary.  That  is  a  dilemma  in  which 
I  do  not  envy  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  which  I  am  perfectly  con- 
tent to  lea^*^  them  entirely  alone. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  do  well 
to  alter  his  Resolution.  The  House  had 
received  the  joyful  assurance  from  the 
Leader  of  the  ofRcial  Opposition  and 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  that  they  and  their  sup- 
porters intended  to  take  no  part  in  the 
further  discussion  of  the  Bill.  That  was 
the  best  proof  that  could  be  given  of  the 
wisdom  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  moving  his  Resolution.  What 
was  the  complaint  of  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  never  could  get  out  of  his 
mind  the  idea  that,  though  he  was  in  the 
minority,  he  ought  still  to  dominate  in 
the  House.  He  complained  that  there 
had  been  no  settlement  by  arrangement. 
But  settlement  by  arrangement  meant 
absolute  surrender  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  light  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  was  the  business  of  the  Opposition  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Bill ;  but  surely  he 
did  not  contend  that  every  one  of  the  23 
pages  of  Amendments  would  improve 
the  Bill.  He  would  suggest  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  changed  his  mind, 
and  wished  to  discuss  the  Bill,  he  should 
hold  a  committee  of  his  friends  for  the 
purpose  of  choosing  those  Amendments 
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that  would  alter  and  amend  the  Bill,  and 
eonfine  the  discussion  to  them.  Every- 
body on  the  Opposition  side  really  re- 
joiced at  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  fact  was  they 
had  had  enough  in  these  18  mouths,  and 
they  all  wanted  to  get  away,  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  sharing  this 
anxiety  as  much  as  they.  He  knew  per- 
fectly well  it  was  usual  on  such  an  occa- 
sion to  go  through  a  certain  amount  of 
fireworks,  but  they  all  wanted  to  get 
away,  and  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
be  in  despair  if  they  were  taken  at  their 
word  when  they  said  they  were  willing 
to  remain  for  ever  iu  order  to  discuss  the 
Bill.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  a 
second  line  of  defence  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  They  might  enjoy  their  holiday, 
perfectly  certain  that  so  long  as  the 
House  of  Lords  existed  anv  Radical 
measure  brought  in  by  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment would  be  thrown  out.  He  would 
like  to  know  what  was  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
as  to  the  veto  of  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
his  former  speeches  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  did  not  adopt  an 
attitude  of  abject  servility  and  admiration 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  Did  he  justify 
them  in  throwing  out  this  Bill  ? 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  are  going  to. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  :  Then  I  am 
afraid  there  is  a  split  between  the  two 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition.  For  my  part 
1  take  the  word  of  the  Leader  of  the 
official  Opposition,  who  said  he  was 
absolutely  certain  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would  throw  out  the  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
Member  puts  words  into  my  mouth  which 
I  never  used.  What  I  said  was,  that 
the  course  which  the  House  has  pursued 
in  connection  with  this  Resolution,  and 
has  pursued  on  previous  occasions  when 
the  Lords  have  sent  down  Bills  with 
Amendments,  made  it  hardly  open  to 
doubt  that  they  will  be  driven  to  reject 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  he  had  fairly  represented  the 
right  hou.  Geutlemau^s  statement.  He 
was  told  that  the  actual  words  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  were  that  the 
Lords  would  inevitably  throw  out  this 
measure.  He  knew  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  agreed  with  him.  He  sup- 
posed there  was  not  any  doubt  that  the 

VOL.  XXVIL  [fourth  series.] 


Lords  would  reject  the  Bill.     He  agreed 
with   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
was  really  a  waste  of  time  on  the  part  of 
the  Liberals  and  Radicals  who  were  sent 
to   this   House   to  support  Liberal  and 
Radical  measures,  to  discuss  and  carry 
Bills  through  this  House  so  long  as  they 
were  thrown  out  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
He    should   like   the   Estimates  passed 
and  the  Appropriatiou  Bill  brought  in  at 
once,  for  he  did  not  see  the  use  of  dis- 
cussing a  Bill  day  after  day,  and  week 
after  week,   when    they   were   told   by 
those  who  held  the  House  of  Lords  in 
their    pockets   that  that   House   would 
throw  it  out.     It  would  be  much  better 
that   they   should    as   soon   as   possible 
appeal  to  the  country  as  to  whether  the 
majority  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
natiou  were  to  be  masters  of  the  situation, 
or  whether  they  were  to  be  the  subser- 
vient,   humble    servants    of    hereditary 
legislators.    Peers,    and    Bishops,    who- 
reudered  it  absolutely  impossible  for  any 
Liberal  Government  whatsoever  to  give- 
effect  to  the  grounds  on  which  they  were 
placed  in  Office.     That  was  the  question- 
which  he  wished  to  impress,  not  upoa 
the  Opposition,  but  upon  the  Govern- 
ment ;    and  he  hoped  that  they  would 
have  no  more  of  this  nonsense  in  future 
Sessions,  but  that  they  would  as  speedily 
as  possible  go  for  the  abolition  of  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  COURTNEY   (Cornwall,   Bod- 
min) :  I  am  afraid  it  is  of  very  little  use 
attempting  to  add  any  words  to  the  dis- 
cussion in  which  we  are  engaged,  but  I 
cannot  help  expressing  my  profound  re* 
gret  at  the  deplorable  condition  in  which 
we  are    landed.       I  regret  it  on   twa 
grounds.     I  regret  it,  first,   with  regard ' 
to  the  condition  of  Ireland.      I,  at  alh 
eventr,  have  no  doubt  as   to   the   pro-- 
foundly  important  character  of  the  sub<^ 
ject  dealt  with  by  this  Bill.     I  do  not 
commit  myself  for  one  moment  to  the 
particular  method  which  is  adopted  in  the- 
Bill,  but  that  it  is  desirable,  urgent,  and 
necessary  to  deal  in  some  way  with  the 
crowd  of  evicte^l  tenants  who  are  found 
in  a  landless  and  workless  condition  near 
the  places  where  they  once  dwelt  and 
worked  as  tenants   is   in  my   mind   an 
abiding   conviction.     I  learned  it  from 
the    right    hou.     Gentleman     opposite, 
when    he     was     conducting    his     Bill 
through   the  House   in  1891,  when    he 
was   iu   touch   with    Irish    affairs,   and- 
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knew  exactly  the  conditions  of  life  in  tbe 
We^t  of  Ireland,  when  reports  came  to 
him  daily  and  almost  hourly  as  to  the 
relations  between  the  guardians  of  order 
and  this  ragged  regiment.      And   what 
did  he  do  ?     He  did  not  want  seven  days  ; 
he  did  not  want  seven  hours  to  agree  to 
a  clause  in  his  Bill  affirming  the  expedi* 
ency   and   the   Imperial    desirability   of 
dealing  with  this  question.      It  is  quite 
true  that  he  did  not  introduce  the  element 
of  compulsion,  but  that  has  nothing  in 
the  world  to  do  with  the  argument  now 
submitted  as  to  the  importance  of  dealiug 
in  some  way  or  other  with  this  pheno- 
mena in  Ireland.     Much  might  be  said 
on  that  question,  if  it  were  proper  at  this 
stage  in  relation  to  this  Motion  to  enter 
upon  it.     But  I  confess  that  it  is  difficult 
to  take  up  the  position  of  affirming  that 
it  is  desirable,  expedient,  and  reasonable 
that  the  credit  of  the  State  should  be  used 
and  the  procedure  of  the  Court  extended 
and   made   more  elaborate    in    order  to 
bring  back  tenants  to  their  holdings,  and 
that,  at  tbe  same  time,  it  is  reasonable  to 
allow  an  unreasonable  landlord  to  object. 
The  thing  in  itself  is  a  thing  wo  desire 
as  a  matter  of  Imperial  policy.    You  may 
get  half  a  dozen  individuals — certainly 
not  expressing  the  views  of  the  majority 
•of  the  Irish  landlords — unreasonably  pre- 
venting what  you   say    is  a    reasonable 
solution,   and    you    will   not    allow    the 
interference    of    the    State    to    prevent 
these     plague     spots      being     removed. 
In  the  interests  of  Ireland   I  am  pro- 
foundly moved  by  the  spectacle  before 
us  of  the  certain  failure  of  the  Bill.     It 
is  not  necessary  to  mince  words  about  it. 
The   step  you  are   taking   to-night  de- 
■Btroys  the  chance  of  the  Bill  being  read 
or    treated    in    any    fashion    iu   another 
place.     There  would  have  been  difficulty 
in  anv  case.     There   would    have   been 
some  obstacles  no  doubt,  but  perhaps  not 
absolutely     insurmountable,     elsewhere. 
But  this  is  a  difficult  Bill  to  recommend 
to  the  limited  English  intelligence.    They 
are  not  wholly  acquainted  with  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland.     Thev  do  not  see  the 
facts  and  circumstances  which  make  the 
thing  not  only  expedient  and  desirable, 
but  moral  and  just,  which  to  them  ap- 
pears to  be  immoral  or  wrong.     There 
would    have    been    great   difficulty,    no 
doubt,  in  inducing  the  other  House  to 
entertain   and  to  return  this   Bill   in  a 
shape  which  might  have  been  approved. 

Mr,  Courtney 


But  that  is  not  possible  now.     To-night 
it  has  been  made  impossible,  and  who  is 
responsible  for  it  ?    Is  it  the  impetoositj 
of    the    Government  ?     Perhaps    it   is* 
But  in  order  to  consider  that,  I  have  to 
turn  to  the  next  subject  which  excites 
my  feelings,  and  that  is  the  condition  and 
conduct  of  business  in  this  House.     To 
what  are  we   coming  ?     One  precedent 
follows   another  and  improves  upon  it. 
This  Motion  now  before  ns  goes  farther 
than  any  previous  Motion.     It  embraces 
two   series   of  Acts,  the  Committee  as 
well  as   the   Report  stage   in   a  single 
Resolution.     Some  Government  in  the 
future  may  possibly  go  better,  and  pat 
three  transactions   into   one  Resolntion, 
until  we   reach   a  certain  Transatlantic 
condition  in  which  a  Bill  is  put  upon  the 
Table  and  ordered  to  be  reported  imme- 
diately.    Here  the  same  question  arises, 
Wno  is  responsible  ?     There  is  a  very 
ready  trick  of  carrying  back  respoDsi- 
bility  from  one  Government  to  its  pre- 
decessors, and  of  pointing  to  the  Parnell 
Commission   and   the   Crimes   Act.      It 
needs  must  be  that  offences  come,  but 
woe  to  them  through  whom  they  come. 
From  whom  does  the  offence  come  that 
this  Resolution  and  similar  Resolutions 
have  been   proposed  ?     Surely  the  ori- 
ginal offence  lies  in  those  Members  of  the 
House  who,  disregarding  the  true  use  of 
its  functions,  and  disregarding  its  high 
mission  and  purpose,  abuse  their  powers 
so   as    to   destroy  what   should   be   the 
right  conduct  of  public  business.     One 
side    to-day,   another    yesterday,   and   a 
third    to-morrow.      Shall    we    get    any 
reform  out  of  these  moralities  ?     Not,  I 
think,  until  we  get  a  sound  conviction 
among  the  less  responsible  Members  of 
the    House    of    the    mischief   they     are 
doing   this    great   Assembly,   and   some 
conviction  also  on  the  part  of  Leaders, 
whether  in  or  out  of  Office,  to  use  their 
power  to  coerce  the  irresponsible  friends 
behind  them.     We  are  in   this  situation, 
not  only  in  respect  to  the  Bill  itself,  but 
also  as  to  the  wav  it  is  conducted — that 
the  true  conduct  has  passed  from  those 
who  know  to   the  less  informed  as  well 
as  less  responsible  members  and  partisans. 
Whereas    we    had    the     evidence     and 
testimony  of  people  who  had  the  conduct 
of  the  government   of  Ireland   in   their 
hands  on  one  side,  we  have  now  on   the 
other  got  a  junta  of  irresponsible  land- 
lords putting  their  power  on  those  who 
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l^bt  («  rosist  them.  Il  i«  in  thooi  tliat 
evil,  the  foolish  motire,  udiI  tlie 
thoughts  lie — persons  less  ciil- 
kteil  to  detil  with  such  exigencies  in 
t  House.  Is  it  now  too  late  ?  My 
t  hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  West 
aitigham  in  the  resllj  mliiable  por- 
I  of  his  extraordiDarj  clever  speech 
said,  "  You  hnve  heen  too  eager ;  ou 
Friday  night  we  were  approoching  some- 
thing like  a  settlement  out  of  whjph  an 
agreement  might  have  Ijbou  come  to. 
How  can  we  go  od  iu  timt  innntier  when 
iTii  of  the  temper  we  thee  showed 
alap  iu  the  face  and  a  knock  on  the 
»d  which  brings  us  to  the  ground  ?" 
t  that  was  the  temper  on  Friday  uight 
'tftiid  I  note  with  great  satisfaction  the 
that  tiuch  temper  was  heing 
I^vetoped — has  the  impetuosity  of  the 
Government  been  such  as  to  prevent  a 
retnrn  to  that  temper  uow  ?  If  that  was 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  feeling  of  the 
judgment  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
ia  it  too  late  even  now  to  say  in  that 
temper,  "  Withdraw  this  Closure  Resoh 
Q  and  let  us  agree  within  a  reasonable 
pie  that  the  proceedings  on  the  remniii' 
k  stages  of  the  Bill  ahali  etop."  [Sir 
^HABCntTBT:  "  Hear,  hear  !"]  It  we 
rero  approaching  a  condition  ou  Friday 
iu  which  some  settlement  might  have 
lieen  arrived  at,  surely  it  should  not  be 
too  late,  if  the  Government  will  admit 
t  they  are  ready  to  considei 
me  to  a  reasonable  solution  e 
HieD  we  may  rescue  out  of  this 

only  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  also  the  Bill,  und 
send  it  to  the  other  House  tn  the  hope  of 
seeing  some  settlement  arrived  at.  I 
left  out  one  of  the  elements  of  the 
picture  when  I  was  speaking  of  the 
position  and  degradation  of  the  House. 
We  are  llireatened  with  a  further  abdi- 
cation of  Debate  aud  judgment,  for,  iF 
this  Resolution  is  passed,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  says  he  and  bis  friends  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  hesitate  to  come 
to  that  line  of  aution.  Even  iu  the  lost 
necesBity  something  is  due  to  ourselve* 
and  to  the  House  of  which  we  are  Mem- 
ben,  and  the  great  traditions  of  which 
we  are  the  tuheritors.  Even  if  but  a 
limited  time  were  allowed  for  the  con- 
I  BiderationoftbiaBill  I  would  goon  trying, 
^^rtven  in  that  minimum  of  time,  to  improve 
^^■1.  I  cannot  think  that  we  are  furthering 
^^Hur   uwu   dignity,  or  showing  ourselves 
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because  the  time  is  short.  Per- 
haps what  I  say  is  like  the  voice  of  one 
crying  in  the  wilderneas  and  saying, 
"  Peace,  peace,"  where  there  is  no  peace. 
Yet  I  would  even  repeat  what  I  have 
already  said,  if  there  is  the  temper  which 
was  shown  on  Friday  night  still  present, 
something  ought  to  be  capable  of  being 
made  of  that  temper.  Some  solution 
ought  to  be  possible — something  whioh 
would  redeem  this  House  from  tliis  worse 
than  degrailation,  the  saving  for  Ireland 
of  a  measure  which  would  lie  the  means 
of  bringing  peace  aud  relief  to  that  most 
dislracted  country. 

Sir  W.  IIABCOURT  :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  has 
made  a  speech  which,  I  think,  iu  the 
opinion  of  every  man  who  heanl  il,  was 
worthy  of  himaelf  and  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  slated  in  the  tew  remarks 
which  I  used  In  commencing  this  Debate 
that  I  have  made  this  Motion  with  great' 
reluetnnpc,  and  only  because  I  wus  ci 
vinced  of  its  necessity.  The  right  In 
Gentleman  knows  very  well  what  reasooa' 
I  had  to  he  convinced  of  its  necessity. 
used  those  words,  and  1  used  them  delibei 
ately,  in  introducing  the  Motion.  I  said 
if  any  reasonable  expectation  were  hold 
out  that  fair  limits  would  bo  placed  on 
this  discussion  I  should  not  make  this 
Motion.  I  have  sought,  and  sought 
eagerly,  for  some  assurance  that  any 
such  reasonable  limits  would  be  put  on 
this  discussion,  and  it  was  not  until 
these  hopes  and  these  expectations  wera' 
disappointed  that  I  found  myself  com- 
pelled to  make  the  Motiou   that  I  have 

Mif.  A.  J.  BALFOITU  :  From  whom 
did  you  seek  it  ? 

Sir  W.  HAKCOUBT:  I  am  sur- 
prised that  ihe  right  hon.  Gei|tlemaa 
should  ask  that  question. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sir.  I  repeat 
the  words  which  I  have  used  already, 
and  I  say  now,  if  any  reasonable  expec- 
tation w«re  held  out  that  fair  I: 
would  be  placed  on  this  discussic 
should  not  make  this  Motion.  Thai 
lion.  Gentleman  has  threatened  Pariia-< 
mentary  secessioc 

Mil.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Il  is  a  good'i 
old  Whig  precedent. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  But  even 
Whig  precedents  are  not  always  for- 
tunate precedents.  I  remember  Lord 
Beaconsfield  saying  that  England  does 
not  love  coalitions.  The  political  history 
of  this  country  and  the  verdict  of  pos- 
terity have  not  been  favourable  to  Par- 
liamentary secessions,  which,  in  my 
opinion,  mean  nothing  else  but  Parlia- 
mentary cowardice. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  What 
about  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  men  who 
secede  because  they  cannot  have  their 
own  way,  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  are  not  doing  their  duty  to  the 
House  or  the  country.  In  my  opinion,  at 
this  moment  if  there  was  any  prospect 
of  this  Bill  being  fairly  dealt  with  and 
fairly  discussed — 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  do  you 
mean  by  "  fairly  "  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  what  I  mean  by 
"fairly,"  and  he  knows  also  perfectly 
well,  and  the  House  and  the  country 
know  perfectly  well,  that  it  never  was 
intended  by  the  Opposition  from  the  com- 
mencement to  deal  fairly  with  the  Bill. 
If  that  be  not  so,  what  was  the  meaning 
uf  the  announcement  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
when  he  moved  the  Amendment  to  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  obliged  to 
submit  ?  He  naid  that  the  Bill  was  | 
going  to  be  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  That  aiinouneeuient  tie  placed  at 
the  very  fore-frout  of  his  hattle-Hpeecli. 
Did  that  announcement  indicate  that  the 
Bill  was  going  to  be  discussed  here  in  a 
fair  spirit  ?  Sir,  in  conclusion,  I  repeat 
again  that  if  we  had  any  assurance  what- 
ever that  there  was  a  disposition  to  deal 
fairly  by  this  Bill  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  not  stand  in  the  way  of 
such  a  settlement  as  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin  has  recommended. 

Mr.  G08CHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  scarcely  know  in 
what  tone  to  answer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  if 
he  was  under  the  influence  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin, 
and  was  prepare<l  to  extricate  the  House 
from  the  difficulty  in  which  it  finds  itself, 
but  l>efore  he  sat  down  he  brought  into 
play  the  usual  hostility  of  his  partisan 
mind.  \_Minlstcrinl  cries  of  "  Oh, 
oh  ! "]      Yes,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


could  not  sit  down  without  having  a  flio^ 
at  this  side  of   the  House  and  without 
throwing   down   a  challenge,  which,  o£ 
course,   makes   it  extremely  difficult  to 
entertain  any  of  the  right  hoo.  G-entle* 
man's     suggestions.       The    right    hon* 
Member  for  Bodmin  spoke  with  a  deep 
sense  of  the  dignity  of  this  House»  and 
expressed  a  desire,  which  all  must  share^ 
that  our  Debates  should  not  be  reduced 
to  the  position  of  discussions  under  the 
gag.     [^Cheers  and  interruptionJ]    Well^ 
under  a  time-table.     Upon  a  Bill  of  thia 
kind  it  would  be  a  farce  to  endeavour  to 
argue  if  a  time  limit  is  imposed.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman   says   that  if  we 
made  fair   proposals  he  would  wish  to 
meet   them.     But  what  does   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  is  a  fair  proposal  ? 
We  know  he  thinks  that  seven  days  are 
enough  for  this  Bill.  [Mitiisterial  cheersj^ 
Yes,  but  there  are  important  issues  raised 
by  this  Bill  which  cannot  bediscussedade* 
quately  in  the  time  given  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman.  \_Mimsterial  cries  of^^  Oh  T'J 
Hon.  Members  opposite  perhaps  do  not 
know   to   what   extent  the   taxpayer  la 
interesteil   in   this   measure.     We   have 
not  examined  yet  the  question  w^hether 
£250,000  will  be  enough.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers do  not  realise  the  rittks  that  will  be 
run  under  t!ie  Purchase  Clauses.     The 
right   hon.    Gentleman  thinks  this    Bill 
can  be  disposeil  of  in  seven  days.     1  re* 
member  what  he  thought  could  l)e  done 
in   seven  days    when  we   sat   upon   the 
Treasury  Bench.   Then  even  the  smallest 
questions    were   argueil    for   more   day  a 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
to  allot  to  the  whole  of  this  important 
measure.     This  Motion  has  been  made 
after  two  days^  discussion  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee.     That  is  an  entire  novelty. 
The   right   hon.   Gentleman   takes    the 
Order  Paper  in  his  hand  and  says,  "There 
are  a  great  many  Amendments  here,  and 
therefore  I  will  limit  the  discussion  ;  I 
will  only  give  it  seven  days."     I  invite 
everyone    who   takes  an  interest  in  the 
Constitution  of  this  country  to  mark  this 
new   principle,   that   notwithstanding  a 
numl>er   of   Amendments   may   be    pro- 
posed the  Minister  of  the  day  is  to  decide 
how  many  days  are  to  be  given  for  the 
dii'Krussion  of  a  Bill.    Is. the  same  metho<l 
to    he   applied    to    the    Equalisation   of 
Rates    Bill  ?     Are   you   going    through 
your  Order  Paper  and  then  fix  your  limit 
of  two  or  three  davs  ?     Are  these  to  be 
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the  conditions  under  which  Parliament  is 
to  legislate  in  the  future^  and  if  not,  why 
not  ?  That  is  the  precedent  the  Govern* 
ment  is  setting,  and  that  is  why  my  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  has  spokeo  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  believe  that  a  proposal  like 
this  has  ever  before  been  made  by  any  re- 
sponsible Government.  I  deeply  deplore 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  set  a 
precedent  of  this  kind.  Why  has  he 
done  it  ?  Was  it,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
said,  in  order  to  hasten  the  holidays  ? 
Are  we  to  be  subjected  to  this  simply 
because  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  getting  tired  and  think  that  the 
«nd  of  the  Session  ought  to  come  ? 
^Ministerial  cries  of  "  No  ! "]  If  not, 
then  let  them  sit  on.  Let  this  gag  be 
removed,  and  let  us  see  whether  in  a 
regular  discussion  of  this  Bill  we  cannot 
make  sufficient  progress.  Let  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  not  press  this  Motion 
if  he  believes  that  his  English  friends 
will  sit  on.  The  hon.  MemW  for  North- 
ampton said  that  everybody  would  be 
^lad  of  this  Motion  because  it  would 
enable  hon.  Members  to  take  their  holi- 
<iay.  I  trust  that  there  are  many  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to  whom  the 
precedents  to  be  set  in  the  House 
of  Commons  are  of  greater  moment 
than  their  own  personal  convenience. 
This  is  an  entire  departure  from  all  Par- 
liamentary traditions,  and  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  remove  this 
Resolution  from  the  Paper  and  let  the 
discussion  proceed.  He  will  then  see 
whether  the  length  of  it  is  such  as  to 
justify  this  application  of  the  gag. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  rise  to  make 
-a  personal  explanation.  Some  words  fell 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
which,  I  think,  could  only  be  interpreted 
by  those  who  heard  them  in  this  way, 
that  reasonable  suggestions  or  offers  were 
made  to  me  and  that  I  refused  them.  I 
desire  to  say  that  if  such  an  impression 
is  derived  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  impression  is  not 
correct 

•Mr.'  RATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  desired  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
House  in  support  of  the  admirable  speech 
^f  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmiu. 
Surely  it  was  impossible  for  them  after 
listening  to  such  a  speech  to  degrade 
themselves    to    the   level  of  aspersions, 


provocations,    and    recriminations.      He 
did  not  wish  to  blame  anyone.     What  he 
meant  was  that  hon.  Members  should  put 
strife  aside  and  do  the  best  they  could 
for  the  poor  creatures  whom  they  all  pro- 
fessed a  desire  to  serve,  who  had  been 
evicted  from  their  homes,  and  who,  as  all 
had   admitted,  ought   to  be   restored   if 
possible.       During    the    last    25    years 
every    measure   for    the   benefit    of  the 
Irish   tenantry  had   been   ineffective   by 
the    action    of    a    few    bud    landlords. 
Time  after  time  opportanities  had  been 
lost,    because   at  the  end  of  a   Session 
Members  would  not  take  time  to  consider 
how  to  complete  and  carry  out  the  neces- 
sary  work.     The  Leader  of   the   Irish 
people  said  that  the  Conservative  Land 
Act,  if  the  arrears  question  was  settled, 
would    be     a     message     of    peace    to 
Ireland.       The      House      should      not 
repeat  old   errors,    but  should  give  this 
Bill    sympathetic    consideration.     They 
all  felt  in  their  hearts  that  the  question 
of  evicted  tenants  ought  to  he  settled, 
and  they  could  settle  it  now  if  they  would 
take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands  and 
disregard  the  pressure  exerted  by  a  few 
extremists  who  would  be  themselves  the 
first  to  regret,  when  they  came  out  of  the 
combat  and  arrived  at  a  cooler  state  of 
mind,  that    they    had    not    been    com- 
pelled   to   do    that    which    their    own 
hearts  would  not  have  prompted  them  to 
do.     What  they  all  desired  to  do  was  to 
remedy  the  present  condition  of  thiugs  in 
Ireland  due  to  a  few  bad  landlords,  who 
had  dealt  unjustly  and  cruelly  with  their 
tenants.      Let    them,    therefore,    show 
themselves  willing  to  make  the  required 
alteration  in  the  law,  and  not  forget  the 
result  of  foolish  action  in  the  past.     If 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  make 
a   reasonable   offer  they  would  bo  pre- 
pared to  listen  to  it.     No  one  was  better 
aware   of   that   than  himself.     Let  him 
remember  the  numerous  cases  in  which 
he  had  made  the  same  kind  of  mistake, 
and  not  lose  an   opportunity  like   this. 
If   they  failed  to  take  advantage  of  it 
now,  the  speech  of  the  right  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmiu  would  go  out  into  the 
country  in  condemnation  of  the  Leaders 
of  the  House,  and  in  witness  that  they 
ha<!   failed   to    do   what  they  ought — a 
failure  which  would  be  a  disgrace  to  them. 
CoLOXEL  SAUNDER80N  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bodmin  had  made  one  of  tho;ie  speeches 
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i¥hiclx  were  Bupposed  to  appeal  to  the 
better  feelings  of  hon.  Members  sittiDg 
on  all  Hides  of  tbe  House,  and  which 
often  elicited  much  cheering,  but  to 
him  it  appeared  to  be  a  one  -  sided 
speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
so  evenly  balanced  a  mind  that  some- 
times neither  he  nor  his  friends  knew 
exactly  what  line  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  take,  and  on  this 
occasion  he  did  not  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with  the  sub- 
ject under  discussion  with  the  distinct- 
ness which  generally  characterised  his 
observations.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  spoken  of  the  '*  plague  spot  "  in 
Ireland,  and  he  thought  that  he  had  done 
something  towards  making  that ''  plague 
spot"  more  visible.  According  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  there  was  a  plague 
spot  in  Ireland  which  this  Bill  was 
brought  in  to  obliterate,  and  that  was 
the  conduct  of  what  were  termed  the 
"  irreconcilable  landlonis  of  Ireland,'' 
who  were  or  should  be  deserving  of 
condemnation.  That  was  the  sense  in 
which  his  observations  were  received  by 
his  friends  below  the  Gangway.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  in  the 
course  of  bis  speech  to  those  unhappy 
tenants  who  were  at  present  living  in 
huts  in  view  of  their  own  homes.  But 
who  had  put  those  teuaots  there  ?  They 
were  placed  there,  not  by  their  land- 
lords, but  in  consequence  of  being  the 
dupes  of  tbe  leaders  of  tbe  Plan  of 
Campaign.  It  was  very  easy  to  say  that 
tbe  Irish  landlords  were  irreconcilable, 
and  no  doubt  they  were  irreconcilably 
opposed  to  tbe  principle  of  compulsion 
proposed  to  be  adopted  in  this  Bill.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  that  without  that 
principle  being  contained  in  it  tbe  Bill 
would  never  ifor  a  moment  have  been 
accepted  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  The  Opposition  had  put 
down  many  Amendments  to  the  Bill, 
and  during  two  days  there  had  been  an 
animated  discussion  in  Committee  ;  but 
there  had  been  nothing  on  their  part 
which  savoured  of  what  was  called  ob- 
struction. Tbe  speeches  on  those  Amend- 
ments had  been  remarkable  for  their 
brevity  and  also  for  their  cogency,  but  the 
Opposition  were  in  this  difficulty — that 
they  could  not  get  the  Government  to 
meet  their  arguments,  and  probably  the 
Government  would  not  have  answered 
them  at  all  had  it  not  been  for  the  right 
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hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  patting  on 
the  last  twist  of  the  screw,  which  they 
could  not  resist.  There  had  been  no 
obstruction,  and  there  was  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  proposal  of  the  GovemmeDt. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  that  there  was  a  great  necessity  for 
this  measure,  but  he  did  not  tell  them 
what  constituted  that  necessity.  Yes, 
there  was  a  great  necessity  for  this  mea- 
sure, but  it  was  to  be  found  not  so  much 
in  Ireland  as  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  had  not  brought  in  this 
Bill,  they  themselves  would  have  be- 
come evicted  tenants.  They  knew  that 
as  well  as  he  did.  Had  the  Government 
really  meant  the  Bill  to  be  passed  into 
law,  could  it  be  conceived  that  they 
would  have  brought  it  in  at  the  tail  end 
of  the  Session  ?  The  Bill  was  full  of 
contentious  matter  such  as  had  never 
before  been  introduced  into  any  measure 
that  had  been  brought  into  that  House. 
With  regard  to  the  probable  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  relation  to  this  Bill, 
all  he  had  done  was  to  express  his  opinion 
that  when  tbe  measure  came  before  that 
boily — which  was  not  usually  supposed 
to  be  affected  with  lunacy — it  would  re- 
ceive at  their  hands,  as  it  ought  from  any 
intelligent  liody  of  men,  emphatic  re- 
jection. The  Government  had  refused 
to  accept  any  Amendments  to  the  mea- 
sure on  tbe  ground  that  if  they  accepted 
one  it  would  only  he  made  a  peg  upon 
which  to  bang  others,  and  at  length  they 
had  resorted  to  the  argument,  which 
they  really  could  use  with  some  prospect 
of  success — they  simply  said,  as  they  had 
said  in  regard  to  the  Home  Rule  Bill, 
"  Go  and  be  gagged."  That  was  the 
conciliatory  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Geiitlemau  opposite  dealt  with  his 
political  opponents.  As  far  as  he  was 
per!«onally  concerned,  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  fair  for  any  man  to  accuse 
him  or  his  friends  or  colleagues  of  being 
irreconcilable  landlords.  However  much 
the  landlords  might  oppose  this  Bill, 
they  were  justified  in  doing  so,  as  they 
regarded  it  as  an  abominable  injustice 
to  1,500  tenants,  who  under  it  would 
be 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is  now  going 
into  matter  which  is  outside  of  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House. 
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CoLONBL   SAUNDEBSON   said,  be 
supposed  that  he  might  go  so  far  as  to 
saj  that  be  and  his  colleagues  who  were 
accused  of  being  irreconcilable  were  only 
irreconcilable  to  an  act  of  injustice,  for 
they  regarded  this  Bill  as  an  act  of  in- 
justice not  only  to  themselves,  but  to  the 
1,500  Irish  tenants  who  had  never  broken 
the  law.     Had  the  measure  been  framed 
on  another  principle  and  in  a  different 
spirit,  and  had  the  principle  of  compul- 
sion been  omitted,  they  woul4  bave  given 
it  a  fair  and  candid  hearing.     There  was 
another  respect  in  which  they  were  irre- 
concilable, and  that  was  that  they  regarded 
the  present  proposal  of  the  Government 
as  a  degradation  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    What  would  be  the   position  in 
future  of  any  minority,  however  large  it 
might  be,  if  the  House  assented  to  this 
proposal  of  the  Government  ?     The  Go- 
vernment   whenever  they  pleased  could 
cram  down  the  throats  of  the  minority 
any   measure    they   pleased    practically 
without    argument,    and    all    that    the 
minority  could  do  would  be,  as  they  did 
last  year,  to  make  peripatetic  protests  in 
the  Lobby  against  the  policy  with  which 
they  disagreed.     If  the  House  of  Lords 
threw  out   the  Bill,  their  action  would 
meet  with  the  acclamation  of  19  out  of 
every  20    Radicals    themselves    in   the 
country.     They  had  heard  vague  threats 
of  what  would  happen  if  the  Bill  met  its 
deserved  fate  in  another  place.     They  all 
knew  how  these  threats  were  fulfilled. 
Similar  threats  were  made  in  connection 
with  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  now  it  was 
said  that,  if  the  House  of  Lords  ventured 
to  make  use  of  the  power  which  it  was 
its   special  function  to  exercise,  and  to 
reject  the  Bill  because  they  believed  it,  in 
their  consciences,  to  be  an  unjust  and  an 
unrighteous   measure,   they  would   meet 
with  the  condemnation  of  the  country.  In 
his  opinion,  the  House  of  Lords  in  such 
an   event  would   have   nothing    to  fear 
from  the  attacks  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.     He  believed  that  the 
House  of    Commons   was   in   far  more 
danger  of  public  condemnation  than  the 
House  of  Lords  in  this  matter,  and  he 
ventured   to  say  that,  if  the  House  of 
Commons  cringed  to  the  Government  and 
accepted  such  a  proposal  as  this,  it  would 
meet  with  that  condemnation  throughout 
the  country  which  it  would  richly  de- 
serve.    In   accepting  this  proposal   the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  wiping  out 


of  the  flag  which  the  Liberal  Party,  of 
all  Parties,  was  the  most  proud  to  bear 
the  two  mottoes  *^  Fairness  of  Discussion  '* 
and  "  Freedom  of  Debate." 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford),  said, 
before  the  effect  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin's  speech  passed  away  at 
the  moment  he  would  say  briefly  that 
he  could  scafcely  describe  the  pleasure 
and     admiration    with    which    he    had 
listened    to   it,   for   it   was   one   of  the 
noblest  efforts  which  it  had  been  his  lot 
to  hear  in  the  House  of  Commons.     He 
saw  no  advantage  in  discussing  then  what 
was  likely  to  be  the  fate  of  that  Bill 
when  it  got  into  the  House  of  Lords. 
All  that  they  were  concerned  with  was 
to  make  it  the  best  Bill  they  could  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  whatever  might  be 
its  fate  elsewhere.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  an  appeal  which,  he 
thought,  must  have  touched  the  Leader 
of     the    Opposition.     The    right    hon. 
Gentleman    had   been   followed    by   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  in  the 
most  conciliatory  tone  made  an  offer  to 
withdraw  this  Motion  if  there  was  any 
reasonable  prospect  that  proper  progresa 
would   be   made   with   the   Bill.     That 
offer    was   as   conciliatory  as   anything 
could  be.     He  would   not  now  stop  to 
question  some  words  which  fell  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  afterwards. 
The  House  of  Commons  and  the  Front 
Benches  fortunately  bad  not  come  to  the 
condition   that  because  of    some  slight 
war  of  words  they  were  unable  to  exer- 
cise a  calm  and  proper  judgment  upon  a 
question  of  vast  importance.     He  con- 
fessed that  he  always  voted  with  pain 
for  any  form  of  Closure  and  never  did 
so  till  he  believed  it  to   be  necessary. 
He  set  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
interests    of    the    House   of    Commons 
above    the    value    of    any   Party.     He 
thought  that  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Bodmin 
and  the  offer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  deserved    from   the   Leader 
of  the  Opposition  something  more  than 
the    mere    retort    that    no     offer     had 
been  made  to  him.     The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  the  power,  if  he  liked,  to  " ' 
impress   upon  those  Members  who  sat 
behind  l>im  the  necessity  for  moderation 
in  the  rrcussion  of  this  Bill.     Nobody 
doubt** .  Sit  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cho     '   '    ixercise   that  power  this  Bill 
^%[ain  Que9^  through  in  a    reasonable 
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time.  Upon  whom  would  the  charge  of 
unreasonahleDess  rest,  if  nothing  came 
from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  but  the 
offer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kt.  6eorge*8«  Hanover 
Square,  that  if  the  Closure  Resolution 
were  withdrawn,  the  Government  would 
see  how  long  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion would  be  willing  to  sit  on  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  What  offer  ? 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  would  make  one 
more  appeal  to  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition   to   use   the  power  which  he  un- 
doubtedly possessed  to  bring  this  matter 
to  a   conclusion,    and    bring   about   the 
withdrawal  of  the  Closure.     That  was 
what  they  all  really  desired  ;    but  if  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  not  use 
jhis  power  to  bring  that  about,  he  and 
-other  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
4he  House  would  support  the  Govern- 
nneut  to  the  full.     But  he  and  others  on 
-^hat  side  of  the  House  earnestly  desired 
^hat  the  Opposition  should  take  a  reason- 
able view  of  the  situation,  and  see  whether 
Chey   could    not  give   such   pledges  as 
would  lead  to  an  amicable  solution  of  the 
present  difficult  v. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
right,  nor  had  I  the  slightest  intention, 
to  say  another  word  ;  but  the  challenge 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  coupled  with  con- 
siderable blame  for  my  previous  silence, 
does  seem  to  impose  on  me  the  necessity 
for  saying,  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
one  or  two  words  on  what  has  passed.  I 
got  up,  and,  by  way  of  personal  explana- 
tion, attempted  to  do  away  with  the  idea 
which  some  persons  might  gather  from 
^hat  fell  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  reasonable  proposals  had 
been  made  to  us,  and  that  those  reason- 
-able  proposals  had  l)een  rejected. 
Nothing  of  that  sort  has  occurred  ;  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  bear 
out  what  I  sav.  Then,  savs  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  an  offer  has 
4>een  made  to  vou  across  the  floor  of  the 
House  that  this  Motion  would  be  with- 
•drawn  if  an  assurance  were  now  given 
that  the  Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  in 
a  reasonable  manner  ;  and,  apparently,  it 
is  to  that  challenge  that  I  am  askeil  to 
reply,  and  am  reproached  with  not  having 
replied  to  before.  In  the  first  plafjO^I  never 
«;athero(l  anythint^  of  tlio  kincUrumi  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqiie/obabJne's 
jitteution  sometimes  wandei'e  answ*  a 
moment,  and  I  may   have  mi/or  the  rig- 

Mr,  JVhi thread 


thing  ;  but  I  did  not  bear  him  offer  to 
withdraw  this  Motion  on  that  or  any 
other  condition.  Did  any  other  hon. 
Gentleman  except  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  hear  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer make  that  offer  ?  I  do  not  think 
anybody  did.  It  is  evident,  then,  that  I 
am  right,  and  that  no  offer  has  been  made, 
and  it  is  all  in  the  imagination  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  Then^ 
why 'am  I  reproached  for  refusing  to  reply 
to  an  offer  that  was  never  made  at  all^ 
except  in  the  imagination  of  the  hon. 
Member  ?  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  another 
word,  nor  do  I  see  that  another  word  can 
be  appropriately  said.  The  fact  is  that 
the  Government,  I  presume,  in  the  terms 
of  this  Resolution  have  told  the  House 
of  Commons  what  they  think  is  a 
reasonable  time  in  which  to  discuss  this 
Bill.  To  me  it  appears  to  be  grossly 
and  flagrantly  unreasonable  and  unfair, 
and  1  do  not  think  that  it  rests  with  the 
Leader  of  the  Government,  on  the  spur 
of  the  moment,  or,  indeed,  at  all,  to  lay 
down  either  in  public  or  private  the 
number  of  days  that  he  thinks  this  dis- 
cussion should  last.  As  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  should  the  Government 
think  better  of  their  present  policy,  there 
would  be  no  desire  on  our  part  for  unrea- 
sonable discussion  on  this  Bill.  But  we 
cannot,  in  justice  either  to  our  constituents 
or  to  the  traditions  of  this  House,  agree 
to  fetter  ourselves  in  the  way  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  appears  to 
suggest.  [Mr.  J.  Morley  :  Hear, 
hear.]  Nor  do  I  augur  from  the  cheer 
of  the  Chief  Secrelarv  for  Ireland  that 

ml 

any  arrangement  could  be  come  to.  I 
can  only  express,  on  behalf  of  myself 
and  my  friends,  my  deliberate  intention, 
if  this  Motion  is  withdrawn,  to  discuss 
the  Bill  in  a  perfectly  reasonable  spirit ; 
and  I  cannot  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  am  abrogating  any 
duty  when  I  refuse  to  discuss  this  mea- 
sure further  under  the  conditions  that  he 
desires  to  impose  on  us.  Nor  do  I  think 
that  we  are  guilty  of  all  the  errors  that 
he  now  seeks  to  attribute  to  us.  I  hope 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  made  the 
appeal  to  me  will  feel  that  no  offer  of  the 
kind  he  indicated  was  made.  I  do  not 
SCO  that  tho  initiative  lies  with  the  Oppo- 
sition iu  this  case,  though  I  can  repeat 
to  him  the  assurance  that  neither  I  nor 
my  friends  have  any  desire  that  this  Bill 
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shall  be  discussed  at  any  unreasonable 
length  or  in  an  unreasonable  spirit. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tjrone,  S.) 
jsaid,  that  he  did  not  think  that  the  Chief 
Seeretarj  would  hold  that  on  this  ques- 
tion   he    was    an   'irreconcilable,^*   and 

he  certainly  would  not  say  he  had 
ever  denied  the  existence  of  a  great  evil 
which  required  to  be  met  and  dealt  with. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
opening  speech  that  evening,  had  pointed 
to  23  pages  of  Amendments,  and  then 
threw  the  Order  Book  down  on  the  Table 
as  if  that  settled  the  question.  In  the 
first  place,  he  desired  to  submit  that  the 
diagnosis  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  absolntely  wrong,  and  he  would 
show  him  why.  He  himself  had  put 
down  eight  Amendments  to  the  first 
clause.  With  the  negativing  of  the 
first  of  those  Amendments  the  other 
seven  would  be  disposed  of,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  not  fair  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take  the  23  pages  of 
Amendments  as  an  accurate  estimate. 
The  second  point  was,  that,  looking  at 
the  two  nights  spent  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  he  was  unable  to  say  that  there 
had  been  anything  like  obstructive  pro- 
cedure. He  did  not  put  that  forward  on 
bis  own  bare  statement,  but  simply 
pointed  out  that  the  three  chief  matters 
discussed  were  all  points  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  conceded  without  in- 
jnringtheir  Bill  as  originally  introduced — 
namely,  tenants  evicted  for  breach  of 
statutory  conditions  ;  tenants  evicted  by 
order  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  ; 
and  evicted  tenants  not  now  residing  in 
Ireland.  The  Government,  at  that  time, 
never  intended  to  include  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  tenantis  evicted  for  breach 
of  the  statutory  conditions,  nor  tenants 
who  no  longer  resided  iu  Ireland.  His 
reason  for  saying  so  was  the  letter  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford.  Moreover,  the  Go- 
vernment ought  never  to  have  left 
the  decrees  of  the  High  Court  at  the 
mercy  of  two  solicitors.  The  Govern- 
ment might  have  accepted  most  of  the 
Amendments  proposed  without  in  any 
way  affecting  the  object  for  which  they 
had  introduced  the  Bill.  Not  only  did  he 
deny  that  there  had  been  any  obstruction 
in  Committee,  but  he  maintained  that  the 
Debate  and  the  Amendments  were  in 
Order  on  all  the  points  dii^cussed,  and  that 


those  points  were  strictly  relevant  to 
the  question.  From  the  beginning,  ever 
since  the  Bill  had  been  iotroduced,  he  had 
seen  that  it  must  either  be  a  question  of 
compromise  or  no  Bill  at  all.  There  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  appealing  to  Leaders 
on  one  side  of  the  House  and  the  other, 
but  he  was  going  to  make  an  appeal  to  a 
quarter  of  the  House  to  which  no  appeal 
had  yet  been  made.  He  believed  that 
this  Bill  represented  the  irreducible 
minimum  of  the  Irish  Members,  and  he 
believed  that  the  Chief  Secretarv  was 
tied  down  to  that,  and  that  this  was  really 
the  reason  why  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  either  accept  Amend- 
ments or  agree  to  compromise.  It  was 
all  very  well  for  hon.  Members  and  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  wlio  was 
accustomed  to  this  sort  of  thing,  but  who 
never  gave  up  anything  on  his  own 
side,  to  make  those  appeals  ;  but  there 
was  a  far  more  potent  quarter  to  which 
he  now  desired  to  appeal.  Everybody  in 
the  House  and  outside  was  aware  that  if 
the  compulsory  principle  in  the  Bill  were 
abrogated,  a  settlement  could  be  arrived 
at  in  that  House.  What  stood  in  the 
way  of  that  compromise  was  the  position 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  to  whom  he 
now  appealed^  Their  position  no  doubt 
was  perfectly  straightforwanl ;  they  did 
not  believe  that  the  Bill  without  com- 
pulsion would  serve  their  purpose,  and, 
therefore,  the  Chief  Secretary  found  him- 
self unable  to  accept  Amendments  in  that 
direction.  If  this  Bill  was  lost  it  would 
be  because  of  the  extremists  en  both  sides 
of  this  question,  and  that  was  a  miserable 
result.  If  Irish  Members  opposite  would 
be  reasonable,  then  this  question  could  be 
settled.  If  there  was  no  reasonableness 
shown  there,  and  no  disposition  to  accept 
any  Amendment  or  compromitje,  he  was 
afraid  the  Bill  would  go  to  its  own 
place,  and  that  place  would  not  be 
the  Statute  Book.  It  might  easily  have 
been  otherwise,  and  he,  for  one,  would 
always  regret  that  in  a  case  where  com- 
promise was  possible  compromise  could 
not  be  brought  about  in  consequence  of 
the  inflexibility  of  extreme  men  on  both 
sides. 

Question  put. 

The    House    divided:  —  Ayes     217; 
Noes  174. — (Division  List,  No.  204.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolution  [30th  July]  reported. 

CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS,  1894-6. 

(Third  Vote  on  Account.) 

"That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,583,150,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  ac- 
count, for  or  towanU  defraying  the  Charges  for 
the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  De- 
partments for  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1895."— [See  page  1273.] 

ResolutioD  reiid  a  second  time. 

•Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  called  attention  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  W.  Leek,  wLo  had  recently  been  ap- 
pointed an  Inspector  of  Metalliferous 
Mines  in  the  County  of  Cumberland.  So 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  gather  froni 

the  Home  Secretary  at  question  time  that 
afternoon,  it  appeared  that  no  qualifica- 
tions were  at  present  laid  down  for  can- 
didates for  such  appointments.  But  he 
observe<l  from  a  Paper  issued  by  the 
Home  Office  that  three  necessary  quali- 
fications were  very  properly  laid  down  in 
the  cases  of  Inspectors  of  Coal  Mines. 
First,  the  candidate,  within  five  years  of 
the  time  of  his  appointment,  must  have 
been  employed  for  two  years  under 
ground ;  second,  he  must  satisfy  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  that  he 
possesses  certain  necessary  qualifications  ; 
and  third,  he  must  be  over  23  and  less 
than  35  years  of  age.  If  those  condi- 
tions were  uecessarv  in  the  case  of  an 
Inspector  of  Coal  Mines,  he  could  not 
conceive  why  they  should  not  be  applied  to 
the  case  of  an  Inspector  of  Metalliferous 
Mines.  Mr.  William  Leek,  however,  did 
not  satisfy  a  single  one  of  those  three 
requirements.  He  had  no  experience 
whatever  of  coal  mines  ;  he  did  not  even 
possess  a  second-class  certificate,  and  yet 
he  might  be  called  upon  to  supervise  the 
work  of  first-class  certificated  managers 
of  mines  under  the  Coal  Mines  Regulation 
Act  of  1887.  It  apj>eared  from  Section 
39,  Sub-section  4  of  that  Act,  that  this 
gentleman,  althougii  appointed  as  an  In- 
spector of  Metalliferous  Mines,  and 
although  he  did  not  possess  a  single  one 
of  the  qualifications  laid  down  by  the 
Home  Office  in  the  case  of  an  Inspector 


of  Coal  Mines,  might  be  called  upon  to 
act  as  an  Inspector  of  Coal  Mines. 
Mr.  ASQUITH  :  If  required. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  that  al- 
though an  arraugemeDt  had  been  come  to 
by  the  Home  Secretary  with  Mr.  Leek 
that  Mr.  Leek  should  not  inspect  eoal 
mines,  that  understanding  could  not  be 
binding  on  the  successor  of  the  ij||;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Home  Office  ;  and 
therefore  this  anomalous  state  of  things 
was  possible — that  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  appointed  an  Inspector  of  Metal- 
liferous Mines  might  at  a  future  time  be 
called  upon  to  inspect  coal  mines,  al- 
though he  did  not  possess  a  single  one  of 
the  qualifications  required  by  the  Home 
Office.  Mr.  Leek  had  not  satisfied  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  of  his  fit- 
ness for  the  post,  because  he  had  passed 
no  examination,  nor  was  it  intended  that 
he  should  submit  to  any  examination  in 
the  future.  Besides,  Mr.  Leek  was  over 
the  prescribed  age,  being  40. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Thirty-seven. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  that 
was  over  the  age  prescribed,  which  was 
35.  He  had  shown  that  Mr.  Leek  liad 
none  of  the  necessary  qualifications^  and 
he  would  now  point  out  Mr.  Leck^s  dis- 
qualifications. It  appeared  that  Mr.  Leek 
had  been  employed  as  an  under-manager 
in  an  iron  mine  belonging  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cumberland,  and  he 
was  also  Secretary  of  the  Cieator  Moor 
Liberal  Association.  In  November,  1888, 
unfortunately  an  accident  took  place  in 
the  mine,  and  the  coroner^s  jury  added  to 
their  verdict  words  reflecting  on  three 
persons,  of  whom  Mr.  Leek  was  one, 
by  declaring  that  there  had  been 
*^  great  but  not  criminal  neglect  '*  on  the 
part  of  those  three  officials  of  the  mine. 
Therefore,  so  far  from  Mr.  Leek  being 
qualified  to  act  as  an  Inspector  of  Coal 
Mines,  he  had  recorded  against  him  the 
pronouncement  of  a  jury  of  his  country- 
men that  he  had  been  guilty  of  great, 
though  not  criminal,  neglect  in  his  duties. 
They  did  not  wish  him  to  be  prosecuted. 
They  found  there  was  no  criminal  neglect. 
Soon  after  the  inquest  Mr.  Leek  left  the 
service  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cumberland — which  was  not  a  matter  of 
much  surprise — and  since  then  up  to  the 
present  time,  as  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  was 
informed,  he  had  not  since  been  employed 
in  any  mine.  He  (Mr.  Lowther)  did  not 
think  Mr.  Leek  could  be  employed  as 
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a  TDflnager  or  uiiUer-inniiager,  as  he  did 
not  hold  the  neoessurv  eertiticnteB,  Until 
Mny  tUis  j«ar  his  employment  bad  bceu 
tb&l  which  he  had  coinhined  with  the 
ider  maougeraliip  of  the  hoD.  Meoiber'H 
— namely.  Secretary  to  the  Cleiitor 
-Lilterol  AsBociation.  Mr.  Leek  in 
CHpacity  assisted  very  largely  in 
lugiDg  about  the  return  of  the  hoii. 
Member  for  West  Cumberlftnd.  Not  only 
did  he  aeeist  th&  hon.  Member  as  a  Party 
orker,  hut  he  was  ac;tiially  employed 
^  of  his  Biib-ufreDtH 


iKeo 


m 


last  election,  and  no  Taliiable  were  hie 
Mrvicee  that  the  boii.  Member  rewarded 
him  with  a  fee  as  large  u^  that  which  ho 
had  paid  to  his  election  agent — namely, 
£100,  aad  to  this  day  might  be  seeu  iu 
the  election  expenses  returned  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  CHml)erland  the 
item  of  £100  paid  to  this  goulleman. 
And  this  was  not  all  that  fell  into  the 
mouth  of  thin  fortunate  gentleman.  In 
Uay  of  this  year  the  postmastership  of 
Cleator  Moor  fell  v^uant,  and  Mr.  Leek 
was  appointed  by  the  lion.  Member  for 
West  Cumherlaod,  and  it  was  from  that 
tumble  poeitiou  he  hud  been  chosen  as 
Inspector  of  Metalliferous  Mines.  It 
s  a  great  pity  that  an  appointment 
lb  ae  this  should  have  boon  tionferrcU 
vpon  &  roan  who  had  distinguished  him- 
self,  above  all  others,  in  promoting  the  in- 
terestB  of  one  political  Party. 

Mk.ASQUITH:  Doea  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber suggest  that  is  why  he  was  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mk.  J.  W.  LOWTHEK  :  If  the  right 
Gentleman  says  he  is  not  aware  nf 


^■l  Mr. 


totally  I 


Mb.  ASQUITH 
iware  of  it, 

LOWTHER  said,  be  ac- 
cepted the  statemeul  at  otice.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  great  part  Mr.  Leek  had 
played  during  tbe  last  few  years  in 
Cumberland  politics,  all  he  could  say 
was  be  must  have  heea  very  badly  in- 
formed by  those  who  represented  that 
particular  part  of  the  country.  If  he  had 
oeked  the  hon.  Baronet  below  the  Gang- 
way (Sir  W.  Lawson)  be  would  have 
told  him  that  he  knew  Mr.  Leek  as  a 
thorough-going  Party  rasM.  There  could 
be  lit*^  doubt  that  it  was  at  the  instiga- 
loD  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cnm- 
irland  and  others  of  that  pot..  -I  faith 
Leek  hod  been  fortunate  <.-.    igh 


to  secure  this  appointment.  He  ha^ 
read  iu  the  chief  Radical  .organ  of  the 
constituency  a  passage  which  he  thought 
very  instructive.     It  said — 

"At  the  requeit  of  tbe  working  men.  Ur. 
Aineworth  t«ofc  up  the  quotlon  tif  getting 
savh  nil  appointment  madu  shortly  after  the 
iMt  General  Election,  and  durlnti:  a'u  the  time 
tbat  has  elapxed  he  hai  never  wi<arieil  in  hi« 
eRortg  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  work- 
ing raen.  Even  when  be  w»«  ill  ami  confined 
(o  his  house,  an  we  have  goal  reaHon  for  know- 
ing, he  kept  peK!thig  awa/  at  hia  task  of  con- 
viaclng  the  Home  Secretary  of  the  wiwloiii  of 
tlic  courac  that  iiiiy:hl  to  be  adopted.  Although 
Mr.  Aiiigworth's  [llQe«H  has  ureventeil  him  froui 
makiutj;  a  big  tuore  Iu  the  DlriBioii  Lobby,  all 
those  (MuueWed  witli  the  iron  inrfnatiTr  know 
well  how  enrneatlj  Hr.  Ainsworth  tun  workeil 
with  this  object,  which  I  am  ^\ai\  to  learn  is 
now  coraplelclj  succewful,  moch  to  Mr.  Aiiis- 
woith'H  ere  lit." 

He  was  sure  they  all  regretted  very  much 
the  long  absence  of  the  liou.  Member  for 
Wei-t  Cumberland  from  the.  House  in 
couseiinencc  of  illness,  but  he  must  say 
that  their  regret  was  a  little  tempci'eii 
wlicn  they  found  that  even  on  a  bed  uf 
sickness  he  was  trying  to  work 
what  in  Cumberland  was  regarded 
as  a  political  job.  He  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowthcr)  had  thought  it  right  to 
Wing  this  casfl  before  the  Hou'-e  of 
Commons.  He  had  also  thought  it  his 
duly  last  January,  when  he  hoard  that 
it  was  poHsible  tbat  this  gentleman  might 
be  appointed,  to  eommuuicale  with  ih& 
right  hon.  Gentlemna  opposite,  atid  he 
had  laid  certain  facts  before  htm,  some  of 
which  be  bad  detailed  to  (be  House. 
Other  facts  which  he  bad  mentioned  had 
oidy  come  to  his  knowledge  since  that 
period.  But  when,  Inst  Janitary,  he 
heard  that  the  right  hon.  tientlemun  was 
contemplating  the  appointment  he  warned 
him  that  it  would  not  be  favourablv  re- 
ceived iu  Cumberland,  and  laid  certain 
facts  before  him  as  to  the  verdiyt  of  the 
jury.  He  was  afraid  he  had  not  a  copy 
of  the  letter,  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  the  letter  by  him  he  should  not 
object  to  its  being  read.  He  considered 
it  a  very  importatit  fact  that  there  should 
be  selected  for  the  post  of  Inspector  of 
Mines  a  mau  who  was  found  by  a  jury 
of  bis  countrymen  to  have  been  guilty 
of  gross  but  not  criminal  neglect 
in  the  management  of  a  mine.  He 
thought  that  pretty  serious.  Subse- 
qnent  to  tbat  other  facts  had  come  to  his 
knowledge  as  to  thlf  appointment,  so  that 
ho    had   thonght   it  right  to   bring  the 
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matter  before  the  House.  The  statement 
of  the  right  hoD.  Goatleinan  that  he 
knew  DothiDg  whatever  of  the  politics  of 
this  man  was  surprising,  but  he  did  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  much 
«s  he  blamed  his  colleagues  in  his  repre- 
sentation of  the  county.  The  right  lion. 
Gentleman  had  taken  six  months  to  con- 
sider whether  he  would  appoint  this  gen- 
tleman, and,  therefore,  he  must  have  had 
considerable  doubt  in  his  own  mind.  It  was 
not  desirable  tbat  such  an  appointment 
should  be  given  to  a  man,  however 
deserving  he  might  be,  who  had  taken  so 
active  a  part  in  political  organisation, 
in  the  delicate  work  which  he  would  have 
to  perform  as  Inspector  of  Mines  ques- 
tions would  arise — were  certain  to  arise 
— in  which  political  animus  would  be 
introduced,  and  it  would  be  verv  difficult 
for  an  Inspector  to  maintain  that  judicial 
and  impartial  attitude  in  dealing  with 
such  matters  if  he  had  formerly  been  a 
strong  political  partisan  in  the  county  in 
which  lie  was  nominated  to  serve. 

Mil.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  said, 
that  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in 
order  to  remove  a  false  impression  which 
appeared  to  be  in  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Meml)er  for  Penrith.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  dealt  with  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Leek  from  the  point  of  view  of 
fitness  or  ability  to  fill  the  office  of  In- 
spector, but  from  the  point  of  view  of 
politics,  throwing  discredit  on  the  ap- 
pointment because  Mr.  Leek  had  acted  as 
n  political  agent.  Therefore,  it  was 
necessary  that  one  who  knew  the  history 
of  the  appointment  should  state  what 
the  facts  were.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  Mr.  Aiusworth,  the  Member  for 
West  Cumberland,  had  brouorht  forward 
Mr.  Leck'rt  claims.  That  was  not  exactly 
correct.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  had  iiiniself 
brought  the  claims  of  Mr.  Leek  not  only 
before  the  present  Home  Secretary,  but 
before  his  predecessor.  He  did  so  for 
two  or  three  reasons.  Cleator  Moor  was 
somewhat  far  from  North  Durham  and 
South  Northumberland,  and  he  and  his 
friends  hud  therefore  considereil  that  the 
area  was  too  large  for  the  then  staff  of 
Inspectors,  and  that  it  would  be  an 
advantage  if  they  could  get  a  new  dis- 
trict formed  comprising  the  metalliferous 
mines  of  Cnmherlaiul.  In  the  second 
place,  they  thoujrht  that  a  man  proficient 
in  the  tecliHicalities  of  metalliforons  mines 
would  he  the  best  man  to  inspect  those 

Jlr.  J.  fl\  Loicf/icr 


mines.  And,  in  the  third  place,  thej 
thought  that  in  Mr.  Leek  they  had  a 
man  well  qualified  to  fill  the  office.  As 
far  l>ack  as  five  years  ago  he  recoiii«* 
mended  Mr.  Leek  for  the  appoinment. 
He  did  so  not  from  any  knowledge  of  the 
political  bias  of  Mr.  Leck*s  mind,  but 
because  he  was  urged  to  do  so  by  the 
workmen  of  the  district.  It  might  not 
be  within  the  knowledge  of  all  hon. 
Members  that  there  had  been  two  or  three 
deputations  of  workmen  who  brought  the 
claims  of  Mr.  Leek  before  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  those  deputations  had 
been  supplemented  by  others  from  the 
employers,  who  themselves  believed  that 
Mr.  Leek  was  a  properly  qualified  person 
to  fill  the  office.  Despite  these  facts  the 
hon.  Member  had  dealt  with  the  appoint- 
ment from  a  political  standpoint.  With 
the  exception  of  a  slight  reference  to  a 
mishap  which  occurred  to  a  mine  in  the 
district  over  which  Mr.  Leek  had  been 
placed,  the  whole  of  the  argument  was 
addressed  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Leek  had 
been  a  political  agent  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Egremont  Division  of  Cum- 
berland. So  far  as  he  (Mr.  Wilson)  was 
concerne<l,  he  did  not  know,  when  he  re- 
commended Mr.  Leek,  whether  he  was  a 
Liberal  or  a  Conservative.  He  was 
bound,  however,  on  this  subject  to  remark 
that  he  did  not  see  that  it  mattered 
what  politics  a  man  might  profess, 
provided  he  was  sufficiently  well 
qualified  to  fill  the  post  for  which 
he  was  required.  Mines  belonged  to 
Conservatives  as  well  as  to  Liberals, 
and  it  ought  not  to  be  supposed  that 
because  a  man  was  qualifying  for  any 
pros{)ective  post  that  he  might  have  open 
to  him,  he  should  not,  apart  from  this, 
have  the  right  to  take  part  in  politics  on 
any  side  that  he  pleased.  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Leek,  he  was  confident  that  if  the 
present  Home  Secretary  were  in  office 
for  20  or  30  years  to  come,  he  would 
never  be  able  to  appoint  a  fitter  man  for 
the  place.  And  he  was  confident  also 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
never  be  able  to  appoint  a  man  who  had 
so  large  a  consensus  of  approval  behind 
him  as  Mr.  Leek  had,  both  from  em- 
plovers  and  workmen. 

•Mu.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  seen  fit  to  take 
this,  perhaps,  not  very  convenient  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  this  question,  which 
certainly    nii^ht   more    fitly    have    been 
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taken^  on  the  fi^eneral  discussion  ou  the 
Estimates.  He  has  levelled  against  me 
one  of  the  most  serious  accusations 
which  could  possibly  be  made  in  this 
House  against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  No. 
Mr.  ASQUITH  :  He  has  said  that  I 
deliberately  appointed  to  a  position  of 
great  responsibility  a  person  not  com- 
petent to  discharge  the  duties,  because 
he  happened  to  l)e  a  supporter  of  the 
political  Party  to  which  I  myself  belong. 
That  is  the  charge  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made,  and  it  is  a  cliarge  which  I 
am  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of 
meeting,  contradicting,  and  refuting  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  I  must  in- 
terrupt  the  right  hon.   Gentleman.      I 
made  no  such  charge  at  all.     I  simply 
stated  the  facts,  and  said  that  it  was  very 
regrettable  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  have  been  placed  in  such  a 
delicate  position.     I  accepted  the  riglit 
hon.    Gentleman*8    statement    at    once 
when  he  said  that  he  did  not  know  that 
Mr.  Leek  had  been  employed  politically. 
•Mr.  ASQUITH  :    I  am  glad  to  hear 
it.     But  certainly  the  inference  which  I 
drew,  and  which  no    doubt    the  House 
drew  from  the  language,  which  the  hon. 
Memlicr  used  was,  that  this  gentleman 
would  not  have  been  appointed  unless 
the     judgment     of     those     responsible 
for       the       appointment       had       been 
swayed  by  political  considerations.      If 
I     misunderstood,     or     in     any      way 
misrepresented   the  hon.    Gentleman   in 
drawing  this  conclusion,  I  readily  a{K>lo- 
gise.     Now  that  the  question  has  been 
raised,  I  may  say  that  since  I  have  been 
in  Office  a  great  deal  of  patronasre  has 
had  to  be  bestowed,  and  I  certainly  feel 
that  no  more  invidious,  and  indeed,  dis- 
tasteful, duty  than  the  making  of  appoint- 
ments to  places  of  this  kind  has  fallen 
on   me.     But  I   have   never  appointed 
any  person  to  any  place  within  my  con- 
trol for  political  considerations,  direct  or 
indirect.  Only  the  other  day  when  I  had  to 
make  an  appointment  to  that  which  was 
the  most  important  place  in  my  disposal 
— the  Assistant  Under  Secretaryship  in 
my  own  Office — I  appointed  a   gentle- 
man whom  I  knew  to  be  strongly  opposed 
to  my  own  political  opinions,  because  I 
believed   him   to  be  the  fittest  man  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  office.     I  do 
not  really  think  that  any  hon.  Member 


would  believe  that  I  gave  any  place  to 
any  man,  passing  over  a  fit  man  for  aa 
unfit  man,  because  he   belonged   to  the 
Liberal    Party.     Putting   this    aside,   I 
must  candidly  say,  since  I  had  given  the 
strongest  possi  jle  denial  to  the  sugges- 
tion that  I  have  had  Mr.  Leck^s  political 
opinions   in   view — that   having   looked 
this  afternoon  through  a  number  of  letters 
and   other  documents   receivetl   bv   me,, 
some  nearly  two  years  ago,  in  relation  to 
this  matter,  I  have  found  a  casual  sUtc- 
ment  in  one  of  the  letters  that  this  gen- 
tleman  was    a   supporter   of    or   active 
worker  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal  Party 
in  his  district.     I  can  assure  the  House 
that  this  statement  had  entirely  dropped 
out  of  my  mind,  and  I  had   no   idea  of 
anything  of  the  sort  when  the  appoint- 
ment  was    made.     I    wish    to   say,  un- 
hesitatingly, that   in   all   the    patronage 
whic.h  I  have  had  to  dispose  of,  I   have 
never  had  such  a  remarkable  combination 
of  opinion  from  opposite  quarters  as   in 
the  case  of  this  gentleman.    Very  shortly 
after  I  came   into   Office,  I  received  a 
deputation  from  the  Miners  of  the  Cum- 
berland    and     the     North      I,ancnshire 
district,    who    strongly    urged'  on     me 
the     appointment      of     an      additional 
Inspector    for    that    district,   and    they 
recommended    Mr.    Leek    as    the    mau 
which    commanded    the    confidence    of 
the  miners  of  the  whole  of  the  locality. 
This  was  the  first  I  heard  of  the  matter* 
Some    time    elapsed,   and   when   I  had 
the  advantage  of  going  into  the  matter  I 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  staff  of 
Mining  Inspectors  did  need  strengthen- 
ing.    I    then  proceeded  to  consider  what 
were  the  conditions  under  which  Metalli- 
ferous Mines  Inspectors  had  before  been 
appointed.     I  followed  in  this  case  the 
precedent  set  by  every  one  of  my  suc- 
cessors.      [An     Irish    Member  :    Pre- 
decessors.] Yes,  predecessors.  I  am  glad 
that  it  is  a  Member  from  the  Sister  Isle 
who  has  corrected  me.     There  is  not,  so 
far    as    I    know,    a    single    case   of  a 
Metalliferous      Mines      Inspector    whe 
has  not  been  appointed  under  precisely 
the     same      conditions     as     Mr.     Leek 
and    the     two     gentlemen     who     were 
appointed    at   the  same  time  for  North 
Wales.     The  appointmeat  of  Inspector* 
of  Metalliferous   Mines  has  always  been 
treatcil  by  successive  Secretaries  of  State 
for   the   Home   Department,  and  by  the 
Treasury,  as  coming  under  the  4th   sec- 
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tion  of  the  Superannuation  Act,  1859. 
The  powers  of  that  section  both  exempt 
the  candidate  from  limitations  as  to  age 
which   are  exacted  in  the  case  of  Coal 
Mines  Inspectors,  and  from  the  passing  of 
the  qualifying  examination.     There  are 
quite  a  number  of   cases   in  which  the 
Treasury  and    the    Secretary    of  State 
have  acted  on  that  view.     I  have  laid 
the  whole   of  the  facts  before  the  Trea- 
sury,  and   statetl   that  in  my  opinion  it 
would  not  be  desirable,  having  regard  to 
the  peculiar  conditions  of  the  iron  mines 
and  quarries,  to  take  only  men  who  have 
passed  the  coal  mines  examination,  and 
who  must  have  spent  two   years  under- 
ground in  coal  miues,  and  that  I  thought 
that  I  had  found  men  who  were  qualified 
by  special  experience  for  this  particular 
kind   of   work.      There   was,  therefore, 
nothing  exceptional  in  the  appointments. 
Some  reference    has    been  made  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Coal  Mines  Act  of  1887. 
But  the  39th  section  of  that  Act,  which 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
does  not  mean  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  be  debarred  from  appointing  as  a 
Metal li'er JUS  Mines  Inspector  any  person 
unless  he  is  a  Coal  Miues  Inspector,  but 
that    if     the    Inspector    is    sufficiently 
qualified  he  may  be  required  to  act  either 
in  the  one  capacity  or  the  other.     There 
were   a    large   number    of    aj)plications 
for  the  appointment,  but  I   can  nnhesi- 
tAtingly  say  that  there   was   no  one  who 
iiad  anything  like  the  support  Mr.  Leek 
had.      The   whole  of  the  local   Mining 
Associations  passed  resolutions  and  for- 
warded theui  to  me,  asserting   that  Mr. 
Leek  was  the  man   who  possessed  their 
confidence    in    the    largest   degree.      A 
Memorial  was  signed  by  no  less  than  14 
of  the  largest  mine-owners  in  this  dis- 
trict in  favour  of  Mr.  Leek,   the  output 
from  their  mines  ranging  from  no   less 
than  500,000  to  20,(XX)  tons.     The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cumberland  also  urged 
his  claims.      I  also  had  a  conversation 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mrj 
Burt),  than  whom  there  is  no  man  more 
qualified    to   pronounce  an   opinion  and 
less  open  to  suspicion,  and  he  took  the 
same   view  as  did  the  hon.  Mem}>er  for 
Mid  Durham  wlio  has  just  addresseil  the 
House.     I  hav^  never  had  experience  of 
the  claims  of  a  candidate  for  an   office 
having  so  large  a  consensus  of  opinion  of 
workmen    and    employers    in    the   trade. 
There  was  one  dissentient  voice,  that  of 

Mr,  Asquith 


the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Grentleman  wrote 
a  letter  nearly  a  year  ago  in  which  he  said 
that  if  it  was  proposed  that  Mr.  Leek 
should  be  appointed  he  desired  to  make 
some  representations  on  the  subject.  I 
wrote  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  asked 
him  to  state  what  he  knew  against  Mr. 
Leek.  The  two  allegations  made  against 
Mr.  Leek  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  were, 
first,  the  verdict  of  the  Coroner's  Jury  in 
the  case  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred,  and  next  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Leek  did  not  possess  a  certificate.  There 
is  not  a  syllable  in  the  documents  sent  by 
him  tome  warning  me  that  Mr.  Leek  was  a 
political  partisan,  or  that  his  application 
had  been  promoted  by  persons  of  my  Party. 
I  remained  as  ignorant  after  the  letter  as 
I  was  before  that  Mr.  Leek  belonged  to 
my  political  Party.  There  is  one  fact  to 
which  I  attached  great  importance,  and 
that  is  the  verdict  of  the  Coroner^s  Jury. 
I  paused  for  a  long  time  in  the  face  of 
that  verdict  in  giving  this  gentleman  the 
place  I  have  given  him.  I  thought  the 
mere  fact  that  such  a  verdict  had  been 
recorded  was  a  strong  argument  against 
his  appointment.  But  I  examined  the 
case  most  carefully,  and  I  will  tell  the 
House  what  it  amounted  to.  It  amounted 
to  this  :  that  a  fire  broke  out  in  the 
Cleator  Ore  Mine  in  1887.  There  were 
two  pits,  jSo.  9  and  No.  6.  The  fire 
broke  out  in  No.  6.  Mr.  Addisun  was 
the  general  manager  and  Mr.  Leek  was 
the  manager,  and  a  person  of  the  name 
of  Crawford  was  the  overseer.  When 
the  fire  was  discovered  it  was  not  dis- 
puted that  Mr.  Leek  and  Mr.  Addison 
not  only  used  energy  but  displayed  some- 
thing approaching  to  heroism  in  their 
attempts  to  extinguish  it  and  prevent  it 
spreading.  These  eflforts  were  successful 
as  regarded  No.  6  shaft.  What  happened 
was  this.  Addison,  the  general  manager, 
was  weak,  and  injured  by  his  exertions. 
Leek,  the  manager,  was  also  injured  by 
his  exertions ;  and  Crawford,  the  other 
man,  whose  duty  it  would  have  been  to 
warn  the  men  not  to  descend  the  other, 
or  No.  9,  shaft,  was  disabled  by  his  exer- 
tions, and  under  these  conditions,  there 
being  some  misunderstanding  as  to 
whetber  Leek  or  Addison  ought  to  have 
told  Crawford  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
warn  the  men  the  accident  happened.  I 
do  not  think  I  can  say  that  a  man  in  that 
state  of  physical  and  meutal  depression 
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\g  fnileJ  to  give  on  order,  whicii  it 
milled  somcboily  else  mi);lit  liave 
in,  on  gilt  to  be  didquaUfiod  from 
ilmrgiug  duties  wbicli  everjbodj  in 
district  agreed  ho  van  ilioroiiglily 
.lilied  to  diacliarge. 
Ad hoD. Member:  What Hboutliis  age? 
_  ASQUITH  :  There  isuoqimlifi- 

flstlon    ulraut   the    age   of  Metalliferous 
Inspectors.     There  is  uothing  to  prereut 
me  nppDJiitiug  ii  man  who  is  60  yeurs  of 
age,  but  I  agree  that  it  Is  dosirahle  as  far 
as  possible  to  follow  the  analogy  of  the 
Rules  laid  down  iu  refereui^e  to  the  Coal 
Act,    There  the  maximum  age  is  80,  nnil 
I  was  tolU,  37,  whioh  I  do 
It  tbink  a  dlsqual ideation  under  all  the 
lUmstances.     There  ie  one  cotisldeni' 
in  which  I  think  wuo  at  the  bottom  of 
lis  Motion.     Mr.  Leek  was  a  workman. 
An  bon.  Member  :  A  postmnn. 
Mb.    ASQUITH:    I   know    nothing 
itbout  thnt.      The  greater  part  of  his  life 
liail  been  spent  in  mining  underground, 
und   lie  gradually  attained   by  industry 
Slid   energy    the   position    of    manager, 
'.fter  beiug  manager  for  five  or  six  years 
miuing  operations  for  a 
his  own  account.     These 
.lions    were    not   successfni.      This 
departure.    [  Criet  nf"  No  !  "] 
Tes,  this  was  a  new  departure  to  appoint 
workmeu  to  Metalliferous  Mine  Inspec- 
torships.       He  could  not  help  thinking 
[bat  a  good  deal  of  the  feeling  whieh  hud 
been  cauwed  by   this  particular  appoint- 
□lent  was  due  to  the  fact  that  they  had 
of  tlie  ordinary  run  and   had 
lau  from  tbc  ranks.     He  was 
Istied    thnt    Mr.  Lock  had    the    con- 
snee  both  of  employers  and  eniployed, 
that   be    would  discharge  his  duty 
with  efnciency  and  despatch. 
•Mr.    STUART-WORTLEY   (Shef- 
field, Hallam)    regrette.1    thnt  tbe  right 
boil.  Gentleman  bad  degraded   the  dis- 
cussinli    to   the   lowest  depths  of  I'arliB- 
meutary  partisanship  by   tha  totally  un- 
justified iusinuatiuua  be  had  made  iu  the 
concluding    ptirt    of    hia    speech.     The 
example  bad   been  set  la  the  right  bon. 
Geutleman    by    his  Couserrattve  prede- 
cessors lo  appoint  workingmen  Inspectors 
of  Mines  and  Factories. 

Mu.  ASgUITir  said,  that  no  Inspector 
of  Metalliferous  Mines  had  before  been  a 
workman. 

•Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  said,  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  founded  himself  on 
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a   frait    dislinction.      It    was    true    that  J 
working  men  were  not  appointed  to  1 
spectorships     of     Metalliferous     Min 
Why  ?     Tbey  were  appointed  when  they  j 
were  qualified  to  rnaxe  the  inspections. 
The    two  Inspectors   appointed   to   dis- 
tricts containing  only  Metalliferous  Mines   ] 
had  hitherto  1>eeu  men  of  high  scieulifio 
qualilications  like  Professor  Foster  and   { 
tbe    late    Sir  Wnrington  Smyth.      ^ 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to  c 
pare  men  like  Mr.  Leek  witb  these  m 
He  asserted  that  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Leek    was    a   new    departure   to    which   | 
attention  ought  to  lie  drawn.      He  could 
not  think  that  the  fact  thut  a  man  was 
recommendeil  by  all  ibe  Trades  Unions 
iu  the  disLriuIs  and  some  of  the  employers 
was    a    recommendation.     An    Inspector 
armed    with    rights   of  entry   and    will 
power  (should  he  hare  the  inclination)  t< 
discrirainnie  between  one  employer  and, 
another  should  not  feel  that  ho  owed  his 
appointmeut  to  those  to  whom  be  was  to  i 
stand  in  such  a  delicate  poslliou.      That  ] 
was   contrary    to    publio    policy   and 
thing  which   the  right  bon.  Gentleman  I 
ought  to  give   more  attention  to.      The  J 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  pressed  7 
upon  him  that  this  new  district  wanted  ] 
creating,    but  this  proposal  I 
new  district  came  repeatedly  aoeompunied  ] 
by  a  recommendation  to  appoint  a  par- 
ticular personage,  and  the  requirements  of 
the  district  ought  to  be  heavily  disc 
in  view  of  this  most  improper  proposal  to 
usurp  patronage  which  did  not  belong  to 
them,  and  which  they  ought  not  to  have. 
Let  the  last  part  of  the  speech  of  the  ^ 
right  hon.   Gentleman  be  forgotten, 
while  accepting  bis  repudiation  of  Im 
influenced    by    a   political   motive,  it  is  1 
well  that  attentiou  bad  been  brought  to  1 
that  case.     Whether  it  be  right  or  wrong  1 
to  create  these  new  districts  or  class  of,  I 
Inspectors,  I  wish  that  tbe  first  esample,  T 
of  the  creation  had  been  of  n  less  objec-, 
tionable  kind. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire.  S.W.,  New-, 
ton)  said,  that  the  innocence  displayed^] 
by    Mr,    Asquitli    was     positively    re-  J 
freshing,  seeing  tlio  history  of  Mr.  Leek  T 

id  the  fact  that  the  persons  v  ' 


testimonials  fromig 
millowners,  the  only  Conservai 
pressed  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Leek  was,] 
not  a  suitable  person  for  tJie  appoint-jl 
ment.       They    naturally    accepted 
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assurauces  of  the  right  hoD.  Geutleman, 
but  he  thought  thej  might  legitimately 
complaiu  that  his  inquiries  were  Dot 
pushed  a  little  further  into  this  matter. 
He  was  couvinced  that  there  would  be  a 
widely  disseminated  opinion  that  one  of 
the  qualiiicatiousforan  Inspector  of  Mines 
were  that  he  should  be  a  partisan  of  one 
political  Party.  It  was  unfortunate  that 
such  an  impression  should  have  been 
createil,  and  especially  that  it  should  be 
due  to  the  action  of  the  Government, 
which  claimed  to  have  done  more  for 
the  working  man  than  any  Government 
of  recent  times.  He  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  was  well  advised  to  bring  his 
question  before  the  House,  and  if  he  went 
to  a  Division  he  would  support  him. 

•Mk.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
that  in  the  appointment  of  Inspectors  of 
Mines  the  principal  object  to  secure  was 
the  safety  of  the  miners,  and  the  only 
consideration  which  should  have  weight 
was,  that  the  man  proposed  to  be  appointed 
was  the  best  qualified  man  to  fulfil  that 
condition.  The  principle  ought  to  he  laid 
down  that  no  one  should  be  called  on  to  act 
as  an  Inspector  of  Mines  who  had  not  the 
minimum  knowledge  of  mines  required 
for  those  whose  operations  he  was  called 
on  to  inspe<;t.  The  question  was  left  in 
an  unsatisfactory  condition  when  it  was 
said  that  Inspectors  might  be  appointed 
without  having  given  evidence  of  know- 
ledge of  these  subjects,  but  simply  on 
the  opinion  of  their  fitness  expressed  by 
workmen  and  employers.  In  the  case  of 
one  of  the  candidates  the  applicant  had 
boen  told  that  he  was  not  eligible  for  the 
reason  that  he  was  over  40  years  of  age. 

Mk.  ASQUITH  ;  Was  he  a  candidate 
for  this  appointment  ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  Yes.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  would  not  be  surprised 
if  this  man  and  his  friends  held  the  view 
that  favouritism  had  been  displayed, 
seeing  that  the  candidate  appointed  was 
over  85  years  of  age. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  do  not  think  any 
such  intimation  was  made  to  the  candi- 
dates ;  but  I  will  make  inquiries  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Bat tersea)  said, 
he  had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Penrith,  and  it  had  appeared 
to  him  not  only  a  plausible  but  a  powerful 
iudietmeut  of  Mr.  Leek.  He  had  dis- 
counted in  his  own  mind  all  arguments 
founded  on  political  partisanship— though 

Mr,  Legh 


he  thouffht  that  politics  bad  a  great  deal 
too  mucli  to  do  with  nomioatious  of  tbia 
kind.  If  a  vote  had  )>een  taken  on  the 
question  simply  on  the  statement  made 
in  regard  to  Mr.  Leck*s  non-exam i nation 
and  want  of  qualification  he  (Mr.  Bums) 
would  have  been  found  in  the  Lobby 
with  the  hon.  Member.  But  they  had 
heard  the  other  side  of  the  case,  aod 
though  the  Home  Secretary  had  not 
altogether  exonerated  his  Office  from 
blame  he  had  shown  that  under  a  certain 
section  of  the  Metalliferous  Mines  Act 
the  candidates  might  l)e  exempted  from 
undergoing  examination. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  Treasury  have 
power  to  exempt  them. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  Yes;  the 
Treasury.  It  did  seem  to  him  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  an  irresponsible 
body  like  the  Treasury,  which  was  an 
irresponsible  body  never  brought  into 
contact  with  miners,  should  have  the 
power  taken  away  from  it  of  dealing 
with  these  appointments,  and  that  the 
power  should  be  vested  in  the  Home 
Office.  The  hon.  Member  for  Penrith 
had  based  his  charge  on  the  ground  that 
Mr.  Leek  was  not  qualified  and  had 
proved  his  contention,  he  (Mr.  J.  Burns) 
should  have  had  pleasure  in  seconding 
his  Motion  ;  but,  unfortunately  for  the 
hon.  Member,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
sustain  his  charge.  It  had  been  shown 
that  this  man  had  been  a  mining 
engineer  and,  subsequently,  the  manager 
of  a  mine.  That  would  indicate  that  he 
was  qualified  for  an  Inspectorship  of 
Mines.  They  had  gathered  from  the 
Home  Secretary  that  this  person  had 
only  recently  come  under  his  view  ;  but 
they  had  heard  from  other  hon.  Members 
that  for  the  past  six  or  seven  years  there 
had  been  a  strong  attempt,  not  only  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  Parliament, 
but  on  the  part  of  miners  and  mine- 
owners,  to  get  Mr.  Leek  appointed.  He 
deprecated  these  attempts  on  the  part  of 
Members  of  Parliament  in  regard  to 
Factory  as  well  as  Mine  Inspectorships. 
Although  Mr.  Leck^s  conduct  had  been 
censured  by  the  Coroner's  Court,  an 
examination  of  the  facts  considerably 
palliated  that  conduct.  The  Home  Secre- 
tJiry  said  the  appointment  had  been  made 
because  strong  recommendations  came 
from  all  quarters,  and  because  Mr.  Leek 
was  such  an  excellent  man,  so  popular 
and  so  well  qualified.     If  it  was  the  case 
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that  this  man  was  strongly  reoom mended, 
that  he  was  popular  and  well  qualified, 
why  not  subject  him  to  the  ordinary 
mining  examination.  One  of  his 
qusliiicationB  was  that  he  was  a 
working  man,  but  there  was  no  par- 
ticular virtue  in  being  a  working  man. 
A  man  ought  to  be  in  possession  of  other 
qualificatious  than  that  of  being  a  work- 
ing man  for  a  post  of  this  kind.  There 
was  only  one  safeguard  agaiust  political 
partisanship  in  such  appointments,  and 
it  was  to  be  found  in  a  thoroughly  sound 
system  whereby  all  men  were  put  through 
the  mill  of  an  examination  which  proved 
their  qualifications.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  Home  Secretary  would  bear  this 
discussion  in  mind,  and  would  systematic- 
ally put  into  the  waste-paper  basket  the 
hundreds  of  letters  he  received  from 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
asking  him  to  speak  in  favour  of  Tom, 
Dick,  or  Harry  who  was  a  candidate  for 
the  post  of  Factory  Inspector  or  of  some 
other  appointment.  He  trusted  also 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  try 
and  induce  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
A.  Morley)  to  put  an  end  to  the  jobbery 
in  regard  to  Postmasterships  in  which 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  in- 
dulged to  an  extent  that  in  his  opinion 
was  most  discreditable,  and  that  resulted 
in  frequently  causing  one  man  to  be 
appointed  rather  than  another  for  purely 
political  considerations. 

British  Subjects  in  the  Transvaal. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  present  position  of 
afiairs  in  the  Transvaal.  He  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  prove  without  difficulty 
that  the  condition  of  our  fellow-subjects 
in  that  part  of  South  Africa  was  very 
serious.  The  dissatisfaction  which  pre- 
vailed amongst  British  subjects  in  the 
Transvaal  13  years  ago  in  consequence 
of  the  mournful  surrender  of  their 
interests  by  the  then  British  Government 
had  uot  seriously  diminished,  and  he  was 
told  by  those  who  knew  South  Africa 
best,  that  ne^er  since  the  surremler  that 
followed  Majuba  Hill  had  there  been 
such  grave '  discontent  amongst  British 
subjects  in  the  Transvaal  as  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  The  British  people  in  the 
Transvaal  numbered  70,000. 

VOL,  XXVII.  [fourth  series.] 


The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar),  dis- 
sented. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  he  had  this  information  on 
good  authority,  and  was  told  the 
British  subjects  far  outnumbered  the 
Boers,  who  were  the  governing  and 
ascendant  race*  He  believed  also  that 
British  residents  in  the  Transvaal  paid 
nine-tenths  of  the  taxation  of  the  country, 
whilst  it  was  the  fact  that  to  British 
enterprise  and  British  capital  the  Trans- 
vaal owed  its  remarkable  development 
within  the  last  10  years.  The  gold 
mines  of  the  Randt  District  had  been 
developed  almost  exclusively  by  British 
capital  and  energy,  and  die  fact  that  the 
Boer  Government  now  enioyed  a  surplus 
of  nearly  £1,000,000  a  year  was  due  to 
British  enterprise,  labour,  and  capital. 
The  British  in  the  Transvaal  were  im- 
pressed with  the  idea  that  their  interests 
were  wholly  neglected  by  the  Home  Go- 
vernment. They  felt  that  they  could 
uot  depend  upon  the  Home  Government 
to  defend  their  rights  or  even  the  most 
elementary  privileges  which  residents  in 
a  qitasi'foreign  country  had  a  right  to- 
demand.  The  Boer  Government  had 
deliberately  tet  to  work  to  deprive  our 
fellow-subjects  of  their  rights  and  of  all 
power  of  asserting  those  rights,  and  of 
gaining  the  ordinary  privileges  of 
citizens.  Six  months  ago  a  law  was 
passed  with  regard  to  the  franchise. 
British  subjects  in  the  Transvaal  would 
be  perfectly  satisfied  to  take  their  chance 
if  they  were  put  on  a  level  with  the  Boer 
citizens.  They  demanded  the  right  to 
acquire  the  franchise  after  residing  for  a 
certain  time  in  the  Transvaal  and  ful- 
filling certain  conditions.  The  law,  how- 
ever, passed  by  the  Boer  Volksraad 
prevented  British  subjects  from  gaining 
the  franchise  on  any  terms  unless  their 
parents  had  been  naturalised  before  them. 
The  next  step  was  to  forcibly  com* 
mandeer  British  residents,  to  take  them 
from  their  homes  by  force,  to  carry  them 
otf  to  the  front  and  to  compel  them  ta 
fight  in  the  commandos  against  the  native 
races.  It  was  hardly  credible  that  the 
Colonial  Office  should  have  allowed  to 
prevail  for  so  many  years  a  state  of 
things  under  which  action  of  this  kind 
could  be  taken,  and  it  was  the  one  partly 
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Mtiafftctory  point  of  UiQ  Govenimeut 
ciue  that  they  lisid  at  last  raiseJ  ibem- 
iielvea  to  a  realiaattoa  of  tlie  pusitjou,  aud 
tidd  aucceeilej  io  putting  an  end  to 
t.bis  niotiltruiii  eysiera  af  commaiuleer* 
iii;e  of  Britidh  snltjeiita.  iStill,  so 
|)Oor  wtia  tlie  Dritisii  rejiiiUktioo 
vritb  the  Boer  Goverumeut,  noU  so  afmiil 
was  our  GoverDtnenl  of  taking  euergecic 
Htcps,  that  they  budactaally  wailed  uutil 
the  commando  was  aeiit  back  before  tlie 
British  eubjeclg  who  iiad  beeu  comman- 
•J«ered  were  released.  [Mr.  S.  BrXTos 
diss^uted.]  The  bou.  Geutlemtiu  had 
ilistinctly  told  the  H01180  that  the  British 
«>iibjecta  would  not  retiiro  to  their  bumeei 
for  two  or  three  iveeks,  wbeu  tlie  whole 
of  the  coiRtnaud  would  b«  »eut  buck. 
Well,  all  this  happeued  whilst  the  Qnceti 
■was  SuKeraiD.  Under  the  Couvenlions 
of  1881  and  1884  tbe  Boer  Goveroment 
were  forbidden  to  conclude  any  Treaties 
with  foreign  uatioiiB  wlio  bad  not  the 
approval  of  Her  Majeaty's  Gorerumeut. 
The  commandeering  of  food  and  nuppliea 
Htill  remained  in  force,  and  British  anb- 
jecta  were  liable  to  have  the  Buer  Field- 
Cornet,  a  enmparalively  ituliordiiiate 
officer  in  charge  of  n  dintrict,  coming 
down  upOD  them  and  demanding  supplies 
for  tbe  Army.  When  it  was  realized 
bow  ignorant  and  hruial  in  mniiy  oases 
these  Hnbordinalo  Boer  officers  were,  it 
would  he  ensily  understood  hnw  objec- 
tionable tbia  form  of  commandeeriui;  was 
to  British  subjects.  So  far  us  be  knew, 
no  protest  hail  been  made  b_v  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ugainsi  this  action 
of  the  Boer  Gorernmeut.  He  came  now 
to  tbe  last  and  wnret  act  of  oppression. 
It  was  hardly  credible  that  in  tbe  19th 
century,  and  while  the  Qnoen.  was 
Suzerain  of  tbe  Transvaal,  the  Boer 
Volksnutd  had  passed  a  law  in  secret 
siiRsion  which  pnicticiilly  took  away  from 
British  BubjeetM  all  ri^^bt  of  public 
nioeiing.  According  to  the  statement 
made  hy  the  hon.  Gcutlemau  (Mr.  8. 
Buxton)  tbe  other  day  all  right  of  out- 
door meftiug,  all  right  of  profession,  and 
any  form  of  deraonstmtioo  in  the  open 
air  were  forbidden  by  this  law.  He  very 
mucb  doubled  whether  there  Were  half  a 
do/.eu  rooms  in  the  whole  of  the  Trans- 
uilable  for  indoor  meetings,  so  that 


The  Volksraad  had  also  added  a  chutae 
forbidding  tbe  asNoiubly  of  more  than 
five  peraoui'  iu  a  room  without  the 
consent  of  the  Boer  Local  Authorities. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Boer  I<nanl 
Authorities  wuulj  not  be«itate  to  refuse 
to  British  residents  the  right  of  meeting 
when  they  knew  ibat  sucb  right  woald 
be  used  with  tbe  object  of  urging  th«ir 
claims.  The  police  were  empowered  to 
break  iu  upon  meetings  held  contrary  to 
this  law,  and  suppress  them  by  foroe. 
whilst  any  persou  who  was  proved  to 
have  violatcil  ibis  monstrous  enactment 
was  liable  to  two  years'  imprisonment, 
and  a  line  of  £oO().  Sucb  an  outnge 
had  never  hecu  iuHicted  upon  British 
subjects  Ijefore,  especially  in  a  uountry 
where  tbe  Queen  still  possessed  tlie  right 
of  -SuKeraiuiy.  Since  he  bad  cal]e<l 
public  atteutiou  to  the  subject  by  ques- 
tions in  tbe  House  he  had  received  a 
large  numl>er  of  letters  from  persons  wbu 
wore  interested  in  i(.  The  point  which 
his  correspoiideritH  were  most  indignkni 
about  was  thnt  tbe  hon.  Gentlomnn 
opi>osite  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  had  actually 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  throw  his  ipgie  of 
approbation  over  tbe  Inw  just  passed  by 
tbe  Volksrand.  He  did  not  think  tbftt  a 
British  Minister  had  ever  comiiiitied 
himself  in  such  a  tnislaken  and  huiiiilia- 
ting  way  ustbe  lion.  Gentleman  did  when 
he  made  tbe  statement  that  whatever 
might  1»3  tbe  merits  or  demerits  of  tlio 
law  tlie  .South  African  Republic 
appeared  to  be  acting  within  their  right* 
in  [MLSsing  it.  Even  if  it  were  so,  what 
business  bad  the  hon.  Genllemnu  to  makp 
sUcb  a  stMtoineMt  In  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  He  knew  that  70,000  of  wir 
fellow -subjects  in  the  Transvaal  ware 
denied  the  moat  elemonlary  rights,  ttut 
they  were  being  oppressed,  bullied,  and 
cowed,  and  that  whenever  Lhey  had  at' 
tempted  to  hold  meetings  they  hnd  bad 
large  numbers  of  arnicil  Boer»  riding 
amongst  and  threulening  to  sbool  tbpm 
down  unless  tlicy  disappcarrxl.  The 
lion.  Gentteinan  hnd  no  business  to  make 
such  a  statemetit  knowiug  that  it  would 
be  immodialoly  tolegraplied  to  South 
Africa,  and  would  be  held  by 
the  Boers  as  ample  jnstiGcatiou  for 
ipprusaion     of     our      oountrymon. 


ibis  law  practically  took  away  from  the  !  People  who  knew  the  Transvaal  beat  aaid 
70,000  British  subjects  iu  the' Transvaal  |  that  tbe  neglect  of  British  interests  ibwe 
all  right  of  expressing  their  grievances.  '  and    tbe    abandonment    of    the    British 
Sir  E.  Asfimead-BartUtt 
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to  maintiiiu  Brllhh  tinpromacy  was  pro- 
tlitdiig  a  most  (liaitHtroua  effect  on  mir 
jmaition  io  South  Africtt.  There  wna  a 
great  risk  of  repetition  of  the  case  of  tbe 
Araerinan  oolouiei.  He  hoped  Her  Mn- 
jeMy'a  Government  wohM  give  up  trifling 
witii  ibis  (iii<!«iioii  and  would  tako  np  tlie 
tirm  ftud  resohiie  line  of  ai-tioii  which  whs 
most  iik<^ty  to  avert  conflicts.  It  was 
only  Weanse  the  Boors  tbooght  they 
I'ouhl  SH ft- ly  oppress  British  aubjeiils  and 
hiilly  the  Home  Goyeniment  that  they 
Htremptetl  these  extreme  mensnres. 
.Surely  the  men  who  had  turned  the 
TnkiisvaHl  from  a  mined  and  bankrupt 
wilderness  into  a  floiirifihing  coniitry  had 
a  right  to  the  protection  of  the  British 
(JoTertimeiit.  As  to  Swaziland,  under 
(he  Convention  of  1884  the  Swaeis  wore 
gnarantoed  their  independenoe.  It  was 
a  country  of  groat  uaturni  wealth,  and  tlio 
Swasi  people  were  unanimously  opposed 
10  anuexaTioM  l>y  the  Transvaal.  But, 
whatever  seitleineiit  might  be  arrived  at, 
he  hoped  that  above  all  things  Her 
Majesty'e  fiovernmertt  would  insist  oti 
British  subjects  beiug  allowod  to  assert 
their  rights  bv  const! iiif.iotial  means. 

Sin  B.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  hopM  the  eloquent  word*  which 
liad  fnlleu  from  hi!i  lion.  Friend  would 
have  BOme  effect  upon  the  Govornmenl. 
If  (he  British  iiolouiats  in  the  Transvaal 
L'ould  not  get  the  British  Government  to 
listen  to  their  grievantes,  they  might  at 
least  feel  that  some  Members  of  the 
House  of  Comtnous  were  auxious  to  sup- 
tbem.  The  Queen  was  nuierain  of 
Trenavool,  and  that  mu^t  imply  some 

lufiilc«  in  domestic  affairs,  eapecinlly 
'e<s[>ect  to  the  iuterosta  of  British 
Ifl.  That  was  certainly  the  view 
wotild  he  taken  by  British  colonists 

South  Africa,  and  onr  position  had 
boeu  so  easy  there  as  in  other 
.  s.  Therefore,  Tt  was  just  as 
_  ll  to  secure  the  cordial  allegiance 
^  '  the  British  colonists ;  and  their 
poaitton  now  was  intolerable.  lu 
uo  other  part  of  tbe  globe  in  which 
Kuglanil  Lail  any  supremacy  was  any- 
thing so  nujust  allowed  as  the  method 
f liat  bad  hcen  a<toptcd  there  to  raise 
I'ontribntions  in  kine  and  capital. 
How  long  were  these  unjust  con- 
ditions to  remain  in  force  ?  He 
was   glad   to   tienr    that   the   President 


of  the  Dntcb  Republic  was  on  his  way  to 
visit  England,  and  he  Irnstfid  that  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
would  convey  to  him  lit  very  strong 
terms  the  views  that  had  so  often  been 
expressed  on  the  matter  by  reSpOQsible 
Members  of  that  House.  He  was 
anxious  to  know  what  steps  the  Govera- 
m<>Dt  intended  to  take  with  regard  to  the 
SwBzilaod  question.  They  had  Ijoen 
Informed  that  the  interests  of  the  natives 
would  be  fully  provideil  for  nnder  the 
terms  of  the  Convention.  When,  how* 
ever,  they  wereuUe  to  examine  the  terms 
of  the  Convention  for  themselves,  they 
found  il  laid  down  that  the  natives  were 
not  to  be  made  the  nlisnlute  subjeols 
of  the  Boers  unless  thuy  freely  consented 
to  submit  to  Dutch  protection.  This 
seemnd  a  very  menacing  condition  to  the 
independence  of  the  natives,  for,  what- 
ever might  bo  the  view  taken  of  the 
matter  by  the  native  Sovereign,  the 
Boers  woutd  hare  but  littio  trouble,  be 
believed,  in  obtaining  the  i-onacnt  of  the 
natives  to  their  exercising  the  rights  of 
suzerainty  over  their  territory.  Indeed, 
complaints  timl  such  was  likely  to  be  the 
case  bad  lately  been  received,  and  be 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
would  see  that  the  terms  of  the  Conven- 
tion were  very  fltrlctiy  enforced.  It  was 
not  to  be  forgotten  thai  la  former  years 
England  had  undertaken  a  mora! 
rcHponsibility  in  the  welfare  of  thoso 
people  which  it  was  her  duty  to  carry 
through.       Moreover,    the    Couvention 

a  freedom  of  choice  in  the  matter,  and. 
that  being  so,  It  became  doubly  our  duty 
to  see  that  their  right  of  liberty  of 
choice  was  not  taken  awny  from  thenj'hy 
tlie  Boers.  It  was  also  a  mutter  of  the 
greatest  importance,  to  this  country  to 
maintain  tbe  Independency  of  that  terri- 
tory. Whatever  rights  the  Boers  had 
acijuired  over  the  country  they  were  cer- 
tainly less  than  those  possessed  by  Eog- 
laud,  atnl  therefore  from  a  strategic  as 
well  as  from  a  moral  point  of  view  it  was 
obviously  to  our  interests  that  the  inde- 
pendency of  that  country  shouhl  be  very 
carefully  guarded.  Ha  did  not  know 
whether  the  House  had  carefully  read 
the  Agreement  referring  to  Matabelcland 
and  Masbonaland.  It  was  unquestion- 
ably a  most  Intricate  document ;  bnt  Still, 
as  it  bad  been  submitted  to  the  considera- 
3  1'  2 
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tiOQ  of  hoD.  Members  of  that  House,  he 
as  one  of  them  woold  like  to  offer  his 
opioion  upoo  it.  The  first  thiDfi^  that 
struck  him  was  that  the  powers  that  Eng- 
land had  reserved  over  this  tract  of  terri* 
torj  that  had  lately  beeu  acquired  aud 
polished  by  the  energy  of  our  own 
countrymen  seemed  to  be  so  divided  and 
scattered.  One  would  have  supposed 
that  there  would  be  somebody  in  sole  com* 
mand ;  but  in  some  respects  the  chief 
officer  of  the  British  South  Africa  Com- 
pany  in  Matabeleland  was  under  the 
Secretary  of  State,  while  in  other  respects 
he  seemed  to  be  under  the  High  Com- 
missioner for  South  Africa.  This 
country  ha<l  never  governed  her  terri- 
tories in  the  East  in  that  way.  The 
Viceroy  of  India,  though  responsible  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  was  in 
sole  command  in  all  respects  in  India.  In 
Matabeleland,  on  the  contrary,  the  ap- 
pointment of  some  officials  had  to  be 
sanctioned  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  aud 
others  by  the  High  Commissioner.  As 
to  the  riglits  of  the  native  inhabitants  in 
these  territories,  it  was  very  satisfactory 
to  observe  that  in  the  Agreement  were 
included  many  strong  clauses  protecting 
those, rights.  He  congratulated  the  Go- 
vernment on  having  been  so  considerate 
and  cari^ful  of  the  rights  of  the  natives. 
He  would,  however,  have  thought  that 
the  right  of  appetil  which  was  given  to 
the  natives  would  have  been  made  to  the 
High  Comnli^i:sioncr  in  South  Africa 
rather  than  to  the  Secretarv  of  State  in 
London. 

Mr.  8.  BUXTON  said,  he  might  ex- 
plain that  where  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  mentioned  in  the  Agreement  the  corre- 
spondence would  have  to  come  through 
the  High  Commissioner. 

Sir  K.  temple  said,  he  was 
obliged  for  the  explanation,  but  he 
wanted  to  know  why,  in  that  case, 
the  High  Commissioner  was  not  con- 
stituted the  appellate  authority  ?  He 
apologised  for  the  time  he  had  occupied, 
but  this  Agreement  was  really  a  very  im- 
portant matter.  This  country  was 
acquiring  a  new  field  for  trade  and  enter- 
prise which  might  be  the  germ  of  a  vast 
dominion,  and  hereafter  might  become  a 
great  Empire.  Under  the  circumstances, 
it  was  highly  satisfactory  to  note  that 
provision  was  made  for  preventing  the 
Datives  in  those  territories  from  obtaining 

Sir  /?.  Temple 


liquor,  arm«,  or  amiBHAitioD.  He  god* 
gratulated  the  Goverometit  on  this 
humane  foresight.  It  was  also  very- 
satisfactory  to  note  a  olaose  relating 
to  the  acquisition  of  land  by  natives 
in  the  same  way  as.  it  could  be  ac- 
quired by  persons  who  were  not  natives. 
Among  them  he  would  mention  the  fact 
that  there  was  a  clause  relating  to  the 
acquisition  of  land  by  the  natives  in  the 
same  way  as  it  could  be  acquired  by 
persons  who  were  not  natives,  which  in- 
cluded a  certain  proportion  of  spring  and 
arable  land.  That  sliowed  how  the  rights 
had  been  reserved  in  such  territory  af^ 
that  of  Matabeleland.  He  observed  that 
provision  was  made  that  everything  un- 
derground, which  he  supposed  meant  all 
minerals,  mines,  and  the  like,  should  be 
reserved  to  the  Company.  He  presumed 
that  this  agreement  having  been  ratified 
by  the  Company,  the  Company  would  be 
placed  in  a  really  strong  position,  and 
uulike  the  unfortunate  though  equally 
deserving  Company  aljout  which  a  dis- 
cussion took  place  last  night,  it  would  be 
placed  in  a  position  strong  enough  and 
rich  enough  to  enable  it  to  discharge  its 
duties  satisfactorily,  not  only  in  its  owd 
province  but  in  the  face  of  all  South 
Africa,  and  that  any  remains  of  discon- 
tent which  tliey  used  to  hear  of  a  few 
months  ago  from  the  mouths  of  Mr. 
Rhodes  and  othei*s  would  finally  vanish. 
He  heartily  trusted  the  arrangement  now 
made  might  conduce  to  the  further  con- 
solidation of  the  British  Empire  in  South 
^^frica 

Mr.'wH1TELEY  (Stockport)  said, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  anuexa- 
tion  of  Pondoland  by  Cape  Colony.  He 
had  inquired  into  the  matter,  and  found 
that  during  the  last  few  years  the  mer- 
chants in  the  North  of  England  had  esta- 
blished and  developed  trading  stations 
and  established  a  commercial  activity  in 
Pondoland,  and  the  more  he  had  inquired 
into  the  matter  the  more  he  had  been 
convinced  that  the  inaction  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  respect  to  the  annexation  would 
result  in,  he  might  almost  say,  the  anni* 
hilation  of  the  Lancashire  and  Cheshire 
trade  with  Pondoland.  Owing  to  the 
supineuess  of  the  Colonial  Office,  Cape 
Colony,  through  that  shrewd,  hard- 
headed  man,  Mr.  Cecil  Rhoiles,  had  been 
able  to  trample  on  the  rights  of  a  small 
colony,  and  leave  a  sense  of  injury  torankle 
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ID  the  minds  of  their  people.  He  did 
not  for  a  momeut  deny  that  in  1886  Cape 
Coloay  had  the  power  given  to  them  to 
annex  Pondolaud*  He  might  prophesy 
at  the  outset  what  the  reply  of  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  would 
be ;  it  would  be  the  reply  contained  in 
Lord  Bipou's  Despatch  of  the  19th  of 
Jnly,  1894,  a  reply  which,  in  his 
judgment,  read  more  like  an  apology  for 
the  inaction  of  the  Colonial  Office  than 
anything  else,  an  excuse  or  explanation 
that  he  (Lord  Kipon)  and  the  Colonial 
Office  were  bound  to  carry  out  the  policy 
of  their  predecessors.  Lord  Bipon  was 
not  a)>[e  to  deny  in  that  Despatch  that 
Natal  now  had,  and  at  that  time  pos- 
sessed, strong  claims  to  the  annexation 
of  Pondoland  ;  but,  notwithstanding  that, 
Lord  Bipon  sheltered  himnelf  under  the 
wing,  if  he  might  so  describe  it,  of  his 
predecessors,  and  adopted  the  policy, 
^^As  it  was  in  the  beginning  so  it  is 
now,  and  ever  shall  be.**  Lord  Bipon 
refused  to  recognise  the  new  state  of 
affairs  that  had  sprung  up  with  respect 
to  Pondoland  and  Natal,  of  which  his 
predecessors  in  Office  could  have  had  no 
knowledge.  As  he  had  said  in  1886,  the 
Cape  Colony  had  power  given  to  annex 
Pondoland,  but  that  power  remained 
practically  a  dead  letter,  as  the  Cape 
Authorities  declined  all  responsibility  in 
the  matter,  and  no  steps  were  taken  to 
annex.  But  since  1886  a  perfectly  new 
etate  of  things  had  arisen.  Natal,  during 
the  eight  years,  had  been  at  very  groat 
expense  in  policing  the  border  in  order  to 
prevent  cattle-stealing  raids,  which  were 
always  rife  on  the  borders  of  the  South 
African  Colonies,  and  to  repress  the 
troubles  that  had  sprung  up  during  the 
last  few  years  in  Pondoland.  During 
this  time  a  large  and  lucrative  trade  had 
^prown  up  and  crossed  the  border 
dividing  Natal  from  Pondoland,  a  trade 
which  had  been  a  source  of  considerable 
financial  gain  to  the  Colony  of  Natal, 
therefore  for  Lord  Bipon  to  shelter  him- 
sel  behind  tlie  plea  that  it  was  carrying 
out  the  policy  of  his  predecessors  in 
Office,  in  view  of  the  altered  state  of 
facts  was,  in  his  (Mr.  VVhiteley*s)  judg- 
ment, not  only  wrong,  but  almost  wicked, 
judged  from  the  results  that  followed. 
He  knew  that  Pondoland  was  a  far  cry 
from  Westminster ;  it  was  a  small  tract 
ol    country    to    the    South    of     Natal, 


and  only  separated  from  Natal  by 
a  small  fordable  river,  practically 
fordable  throughout  its  entire  length, 
and  was  only  about  100  miles  from 
the  capital  of  Natal,  whereas  it  was 
at  least  600  miles  to  the  capital  of 
Cape  Colony.  It  was  always  expected 
by  the  traders  and  merchants  of  the 
North  of  England  that  when  any  divi- 
sion or  annexation  of  Pondoland  took 
place,  that  at  any  rate  Eastern  Pondo'* 
land,  that  part  to  the  North  East  of  the 
St.  John^s  Biver,  and  which  bordered 
Natal,  would  fall  to  the  lot  of  Natal.  At 
the  end  of  April  or  the  beginning  of  May 
of  this  jear  he  called  attention  to  the 
matter  by  a  question  in  this  House  when 
the  hon.  Member  replied  to  him  that  he 
did  not  consider  the  subject  one  of  great 
public  importance,  and  did  not  propose 
to  present  any  Papers  to  Parliament  as 
all  information  would  be  contained  in 
the  Blue  Book.  He  had  some  extracts 
from  the  Blue  Book,  and  he  found  the 
ball  opened  with  a  Despatch  from  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Natal  to  the  Governor 
of  Natal,  in  which  he  called  attention  to 
the  disturbed  condition  of  Pondoland, 
especially  of  that  territory  that  abutted 
on  the  southern  portion  of  Natal,  and 
likewise  maintained  that  it  was  used  for 
the  base  of  operations,  and  the  natives 
were  being  kept  in  a  constant  state  of 
ferment.  The  Prime  Minister  also  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  loss  in  trade 
with  Natal  by  the  annexation  wonid 
amount  to  £25,000  a  year,  and  requested 
that  some  steps  be  taken,  pending  the 
final  settlement,  for  a  meeting  of  the 
authorities  of  the  Cape  and  Natal.  That 
communication  was  sent  on  by  the 
Governor  of  Natal  to  the  High  Commis- 
sioner, and  in  his  letter  accompanying 
it,  he  endorsed  what  the  Prime  Minister 
of  Natal  had  said.  On  the  Ist  of 
September,  1893,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Natal  wrote  again  to  the  Governor  a 
long  Memorandum  in  which  he  dealt 
with  the  whole  position  of  affairs,  and 
stated  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
PondoB  at  large  would  be  glad  to  come 
under  the  rule  of  Natal,  with  which 
they  were  content,  and  with  which  they 
were  connected  by  old  times  and  associa- 
tions. The  Prime  Minister  further 
stated  that  Natal  would  be  glad  to 
accept  the  responsibility  of  administering 
the  affairs  of  Pondoland.     The  Governor 
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in  Bending  that  on  to  tUe  Higli  Comiii'iB- 
sioaer  bbIuiI  for  favoiiriible  atteniiou  to 
the  viewH  expre««e<l  iu  it.  Sir  Ucnry 
BobiiiHOU  was  auable  to  agr«e  witb  Sir 
U,  Bulwer'e  recomtiicudntioii,  bill. 
Qxpreened  tbe  belief  (but  Lord  Ripoii 
and  the  Iligii  Coinmi»»ioi)or  would  be  of 
ogMDioii  tbe  time  bad  cotne  fur  briD^Jiig 
ibe  Pondoluud  qitestiuu  to  u  fiuat 
eettlemeut.  Tb«  xest  cslmct  was  u 
PMitioii  of  tbe  Cbiofs  iu  Pondolajid,  ii 
Fetitioii  of  tbree-foiirtlis — belielieved,  of 
xeveu-eiglitlis — of  tbe  people  of  L'ouilo- 
land,  represented  by  tbeir  CbiefB,aud  thejr 
c-oualuded  wi[b  tUig  gigbiiitiaDt  EeoleDoe-— 
"  Wc  Hre  tiral  of  llTiug  in  a  country  witb- 
iiut  rulu  luid  (iRlec  nml  iu  a  lUtte  oE  bsrUiriBiu.'' 
And  tliej'  requested  tbe  Natal  Govcru- 
ment  (o  take  tbe  in  over  u'itli  tbeir 
people  a ud  territories,  livitig  ae  tbey  did 
on  Lite  borders  of  Natal ;  tbut  tfaej'  were 
quite  aware  of  tlie  laws  of  tbe  Colony, 
Hod  eariieetly  dettired  to  become  luw 
abiding  gubjeuig  of  Her  Majesty.  TLat 
wai  the  rcaolutJoD  eome  to  by  tbe  Chiefs 
ruling  over  seven-eighlliM  of  tlie  itiliabi> 
taiits  of  Poudolaud.  To  tbal,  aa  be  btul 
previouely  said,  Lord  Hipoii  replied  ibat 
he  had  examined  the  qiieEtion  aud  tbe 
claims  of  Natal,  bat  he  must  rest  bis 
policy  ou  the  (leelaniciou  of  liis  prode- 
uessors.  At  tbe  ettd  of  bis  Despateb 
Lord  KipoD  eaid  that  the  ooi^upaljou  of 
PoudoUud  by  tbe  Cnpe  would  be  iu  il> 
self  a  cou»iderablo  aod  disliuut  iulviinta)rB 
to  Natal, aud  be  would  invite  tbeir  alteu- 
tiou  to  the  quesEioiiwberher  Na'al  would 
not  be  goiug  out  of  itc  way  to  Inke  tbe 
reapoiisibility.  To  him  (Mr.  Wbiteley) 
itaeemed  that  Lord  Kipou  had  nl read v 
made  up  bis  miud,  and  tbnt  tbe  qiiestiou 
bad  reueived  only  ecniit  treatment  at  bis 
bauds  wheu  tbe  claims  and  arguineut^ 
of  Natal  were  disposed  of  iu  this  eummary 
mauuer.  The  next  of  these  Reports  was 
from  tbe  Prime  Miuister  of  Natal  to  the 
GoTernor,  in  which  he  referred  to  this 
Deapatuh  of  Lord  iiipan,and  pointed  out 
that  Natal  was  perfectly  aware  of  the 
reiponsibijily  they  uudertuok,  and  ibat 
tbey  Ktill  believed  the  polii-y  tbut  hod 
beeu  8ug);egtod  migbt  b«  carried  out.  A 
feW'  uiore  extraeta  followed  wbich 
illnstnUed      the      miud      of      liie     Go- 


and, 


tb( 


wrongful  notiou  of  tiie  Cape  Aulhorilics 
in  tbe  matter.      The  Prime    Miuister  of 
Natal   olaimed    that  the  rjgbia  of  Natal 
Mr.  IVhilflet/ 


ought  to  be  coo«idered  on  the  grouuds  oS 
equity,  long  asisociatious  and  tbe  geo- 
grapbioal  po«itiou  of  Nalal  and  Poudo- 
land,  and  pointed  out  that  the  settlcmeuC 
about  to  be  made  would  teud  to  sliaiu  tbe 
relations  of  tbe  two  i-oloniee.  These 
extratU  sbowed  that  not  only  was  Natal 
ausiouii  lo  aouex  that  part  of  Pandolaud 
adjacent  to  it,  but  that  tbe  uiiuexalion  by 
the  Cape  aud  the  position  tukeu  up  by 
the  Home  Goverumeut  bud  (:reat«d 
feelings  of  i»jufy  iu  the  miuils  of  tlto 
people  of  Natal  aud  Pottdoland.  Ue 
would  now  for  a  moment  juKt  draw 
attetitiou  to  tbe  question  of  trnde  in  that 
couutry.  As  be  bad  said,  tbe  mercbants 
of  Mancliester,  aud  Lancashire,  aud 
Cheshire  generally,  had  been  improving 
their  coRiineriw  iu  Poudoland.  The 
trade  had  l>een  tbroagb  what  was  knowu 
as  tbe  outward  counties,  aud  notton  gooda 
entering  Kastern  Poodolaud  hud  paid  a 
duty  to  Natal  of  6  [wr  cent.,  hut  now  that 
tbe  Buuexation  bad  taken  pliM^e,  and 
Foridr.land  was  placed  uuder  the  Cape 
Coluoy,  tbe  duty  levied  was  17^  per 
ueui.  That  aloue  was  a  strung  reason 
why  the  merchants  of  the  Nortb  of 
England  sbould  desire  Pondokud  to  bo 
given  over  to  Natal.  Further  tbau  that, 
Nalal  Rep reseota lives,  spcnking  iu  the 
Natal  Legislature,  said  that  ibe  auuexa- 
tiuu  of  Poudolaud  to  llie  Cape  would 
mean  a  loss  to  Natal  of  1^^000 
a  year,  because  the  trade 
stopped,  as  iiu  one  could  afioid 
Ittiy  double  duties,  uur  uould  tbey  utbei 
'ompete    with    the   Cape    trader 


therefore, 
matter  to  tbe  i 


Heh 


lime  was  sbort : 

made  good  bis  «: 

ish  of  Natal  ti 


lis  matter  beuauae  tl 

t  he  believed  he  1: 

that  it  hail   been  I 

uex  that  pan  of  Foe 

doland  riiuciug  along   its    borders,   i 

that  that  wish  was  shared  by  the  tra 

who  carried    ou    business  with 

land,  both  iu  tbe  Nortb  of  England  andM 

Natal,  and  it  was  the  desire  of  at  lei 

seveu-eigbtbs  of  the  Poodos  tbemselTdl 

In  spit«  of  all  this  Her  Majesty's 

vornmeni  bad  permitted  the  anuexatidi 

by  the  Cape  6(K)  miles  awav. 

•The     under     secretary 
STATE  Foit  THE   COLONIES  (Mr.  S 
FU  XT..S,  Toivcr  Hamlets,  Poplar)  »i  ' 
the   Debute    ba.1   Iravclled   ovt 
parts   of    Africa,   and    ho    would    take 
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questivDs     raisAd    tn   tlieir   rei 

I  order.     He  would  «a^  a  word  Stnt  iipou 

I  tb«  speech  tliey  bad  just  lieteoed  to.     So 

I  far  MS   ho  wss  ooni^emcd,  his  only  doty 

W118  to  defend  the  aclion  of  the  Colonial 

Office  ID  this  inaiter.  The  Colonial  Office 

had  no  ooutrol  over  ihe  Cape  and  Natal 

to  what  they  did  as  coloriiee  with  re- 

spoaalble  GoverDmenls.     Thehou.Gen- 

tlemau  auciised    the   Colonial    Office  of 

•upIueoeeK  iu  thin  mailer,  in  giving  way, 

as  he  said,  to   tlie    Cape  Colony,     The 

right  lioo.  Gentleman  read  nnmeroua  long 

extracts  from  the  Natal   Itlne  Book  ;  ' 

omitte<l  to  feud  two  that  were  germane 
b>  the  qtiestiou  ae  regarded  the  position 
of  the  Colonial  Office.  When  tUis 
matter  of  Poudolatid  catne  to  ftn  h 
stage  tJie  other  day  it  v/m  their  aiix 
desire  to  bring  the  Cape  and  Natal 
frieudly  relations,  and  be  could  show  that 
they  were  nnsionx  to  meet  the  views  of 
N»t«l  an  far  as  ibey  oould.  The  Itoii. 
Member  had  emitted  tu  read  a  Mimite  of 
the  Governor  of  Natal  to  the  Prime 
Uinlstcr  of  Natal,  in  which  be  atnted 
ihat  Lord  Kipon  liml  expressed 
strong  opinion  that  the  cuxe  was  one 
for  a  friendly  ami  direct  understanding 
between  the  two  (iovernnieutii  and  per 
Bonal  commeuii^uiion  between  the  twr 
Frewiers.  So  far  as  Her  Majesty') 
Goverumeut  wei-e  concerned,  they  de- 
aired  thai  the  two  Colonial  Governments 
sbonhl  be  brought  logelber  to  nettle  the 
question  in  an  amicable  gpirit.  Hut  when 
an  aiuicahie  arrangement  was  not  come  to 
the  jiresent  Governmeni  were  bonnd  by 
the  ai^tion  of  their  predecessors  to  oppose 
Ihe  claim  of  Natal  npon  Pondoland.  The 
bou,  Oeutlemau  omitted  to  refer  to  a 
Despat<.-b  of  February  I6ih,  1894,  which 
detaikd  the  lUH'erent  Despatches  ami 
pledges  that  had  Ijeeu  given  by  the  pre- 
deceseure  of  Lord  Ripon  at  the  Colonial 
Office,  dated  in  ItlSG-ttT-UH,  from  which  it 
was  clear  that  the  Home  Government  had 
stated  that  the  question  of  Pondolaud  was 
one  entirely  and  absotntely  for  the  Cape 
GovornmoDt  to  decide  for  themBe)ve#. 
Their  predeceseorH  having  made  those 
deolamtioufl,  though  ibcy  were  ansionit 
to  bring  the  two  Governments  together 
iu  a  friendly  way,  they  were  Incapaci- 
tated by  previous  pledge*,  even  if  they 
had  wished,  from  acting  dilfereutJy  to  the 
way  ihey  did.  If  the  Cape  liml  been 
BOmewhat  grasiping,  aud   Naliil  had  suf- 


fered, it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  I 
GoTernmeut,  aa  Ihey  ha<l  done  their  beat 
to  bring  them  together.  So  much  for 
the  question  of  Pondolaud,  As  to  the 
question  of  the  Matabelelaud  Agreement 
raised  bv  the  lion.  Member  for  Xingstoo 
(Sir  R.  Temple),  he  did  not  know  that  he 
need  go  into  any  detail  upon  that,  because, 
as  be  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ho 
only  wanted  one  item  of  iuformatioQ, 
which  he  supplied  the  hon.  Menil>er  with 
across  the  Table.  Iu  regard  to  the 
matter  the  House  wan  most  interested 
ill — namely,  the  care  of  the  nativex,  he 
understood  the  boa.  Member  to  be  com- 
plimentary to  the  Colonial  Otfiue  for 
having  taken  care  that  the  iutereiile  of 
the  nativea  were  properly  guarded  and 
provided  for.  A>i  regards  the  Agreement 
as  a  whole,  they  had  done  their  best  to 
make  it  a  fair  arrangement  as  between  the 
Imperial  Government  and  the  Chartered 
Company,  and  to  safeguard  the  rights  of 
the  natives  in  the  best  possible  way. 

Sir  tt.  TEMPLE  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  remember  my  qnestiou  about 
the  position  of  the  High  Commissioner  'f 
Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  he  thought  ho 
had  explained  that  across  the  Table;  it 
was  this:  that  for  every  action  be  did 
the  High  Commissioner  was  renpousiblo 
to  the  Secretary  of  Stale,  and  all  matters 
aflei^tiiig  South  Africa  came  through  tho 
High  Commissioner  before  they  reached 
the  Secretary  of  State.  It  had  been 
thought  advisable  that,  jii  regard  to 
certain  points,  the  matter  should  lie  put 
upon  a  hnaer  basis,  and  that  it  shonid  be 
specifically  staled  that  they  hail  to  be  de- 
cided by  the  Secretary  of  State;  hut 
certain  atibaidiarv  matters  were  left  to  the 
decision  of  the  High  Commissiuuer,  who 
was  responsible  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  so  that  iu  tiSect  there  was  no 
pwctical  distiuetion.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  raised  the  question  of  Swnei- 
laud,  which  was  also  alluded  to  by  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Sir  E.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett).  He  did  not  understand 
they  desired,  or  that  the  House  would 
ish  him,  to  go  into  this  question  at  any 
length,  iHit  be  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kingston  (Sir  H.  Templa) 
it  was  not  the  present  Governnieut 
who  re-opened,  or  desired  to  re^ 
open,  the  Swaziland  question.  There, 
again,  ihey  found  themselves  lied  and 
biiuiiJ  by  the  action  of  their  predec 
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rvnls  tbe  South  AfricaD  Republic  and 
the  good  faith  of  Eoglish  Groveru* 
ODtB  ID  maintaining  continuity  of  policy, 
a  regard  to  tlie  past,  they  were  bound  to 
itten  to  ropresontationa  of  the  South 
African  Republic  and  to  meet  them  aa 
hit  aa  they  eonld  with  regard  to  this 
question  of  Swaziland,  and  what  they 
had  done  was  liefore  the  House.  While 
they  had  acquiesced  in  the  control  of  the 
G^veruilnent  of  Swaziland  by  the  Trans- 
Taal,  they  had  stipulated  for  the  native 
independence  of  the  Swazis  themselves, 
and  in  the  Convention,  which  he  ho{)ed 
before  long  would  bo  signed,  they  had 
safeguarded  the  rights  of  the  Europeans 
there  as  well  as  of  the  natives  themselves. 
In  order  that  the  negotiations  might  be 
complcteil,  Sir  Henry  Loc:h  had  obtained 
from  the  South  African  Republic  an  ex- 
tension for  six  months  of  the  existing 
Convention,  which  he  hoped  would  enable 
the  matter  to  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  toall  the  parties  concerned.  The 
hoD.  Memlier  for  Shefiiel'd  had  maile  a  very 
Tiolent  and  excited  speech  in  reference 
to  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  questious  in  the 
Transvaal.  The  hon.  Member's  view, 
as  he  understood  it,  was  practically  that 
on  all  the  matters  mentioned  by  him,  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  at  once,  and  in  a  most 
hostile  spirit  towards  the  South  African 
Republic,  insisteil  on  interfering  with 
their  internal  legislation,  and  seeing  that 
certain  matters  on  which  we  might  dis- 
agree with  them  wore  carried  through  in 
the  wav  wo  desired. 

Sir  'E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  What  I  said 
was,  that  the  Government  ought  to 
defend  the  rights  of  the  British  subjects, 
and  enter  a  resolute  protest  against  the 
mouf^trous  law  infringing  the  right  of 
public  meeting. 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  there  w»s  a 
drawback  to  the  hon.  Member's  policy 
which  he  would  explain.  While  he  said 
that  Her  Majesty's  Governmenr,  on 
whatever  side  of  the  House  they  might 
sit,  were  always  anxious  and  willing  to 
protect  the  rights  of  British  subjects  in 
other  countries,  the  policy  the  hon. 
Member  proposal,  in  so  many  words, 
came  to  this:  that  we  were  to  insist  on 
the  repeal  of  the  laws  atfecting  British 
subjects  in   the  Transvaal,   and    if    the 

*^-   S,  BtiTtoji 


Transvaal  declined  to  do  this,  we  &u — 
insist  apon  it  by  force  of  arms.  He  was 
gkul  to  think  that  the  responsible  Mem- 
bers of  the  late  Government — and  he 
desired  to  thank  them  for  it— -had  been 
much  more  anxious  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Colonial  OtHce,  being 
desirous  to  prevent  premature  dis- 
cussion In  regard  to  these  matters, 
and  to  treat  the  Transvaal,  not  aa 
a  hostile,  but  as  a  friendly  country. 
The  hon.  Member  very  much  perverted 
certain  words  whicli  he  (Mr.  Buxtou)  let 
fall  the  other  day  in  reply  to  a  question 
as  to  this  law  of  public  meeting. 

Sitt  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  quoted  the  exact  wonls. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  he  objected 
to  the  inference  the  hon.  Member  drew 
from     them.      The    hon.    Menil>er    had 
asked  whether  the  Government  intended 
at   once    to    enter    a   strong  protest  in 
regard    to   the  law  of   public    meeting, 
and  he  (Mr.  Buxton)  stated  what  was 
true,  and  which   wa.?    this :     Whatever 
might  l>e  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
law    relatiug    to    public    meetings,   the 
South  African  Republic  appeared  to  be 
acting  withiu  their  rights  in  passiug  such 
a  law.      That  was  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  principle  laid  down  in  1890  by 
Mr.    W.    H.   Smith    in    reganl   to    the 
Imperial  relations  to  the  Transvaal.    Mr. 
Smith,  who  at  that  time  was  Leader  of 
the  House,  speaking  in   regard   to   the 
question     of      the      Suzerainty,     stated 
that,  though  Her  Majesty's  Government 
under  the  Suzerainty  retaineil  the  power 
of  refusing  to  sanction  Treaties  made  by 
the  South  African  Republic  with  foreign 
States,  the    cardinal    principle   of    that 
settlement  was  that  the  internal  Govern- 
ment and  legislation  of  the  South  African 
Republic  should  not  be  intcTfcred  with 
That  was  all  to  which  he  (Mr.  Buxtou 
referred,  and  bv  which    he    meant  thi? 
though    they     might,    if    they    thougl 
well,    in    this    particular    matter    eut 
an     Imperial     protest,     they     had 
locus    standi  in   regard    to    the    mat 
at    all.      What    was     the     position 
relation   to  the   three  matters  to   wl 
ihe  hon.  Member  had  referred.     He  ' 
first    the   case   of    the    franchise, 
thought   himself     the   franchise    in 
South  African  Republic  was  restric* 
a    wav    that  he  should    much   re^r 
see    in   anv    other    couutrv    tliroi 
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the  length  and  breadth  of  the  world. 
Bot  he  woald  remind  the  House  that  in 
regard  to  the  qnestion  of  the  franchise, 
as,  indeed,  in  regard  to  the  law  of 
public  meetings,  the  Colonial  Office  had 
had  no  protests  sent  by  those  resident  in 
the  Transvaal  asking  them  to  interfere 
or  protest  in  this  matter. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  r 
There  was  a  representation  signed  by 
15,000  persons  sent  to  Sir  Henry  Loch. 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  said,  that  was  with 
reference  to  the  commandeering  question. 
When  considering  the  question  of  nego- 
tiating in  reference  to  the  qnestiou  of 
Swaasiland  the  question  of  the  franchise  bad 
come  up,  the  point  being  whether,  when 
thej  were  negotiating  that  matter,  they 
should  not  also  endeavour  to  obtain  better 
terms  for  the  British  inhabitants  in  the 
Transvaal  in  order  to  diminish  those 
disabilities  under  which  they  sufiered. 
What  was  the  result  ?  The  inhabitants 
of  the  Transvaal,  as  we  understood, 
did  not  desire  that  the  Colonial 
Office  should  interfere  in  the  matter, 
because  they  believed  they  were  quite 
able  to  obtain  a  remedy  for  them- 
selves, and  that  tliey  were  more  likely 
to  obtain  fair  terms  if  they  were  left 
alone.  But  when  it  came  to  the  question 
of  commandeering,  tiiat  was  a  matter 
which  stood  on  a  very  different  basis. 
That  was  not  entirely  a  matter  of 
internal  law,  but  one  in  which  certain 
disabilities  were  specifically  placed  on 
British  subjects,  from  which  the  subjects 
of  certain  other  countries  were  exempt  by 
Treaty,  and  strong  protests  having  been 
received  in  regard  to  that  matter,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  inter- 
fere and  to  make  representations  to  the 
South  African  Republic.  As  regarded 
the  legal  position  in  this  matter,  they  had 
the  legal  opinion  of  Sir  Hardiuge  Giffard 
and  Sir  John  Holker,  reinforced  by  the 
opinions  of  their  own  Law  Officers,  that 
as  far  as  concerned  the  legal  question 
they  had  no  case  on  which  they  might 
approach  the  South  African  Republic. 
But  they  did  believe  that  they  had  a 
moral  claim  to  interfere,  because  it 
was  not  right  that  in  a  friendly 
country  British  subjects  shonld  be  under 
disabilities  from  which  the  snbjects  of 
certain  other  Powers  were  exempt. 
They  placed  this  matter  before  the 
South  African  Republic  in  friendly  and 


courteous  terms.  The  representations 
so  made  were,  he  was  glad  to  think, 
met  in  the  same  spirit,  and  the 
result  was  that  a  Convention  was  to 
be  negotiated  exempting  British  subjects 
from  military  service  and  contribution. 
And,  in  order  to  show  their  friendly  spirit, 
the  authorities  of  the  Republic  brought 
the  arrangement  into  force  at  once,  and 
immediately  enlisted  a  fresh  burgher 
force  to  relieve  the  British  subjects  who 
had  been  commandeered  up  to  that  time. 
The  question  of  the  military  contribution 
on  British  subjects  was  in  exactly  the 
same  position  as  compulsory  military 
service — namely,  it  formed  part  of  the 
Convention  ;  it  would  be  removed,  and, 
in  fact,  it  was  removed,  at  the  moment 
the  principle  of  a  Convention  w&a 
accepted.  They  had  got  a  telegram  from 
the  High  Commissioner  only  u  few  hours 
ago,  stating  that  there  had  been  no  fur- 
ther British  subjects  commaudeered,  uor 
military  contributions  placed  on  them 
except  the  ordinary  War  Tax,  which  was 
placed  on  all  residents  in  the  Trausvaal  of 
whatever  nationality  they  might  be,  and 
whether  they  were  burghers  or  not.  That 
was  not  the  special  military  contriVmtion 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred,  but 
what  he  might  call  a  War  Tax,  whieh  was 
placed  on  all  the  inhabitants  of  the 
country.  British  subjects  wore  now  to 
be  free  from  anv  contribution  which  was 
not  equally  placed  on  the  subjects  of 
other  Powers  and  upon  the  individual 
burghers  living  in  the  Transvaal.  Look- 
ing at  the  circumstances  all  round,  and 
to  the  fact  that  this  country  had  no  legal 
position  in  the  matter,  he  thought  that 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  had  obtained, 
in  a  friendly  way,  from  the  Government 
of  the  South  African  Republic  what 
might  be  considered  as  a  very  satisfactory 
solution  of  the  commandeering  question. 
While  on  this  point  ho  would  like  to  say 
that  he  thought  that  the  country  was 
very  much  indebted  to  Sir  Henry  Loch 
for  the  way  in  which  he  had  carried 
through  the  negotiations.  He  did  not 
go  to  them,  as  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  had  him  do,  with  a  pistol  to  their 
heads,  but  he  went  in  friendly  courtesy  ; 
but,  nevertheless,  by  firmness,  and  by 
his  tact,  and  the  high  character  he  held 
out  ther^  and  his  great  ability,  he  was 
able  to  carry  through  this  very 
delicate    and,   as   it  might    have    been, 
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i)aing«roii8  queelion  in  a  way  ifttis- 
fsciory  to  lis,  ami  he  though  I  itot 
unsatiifaciory  lo  the  Soulh  Afriuuu 
RepuUiL'  us  well.  Ah  re^urUed  other 
matters  in  nrliich  British  dubjects  inijcht 
be  plac«t]  nailer  some  epvuinl  dimbiUiy, 
be  <'onl(l  m,y  tb«  Govertimdnt  would 
itlwayR  be  reanly  to  do  their  best  to  itee 
ihut  juHtife  WBS  doue  to  Brittsb  eubjeetR 
inany  pnrt  of  the  world.  Wiihrefereuve  to 
the  ({iieEtiDn  of  public  meeliugs,  be  did  uot 
wish  Ui  any  at  the  present  momeiil  wliut, 
if  any,  ateps  could  be  taken  in  regard  to 
it.  I]i>  wished,  however,  to  point  out 
that  ihiH  wan  not  a.  question  like  t^e 
QomiuandiM'riiig,  which  waHoiieeepeeinlly 
affecting  British  subjcuts,  and  not  tlie 
general  |Hip illation  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  tor  a  momeut  say  it  would  not 
indireciJy  uhietly  affect  I  he  BriiiHh  eub- 
jeeis,  because  they  ■mere  [hone  who  w«ie 
moat  likely  to  hold  tliesi>  meetiugs,  but  it 
W8FI,  an  lie  liaii  said,  iuaditfereut  position 
from  tlie  commaiulseriug  rmeittion.  The 
latter  was  a  matter  directly  affectiug 
British  subjects,  but  tbu  question  of 
publli:  meetings  was  one  which  applied 
equally  and  impartially  loall  those  living 
in  the  Transvaal.  He  did  not  wieh  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject,  for 
tlie  \'ery  good  reason  that  Sir  Henry 
Locii  woulil  be  here  in  a  few  daya'tiuir, 
anil  it  WHS  desirable  to  consult  him  on 
this  and  other  matters  affecting  the 
Transvaal  liefore  making  any  vtulemcut. 
It  must  be  Iwroe  in  mind  that  the  Trnni«- 
vaal  was,  in  regard  to  its  internal  affairs, 
practically  aq  independent  country  ;  and 
when  iliey  were  dealing  with  a  eountrv 
like  that,  it  was  a  great  misfortune  lliat 
Bpeeches  like  that  to  which  ihoy  bad 
JRSt  liftened  from  the  lion.  Member  for 
.Sheffield  ohonld  be  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  Such  speeches  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  were  far  more  likely  lo 
embitter  our  relations  wiili  the  Trausvaitl 
than  lead  to  a  aatisfaotory  fouc1u> 
siou.  The  Goverameut  by  friendly 
and  conrteous  representalJous  to 
the  South  Afriuku  Republic  liad 
obtained  what  they  desired  without  any 
immiliation  to  the  South  Afriean  Re- 
public it«elf,  whereas  if  thev  bad  gone 
on  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  liuu. 
Uemlier  they  should  certainly  not  have 
obtained  what  they  reijutreil,  and  pro- 
I  bably  would  ultimately  havn  hail  lo  goto 
.  war.  The  policy  of  iheii  predecessors 
A/r.  S.  Buxton 
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hod  been  the  same  as  that  of  tltemseb 
iu  regard  to  the  Transvaal,  and    he  wa» 
sure  thai  that  was  the  right  policy,  while 
itieriaiuly  would  be  much  more  liV    ' 
lead  to  satisfactory  results  and   be 
more  to  the  interesis  of  the   Briiii 
habitants  of  iJial  part  of  the  cuuutry,. 
very  much  more  to  the  Imperial  ' 
which    were    also    involved,    t 
blustering     and      iHunlmsliu      policy      of 
the    hon.    Geuilemau,     It    was    to    be 
remembered  that   while    the   TrunsTJial 
was  governed   by  the  Jlutrb  there 
also   a  large  Dnich  element  through 
Cape  Colony,  which  sympathised  with' 
Dutch   iu  the  Transvaal.      Though 
sympathies  might  nalnrally  go  with  ibe 
British   part   of    those   living   iu    tjoutb 
Africa,   it   should    l>e   remembered   that 
two    great   interests    were    involved 
South  Africa.     Thejiolicy  l>eiug  puri 
by  Her  ilajusiy's  Govern 
Africa  woulil  tend,  be  hoped  and  bellen 
to  friendly  relations  lielweonihe  diflereti] 
parts  of  South  Africa  and  the  Imperial 
Government :  and  this  policy  they  would 
continue  to  pursue, 

CoLusEL  HUWARD  VIXCE: 
(Shaflield.  Central)  ro«e  to  m 
duetion  of  the  Vote  by  ^UH),  in  ordef 
call  attention  to  the  corrtupondmco 
tweeii  the  British  South  Africa  C'omiwny 
and  the  Colonial  Office  rehitive  lu  Clause 
13  of  ibe  Uatabeleland  and  the  Masho- 
ualand  Agreement  in  regard  to  tlie  limi* 
tation  of  Customs  Dntii.'f<.  The  facts 
were  exeeedinglv  simple  and  might  be 
briefly  siatol.  On  Msy  »ib,  1H94.  the 
Colonial  Office  sent  to  the  British  South 
Africa  Company  a  Draft  Agreement  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Goveinmeul  au<t 
■  he  Company  rs  (o  the  future  adminfHtni- 
tion  of  Matabeleland  and  Masheualand. 
Clause  13  of  this  Agreement,  which  had 
been  duly  execnieil,  ran  thus  ; — 

"Thepi'wer  of  inuking  OMiimnoii)  granted 
to  tbe  Com)jany  uiiiler  CUune  It)  iif  its  Charter 
khall  be  dcenieil  to  incluilc  Uie  \Kv;ot  ai  Im- 
IKwing  by  Bucb  Onlinancce  lUI  auch  laxi^s  oa 
may  be  iipcwwary  for  the  onl^r  aorl  pmii  jjo- 
'verntneiit  of  tlie  bhiiI  territoiies,  niiil  for  tlie 
misiiig  uf  revenue  therein ;  alao  tlie  rigl.l  to 
iuipuae  und  cnlli;ct  Customs  Dutiea."  , 

These  last  words  Mr,  Rhodes  desired   to 
have  qualified  by  the  following  proviso: — 

"  Provided  ibat  if  CuBtnmH  Dntie«  are  IcHed. 
thea^  in  bo  fur  <u  CuEtums  Due*  on  Britieli  gooilB 
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WIi»t  WH8  Uie  oVjeot  of  Mr.  Rlimlee,  the 
Premier  uf  Cope  Colouj,  in  witihiug  (or 
th«t  pravito  ?     Hid  ul>je<;t  wa*  to  »eciire 
thiit  the  duties  la  W  impottetl  ott  ItritUli 
t  slioiild  itever  exceed  tLe  luiioitiil 
iqnirulfai'tliepurpcn'esof  rcvemie  ;  that 
mill  be  II  eUeck  agniiiot  tlie  iu- 
xliictioiiof  tlie  jiriuciple  of  extreme  pro- 
l^tiou.    ttud   that    tlie  ui)louie«    sbouKI 
a  cfiinineroiftl  return  to  the  Mother 
Oiinlry  for  the  espeuditnre  of  life  Kud 
^uoy  bIi(i  hud  incurred  iu  eHttiUiiiiliiiig 
'le    thought    KuglUhinen     wore 
idehted  to  Mr.  Kbo<le«  for  his  deeii-e  lo 
canliiittl  (.■oiiditiori  of  the  Cou- 
Ititiitions  of  MHtfthek'luiid  iiiid  Mnehoua- 
land  thut  these  countries,  uoveriii^  euor- 
■nouB  oretL^  mid  likely  lo.beeomc  exceed- 
•"K'J^  prosperoHH,  should  never  put   pro- 
^BCtive    duties    ou    British    goode.     Ho 
Bjilievod  thut  thi»  fofling   would  he  rc- 
^nboed  in  every  iudustriHleoiiitlituenuy  in 
^U  country,  more  ediiecinliy  nt  the  pre- 
MQt  time,  heoause,  a»  Mr.  Kliodes  ulcurly 
and   dinliuutly   wild,  he  wished   to  liave 
this  proviio  Hdded  in  the  interest  of  llie 
English  people,  ivlm  were  daily  peri^iving 
ih&t  the  only  return  made  lo  them  liy  the 
eolonies    they  had  founded,  and   for  all 
the  blood  and  treasure  they  had  tipent, 
^~s  that  tlie  present  ocenpauts  of  iiucli 
'.ouiee   plaeod  a  prohibitive    tariff    uu 
itiBh  good*,  thereby  removing  the  only 
.iatiiig    benefit    lo    the   British  manu- 
!turer.     He  hatl  no  desire  then  to  advo- 
cate prulectiouiat  iloetriues,  but  he  felr 
boaud  to  say  that  he  thought  it  a  muMer 
of    great    i-egret    that    British    i;olonieB 
should  impoMe  such  duties  ou  the  goods 
of  the  M<|ther  Country.     For  oue  lie  wa» 
heartily    glad    thut   Mr.    Rhodes,  as  the 
ler  of  Colonial  statesmen,  desired  lo 
X  au  end  to  this  stale  of  sffuirK.     The 
jury  whiuli  these  tarilf  duiiesof  foreign 
"  triea     and     the     colouie*.      did     to 
trade  was   absolutely    iiicoutestlble, 
yet   what   did    they    tiud    was    the 
ion  taken   by  the  Secretary  oS  IState 
'  the  Colonies  ?     Lord  Kipou  was  the 
il   Sevretary  of  Slate  wiiu  htul  ever 
'  au  ufi'ei  of  this  kind  luaile  to  him. 
be  rejected  it.     Why  did  ho  reject 
i     Because  th«  proviso  did  tiot  extend 
goods  from  foreign  states.     It  did  not 
ext«ud  for  the  host  of  all  reasons.     If 
UuiU-d     States   tiiid  other   Powers 
inued    tiieir    power     of     exuiudiug 
i^li   manufactures  from     cheii'   couu- 
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tries    by    their   high  tariffs,  Mr,  RliodeB  1 
desired  to  retain  the  power  (or  Malabo-  I 
lektid  and  Mnsljonalaod — although   not  I 
elainiiug    it  at    the   present  time — if   it  T 
should  become  necesuu-y  in  the  future,  J 
of  saying  they  hwl  the  right  of  impoeii 
differential   duties    and  uousideriug    tlie  I 
advisability   of    meeting    these    foreign  1 
tariffs,    Which    did    our    owo    trade  s»l 
much  harm,  in  the  same  spirit.     Whiitl 
were  the  terms  of    the  answer  of  Lord:! 
Ripen,  a«    Secretary  of    SiHle    for    die  7 
Colonies,    to    this    very    generous   and 
must   patriutii;   ofler  of   Mr.   Itliotles,  an 
offer    which    showed    that    he   and    his 
suppuners  desired  nothing  better  than  to 
cemeiitcloser  and  closer  the  ties  which  con«  J 
neotedthei.'olouieeainltheMolherConutry',r 
aud  to  obtain  for  the  Mother  Country  thdl 
great  advantages  which  their  prasperougrfl 
markets   otTered  lo   her  iu    the   preseotl 
depre!»8©il    uoudiliou    of    trade    iu    ih' 
couutry  ?      The    Marqiiess    of     &\\m 
writing  to  the  Company    on  June  llth^.J 
1894,  expressed  the  opinion  that — 

"Tlie  proTiBo  was  nnnL-cMwary  lieeause  'hej 
tkinipany     erralil     only    impum!    taxation    b; 
OiiUnant'e,  anil  sudi  OTdinaiicts  wore  nuhjefi 
to  diimllowaucfl  by  tbe  BKoretiirj  of  States,  ar 
coiiBcqiientlj  no  CuatoniB  Duties  could  be  tetii 
which  the  Socrt'tary  of  Stnte  wa»  not  propaKi 
to  uuictioii.    Than:  wns  tlierKtnre,  no  roaaui 
(•)  fear  lh»t  the  (.kfrniiany  would  l«  allowc  1  \i 
iittpose  exciwuve  duties." 
But  he  desired  to  call  the  at.tenlloa  of  th^ 
Uiuier  Secretary  aud  of  the  Houf 
facl  that  the  Crown  had  uow  the  power^ 
of    disallowing    any    Bill    proposed  j 
cuaoted  by  a   Colouml    Legislature,  ii     _ 
eluding  any  Bill  for  the  imposing  of  pro- 
tective   duties    against    British    goods. 
But  this  was  a  right  which  ueitlior  this 
wr  any  previous  Govurnmeut  bai 
ercised,  nor,   he   veutiireil  to  say,  ' 
any  future  Govenimeul  of  this  countryj 
ever  venture  to  exercise  in  respect  of  au/J 
Bill  regulating  the  Usual  polivy  of  »uF« 
self-goveriung  colony.     It  was  t|nito  im-" 
poBsihleatthie  time  of  day  for  the  Mothew 
Country  to  iuterfere  with  the  fii^CAl  policjj 
of  uuy  »elf-goveruing  colony.    All  dutieq 
of  this  kiud,  levied  by  any  foreign  Stata 
or  colony,  were  detrimental  to  the  lieetil 
interests  of  our  trade.   But  the  Marquess  \ 
of  Bipon   based  his  refusal,  nol  on  cou- 
siderHliou    of   the    interests    of    British 
trade,  but  on  the  grounds  that  the  provisu 
did  not  extend  to  foreign  countries,  aud,, 
I  ihiit    the    adoption    of    such    ti    iwlio/ 
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would  involve  a  departure  from  the 
course  pursued  for  many  years  bj  the 
British  Government.  The  long  and 
«bort  of  the  matter  was  that  the  Mar- 
quess of  Ripon  had  declined  this  offer 
by  Mr.  Rhodes,  not  in  the  interests 
of  British  trade,  but  simply  and  solely 
because,  sooner  or  later,  it  might  become 
necessary  in  Matabeleland  or  Mashona- 
land,  for  the  sake  of  revenue  and  other 
reasons,  to  put  foreign  goods  in  a  less 
favourable  position  on  their  entrance  into 
those  territories  than  British  goods. 
What  had  the  British  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  to  do  with  the  interests 
of  foreigners  ?  Had  foreign  nations 
done  anything  for  the  establishment  of 
Matabeleland,  Mashonaland,  or  any 
British  colotiv  ?  But  being  so  solicitous 
for .  the  foreigner  he  might  have  as- 
certained that  as  long  as  the  clauses 
in  the  Treaty  with  Belgium  of  1862, 
and  with  thn  Zollverein  of  1865,  pro- 
viding that  foreign  goods  should  not 
pay  a  higher  duty  than  British  goods  in 
British  colonies  remained  unrepealed, 
foreigners  could  prevent  any  differential 
duties  Ixeing  levied  upon  them  by  the 
Company.  While,  then,  Lord  Ripon  had 
secured  no  greater  benefit  to  the  foreigner 
than  ho  enjoyed  under  existing  treaties, 
he  had  failed  to  secure  a  great  advantage 
offered  spontaneously  to  the  British 
people.  Why  had  he  not  paid  attention 
to  the  great  need  that  existed  for  now 
markets  ?  Did  he  not  know  of  the  great 
depression  in  trade  ;  did  he  not  know  of 
the  large  numlxjr  of  people  unemployed 
in  the  country,  and  how  great  was 
the  cry  in  every  manufacturing  centre 
amongst  manufacturers  and  workpeople 
for  new  markets  ?  All  who  had  anv 
knowledge  of  the  subject  agreotl  that 
new  markets  had  become  an  absolute 
necessity  for  us.  Yet  when  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colom'es  had  an  oppor- 
unity  of  securing  that  the  markets  of 
^00,000  square  miles  of  British  territory 
should  never  be  protectively  closed 
against  British  goods,  he  contemptuously 
rejected  it.  He  was  not  going  to  labour 
the  matter  further  seeing  the  lateness 
of  the  hour  (11.13  p.m.).  He  had  raised 
the  question  entirely  in  the  interest  of 
his  own  constituents.  It  was  a  matter 
of  vital  importance  to  them  that  new 
markets  should  be  secured  for  their  pro- 
ducts.    He   would,  in    conclusion,   draw 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent 


the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  very 
memorable  speech  made  by  the  Premier 
of  Cape  Colony,  a  true  Imperial  states- 
man.    Mr.  Rhodes  had  said— 

"  The  onofl  of  rejection  of  thi»  splendid  offer 
lies  with  Her  Majesty's  Government.  They 
spend  their  whole  time  on  small  matters.  But 
tlie  big  question  of  the  trade  of  the  people  they" 
neglect.  They  forget  that  England  is  but  a 
snail  country,  and  yet  has  to  support  nearly 
40,000,000  people,  who  directly  and  indirectly 
are  engaged  in  working  up  the  raw  product  into 
the  manufactured  article,  and  distributing  this 
article  over  the  world.  The  world,  finding  that 
England  is  unrivalled  in  the  manufacture  from 
the  raw  material,  has  of  late  yearii  been  de- 
vising schemes,  by  protective  and  prohibitive 
tariffs,  to  shut  her  out— see,  for  instance,  the 
action  of  the  Unitetl  States,  of  France,  and  of 
Russia  ;  and  yet  the  most  extraordinary  thing 
is  that,  when'the  English  people  are  offered  the 
privilege  that  South  of  the  Zambesi  their  goods 
shall  be  admittol  for  ever  on  a  fair  basis,  their 
rulers  absolutely  refuHC.  It  will,  I  hope,  be 
brought  home  to  the  Ensrli^^h  i)eople,  for  \iith 
them  icsts  the  final  decision/* 

He  could  not  do  much  to  bring  this 
matter  home  to  the  English  people,  but 
what  little  he  could  do  he  was  doing  and 
he  should  do.  It  was  for  that  reason 
that  he  ventured  to  move  a  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies by  £100. 

Amendment  proposeil,  to  leave  out 
"  £3,583,150,"  in  order  to  insert 
£3,583,050."— (Co/owe/  Howard  Vin- 
cent.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  £3,583,150 
stand  part  of  the  Resolution." 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex, Eastbonrne) 
said,  he  desired  to  follow  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  though 
not,  perhaps,  on  the  same  lines.  It  was 
not  necessary,  he  imagineil,  for  the  hon. 
Member^s  Motion  to  l>e  seconded,  or  he 
(Admiral  Field)  would  second  it,  for  he 
had  a  grievance  against  the  Colonial 
OfHce  and  against  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  so  ably  represented  that  Office  in 
this  House.  The  grievance  was  one  he 
wished  to  ventilate  in  the  interest  of  the 
important  shipping  industry  of  the 
country.  He  wished  to  call  attention  to 
the  mischievous  system  which  prevailed 
to  a  limited  extent  of  subsidising  foreign 
mail  steamers  under  foreign  flags.  He 
alluded  in  particular  to  the  case  of  the 
subsidy  paid  with  the  partial  approval 
of  the  Colonial  Office  to  the  Messageries 
Maritimesde  France  for  carrying  English 
mails  to    the  Island  of  Mauritius.     He 
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had  pnt  a  question  to  the  GovernmeDt  on 
the  snbjeet  more  than  once,  but  without 
eliciting  a  satisfactory  answer.  He  had 
been  sapported  by  hon.  Q^ntlemen  who 

who  had  put  further  questions 

*Mr.  speaker  pointed  out  that  this 
was  a  new  subject,  and  that  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Sheffield  ought  to  be  disposed  of 
first. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  8aid,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  more  than  a  few 
moments  in  replying  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield,  who  had  moved  a  reduction 
in  the  Vote  because  the  Secretary  of 
StAte  was  unable  to  accept  Mr.  Rhodes^s 
offer  in  regard  to  the  Mntabeleland  and 
Mashonaland  settlement.  Mr.  Rhodes^s 
proposal  was  that  no  higher  duties  thiin 
those  at  present  in  force  under  the  Cus- 
toms Union  should  be  placed  on  British 
goods  in  Matabeleland  and  Mashonaland. 
That  was  a  proposal  which  the  Groveru- 
ment  could  not  accept,  because  it  was 
based  on  the  ground  that  it  mi^lit  become 
necessary  at  a  future  time  to  place  differ- 
ential duties  on  foreign  goods.  By  this 
arrangement,  therefore,  it  was  intended 
practically  to  put  a  lower  duty  on  British 
goods  than  on  foreign  goods  imported 
into  the  country.  That,  of  course,  raised 
the  question  that  was  known  as  Fair  Trade. 
He  was  not  going  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion this  evening,  but  they  did  feel  that 
when  they  had  to  decide  the  matter  or 
alter  their  policy  they  should  look  at  the 
whole  fiscal  principles  upon  which  this 
country  had  acted  for  60  years.  Would 
it  Iiave  been  compatible  with  their  duty 
to  accept  a  proposal  affecting  one  small 
colony  only,  but  aimed  practically  at  the 
fiscal  principles  accepted  by  this  country 
for  80  long  a  period  ?  The  Secretary  of 
State  thought  that  if  any  alteration  was 
to  be  made  in  our  fiscal  policy  it  ought 
to  be  done  deliberately  after  due  con- 
sideration and  after  taking  into  counsel 
all  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
change.  The  Secretary  of  State  held 
that  it  would  not  be  right  to  do  anything 
by  a  side  wind  which  might  affect  the 
general  fiscal  principles  in  which  this 
country  had  hitherto  acted.  That  was 
the  ground  on  which  the  proposal  was 
rejected,  and  he  would  point  out  further 
that  as  regarded  the  situation  in  Mata- 
beleland and  Mashoualund  the  rejection 
of   the   proposal    in   no  way  prejudiced 


British  interests.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  it  was  more  likelv  that 
there  would  be  lower  duties  on  British 
goods  in  that  part  of  the  country  than  if 
Mr.  Rhodes^s  proposal  had  been  accepted. 
In  the  Bechuanaland  Railway  agreement 
the  Secretary  of  State  retained  full 
power  of  refusing  to  pass  any  Ordinance 
introduced  by  the  Chartered  Company  in 
that  territory.  The  principle  had  been 
introduced  that  with  regard  to  the  whole 
of  that  territory  the  duties  should  not 
exceed  the  duties  in  force  in  the  Customs 
Union,  and  in  regard  to  Swaziland  the 
identically  same  principle  had  been 
carried  out.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
was  labouring  under  a  serious  mistake  if 
he  thought  that,  apart  from  the  question 
of  Fair  Trade,  the  Government  had  in  any 
way  injured  or  damnified  British  interests. 
He  would  only  say  that,  while  the  Go- 
vernmentr  were  verv  anxious  to  meet  Mr. 
Rhodes's  proposal  in  this  matter,  they  did 
not  think  that  in  dealing  with  a  small 
part  of  the  great  British  Empire  it  would 
have  been  right  or  proper  to  raise  a  great 
fiscal  question,  and  they  thought  that 
was  a  sufficient  ground  for  the  rejection 
of  the  proposal.  As  far  as  they  could 
they  had  endeavoured  to  protect  the  in- 
terests of  the  British  producer  and  the 
British  exporter,  and  he  believed  they 
would  be  better  rather  than  worse  off  by 
the  proposals  the  Government  had  laid 
l>efore  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
'^  That  this  House  doth  agrep  with  the 
Committee  iu  the  said  Resolution.^* 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  more  than  a  few  moments ;  but  a» 

regarded  what  had  been  said  earlier  as 
to  the  relations  existing  between  our- 
selves, our  fellow-countrymen  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, it  was  desirable  that  a  word  or  two 
should  bo  said  in  reply  by  Members  who 
had  had  the  privilege  of  mixing  with  the 
Boers  and  their  leaders,  and  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  President  of  the 
Republic.  Random  utterances  by 
gentlemen  who  were  unacquainted  with 
the  Transvaal  as  to  the  treatment  of  our 
fellow-countrymen  in  that  country  were 
to  be  deprecated.     The  hon.  Member  for 
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Slieflielil  had  uae<l  oxpreMions  whii!h 
were  ooriiauty  uut  warranted,  ftnil 
wbicb  were  oaloiilated  to  do  a 
greut  deal  of  harm  bj  Hlnkiuiii^  tho 
relKtinns  betweeu  tlieir  own  peoplB  and 
the  inbalntnnti  of  tbe  Tr&asVBBl,  Un- 
fortunntely,  words  uttered  by  bowever 
iiiimhteaud  inxigiiilii'iiul  MemlKTS  of  the 
HoiiM  ware  reported,  sud  bad  au  im]>ort- 
aiice  nttacbed  10  them  far  beyond  tboir 
merit*  by  llie  people  of  tbe  TrHiiaviuil, 
ftiid  other  conutriea  of  tbe  kind.  Me 
remembered  obaorvinf;,  a  few  yenni  a^, 
wlieii  he  happeoeil  to  be  travelling  in 
the  TntriHvual  lit  tbe  ^smo  time  llmt  the 
noble  Lord  the  Uember  for  South  I'nd- 
tliugton  WHS  tuakinij;  nn  eKciirsion  ibere, 
thnt  tbut  noble  Lord  had  inspired  very 
strong  resentment,  anil  incnrrod  cod- 
aidsraUe  odiuni  from  tbe  people,  to  tbe 
injury  of  the  iutereats  of  tbis  country,  by 
tbe  uuwnrraiitalilo  laoguai^e  be  liad  useal 
n^ainrt  that  people.  Thnt  being  tlie 
<!Me,  lie  thought  it  only  fair  to  nay  n 
eingie  word  from  personal  kaawled|^e  of 
the  people  of  tbe  Tranavatil  ami  tboir 
leaders,  in  support  of  tbe  geueruut)  iienti- 
ments  of  the  hou.  Member  for  I'oplar, 
and  the  ercdit  ho  had  given  8ir  Henry 
XiOcli,  our  Jiepresentative  in  Soiitb 
Afi'ica,  for  the  manner  in  which  be  hail 
brongbt  about  an  adjustment  of  tbe 
^itRcnlt,  and  delicate,  aud  thorny  ques- 
tions which  bail  arisen  between  this 
country  and  the  Transvaal.  Tbe  par- 
tieulur  poiut  made  against  the  jteople  of 
tbe  Tronsvanl  was  on  the  uommtindoer- 
ing  and  fmoehiite  c^iiesttons,  Un  that  be 
would  onljr  sny  that  it  was  too  commonly 
the  idea  of  Englishmen  that  they  imiild 
go  and  exploit  foreign  countries  with- 
out beiug  liable  to  pay  taxo-t  in  itnpporl 
«f  law  and  order.  The  position  taken 
ap  by  onr  countrymen  iu  the  Transvaal 
was  that  which,  unfortunately,  foreigners 
thought  tbey  were  always  entitled  to 
take  up  id  conutrie^  which  tbey  con- 
flidered  imif-uivilisod,  Tlie  same  thing 
liad  taken  plaue  in  Kgypt  iu  times 
,  past.  There  were,  no  doubt,  some 
'£iigli#hmeii  iu  the  Tranavaal  who 
thought  they  were  justilied  in  re- 
fusing to  submit  tu  taxation  for  the 
pnrpose  of  maintaining  the  Government 
of  the  Kepublic.  lie  did  sot  think  that 
their  view  was  general.  No  donbt  the 
system  of  compelling  Englishmen  to 
to  take  part  in  miliuuy  operatiouif,  and 
Mr.  Conybeare 


lo  join  expeditions  against  tite  utifopi 
tunate  natives,  ought  to  he  put  dowtii 
But  to  suppose  that,  therefore,  they 
should  be  exempt  from  the  jmymeiit  of 
all  lasatiou  wbiuh  wait  neceanary  for  the 
carrying  ou  of  the  goverumeot  of  the 
country,  was  a  proposal  to  wbieb  he,  for 
oue,  could  not  asseut.  People  wllO 
went  (0  the  Transvaal  to  make 
their  fortunes  must  expect  to  IwrA 
to  oon  tribute  Mraetbiug  townrds 
the  co."t  of  tbe  maiiitouanpe  of  !»» 
and  order.  But  if  they  did  so  eoiw 
tribute  it  was  only  right  that  they  sboii)(| 
have  some  share  in  ihe  representation. 
Tbe  hou.  Member  for  Sheffield,  wha 
talked  so  glibly  against  tbe  (jrovernment 
of  tbe  Transvuiti  on  these  malLors,  pro- 
bably was  not  awarn  of  wbnt  liad  already 
been  done  in  respoct  of  giving  u  certain 
share  of  representation  to  our  people  ia 
ihnl  coimiry.  He  was  not  nware,  per^ 
Imps,  that  a  second  t'olksraad  had  beeC 
eetablisbed  for  the  representnlion  of  tlw 
Enropeiin  popnlatiou.  This  was  not  all 
tbhl  was  to  be  desired,  hut  it  wo*  worthjT 
of  uote  that  that  (■ouco^aion  bad  beeft 
obtained  through  tbe  excrtiouH  of  aft 
hou.  Member  of  the  House  whose  namft 
was  honourably  assoeinlod  with  all  tluif 
was  Ijest  inth"  progress  of  South  AfricatJI 
The  representation  iu  the  Trausvao)  ' 
was  not  so  far  behind  our  owu.  Hi 
had  beard  it  said  that  a  mnu  could 
not  be  represented  iiutil  ho  bad 
lived  1o  years  in  tbe  country  ;  hut  thai 
was  not  correct.  Tbe  necessary  period 
of  reeideuue  was  eillier  two  or  five  year« 
— he  believed  Ibe  former — though  a 
man  was  not  eligible  for  uffit^e  until  he 
had  had  15  years'  resideuee.  Well,  in 
this  country  two  years'  reaidonce,  and 
very  often  two  nnd  a-half  years'  reai- 
dence.  was  necessary  in  order  to  give  a 
man  a  vote.  The  President  of  the 
Trausvaal  Republic  had  a  good  answer 
to  make  to  anyone  who  complained.  T 
had  said  to  him  (Mr.  Coujhenre)  Uiat 
tbey  were  to  give  n  vote  to  everylwdjr 
the  country  in  tbe  present  condition 
things,  with  a  large  floating  population 
consisting  of  people  of  all  natioDalitioa^ 
most  of  whom  went  there  to  mak*' 
fortunes  and  cleared  out  with  at)  mnobi] 
money  ns  they  could  collect,  the  Kepabli«' 
would  soon  be  brought  to  ruin.  It  waa), 
therefore,  necessary  for  tbo  well-being  ot> 
the  country  tbnt  a  reasonable  period  (d' 
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Nftjdence  •IiodIJ  l>e  required  to  confer' 
ibe  fraodtiaa  upon  tbu  foreigner.  H.« 
Minmontlad  the  President  of  tlie  Hepiibliu 
Miiiii«tera  for  iusistiug  iipou  » 
I'OK'iMtire  of  tliis  kiuj  as  »  nieai'iire  of 
Mf<»ty.  Ahhoiigii.  lliej  nilgbt  feel,  as 
ED^IlHhnien,  tlmt  mniiy  of  the  armni;c- 
'u  the  TraD9TaHl  did  not  uoDdiioe 

0  RUicb  fts  migbl  He  ileniroU   to  the  full 
IflTelopmctiCof  tliB  industry  of  tliouoiiDtr/ 

1  vrhii:!)  io  iriany    million?    of   Brilisli 
^pilul   hiu)    alroaily    been   iiivcHtod,    lie 

not  tliiuk  iliere  wnit  the  slightest 
iSeeire  on  the  pnit  of  any  of  tbe  leudJiig 
tn  iit  the  Repulilic  to  treat  EngllMtimea 
A  difTereut  mminerlothHliu  wbiuh  they 
would  treat  their  own  people  or  tbe  ]>eoi)le 
of  other  Stntes.  Speeches  were  some- 
time!) miide  UD  tbe  floor  of  tliis  House  by 
eentlemt^ii  who  kuen*  iiothiti^  ahout  the 
^^ransvuitl  or  the  rights  and  wrongs  of 
e  qiisBtioM,  wbi(-h  tended  to  atrain  the 
relnlious  lietween  onrselrea  and  the 
j^oers.  For  thai  reason  he  wua  glad  to 
ird  the  speech  ilelivered  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Qolouie^. 
Be  congrxtnlateil  the  hon.  Member  ou 
*  the  line  of  policy  tlint  Lord  Ripon  and 
be  biul  laid  down  and  carried  ont. 

Mh.  H.  S.  F08TKB  (SiiHolk,  Lowes- 
toft) 9»id  he  wished,  in  liie  interest*  of 
fais  (-■onstituenCH,  to  refer  to  a,  grievan™ 
they  snSerod  through  the  wiiy  iu  whieh 
theEducatiou  Act  wns  being adrainiatered 
_  towards  voinntkry  huIiooIs,  anil  tbe 
bietion  which  existed  helween  Her 
Uajesty'a  Imtpcctor  and  the  innniigers  of 

Ube  voluntary  school 

■■  ACLASD  snid,  that  he  had 
Uked  the  Chief  Inspector  to  go  to 
ft  and  to  looi:  into  the  whole 
jgiiestion,  becaiiHe  ho  recognised  that  tbe 
%stt«T  had  not  been  well  mauiigeil. 

Mk.  n.  S.  FOSTEH  said,  that  in 
_view  of  tbe  statement  of  tbe  right  bou. 
'<!!entleRinu,  the  fnlnens  and  frarikncHs  of 
which  be  aekuuwledged.  he  would  refrain 
from  saring  anvlbinR  further. 

Mk. 'JEFFREYS    <[Um^     Ba^ing- 

Htoke)  aaid,  he  wl.iheil  to  uall  attention 

to    the    Merchandise   Marks    Proteciinn 

Act  raaeaily  passed,  and  to  a^k  tlie  Prt- 

I  «id(!nt  nf  the  Roiird  of  Agriuultiire  if  bo 

If'wonid  do  his  hest  to  Nee  it  was  enforced. 

I  it  was  competent  for  his   Department 

I  inslitnte  prornedings  under  it.     The 

Act  provided  for  the  prnsecntion  of  those 

bIw)   soU   foreign   or   colonial    meat   as 


English  meat.  Much  barm  had  heea  ' 
Jane  to  British  ngrtcnltnre  by  this  prat^  j 
lice,  which  was  <urrieil  on  to  an  enu 
e»t4!Ul,  A  Committee  of  the  House  of  ^ 
Lorils  took  evidence  on  this  question,  ait^ 
one  nf  the  witnesses  before  it  stated  tliat 
close  to  Westminster  then.'  iras  a  bouse 
which  profosaeU  to  sell  Welsh  mutton, 
whereas  tbe  meat  in  tho  shop  came  from 
New  Zealand,  and  not  h  siiigie  joint  of 
Welsh  mutton  uould  be  found  there. 
That  was  a  cade  surely  in  which  the 
uwuer  or  aalestnan  onght  to  he  prose- 
anted,  and  he  hoped  consequently  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
take  notion.  A  former  Member  of  the 
Government,  Lord  Playfnir.  had  pointed 
nnl  that  this  wua  a  imLtter  which  more 
concerned  agriculture  than  tbe  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  Government  had  shown 
its  willingneMs  that  a  Bill  should  he  in- 
troduced giving  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
those  powers  whi<ib  the  Boani  of  Trade 
possessed  under  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act  with  a  view  to  ilie  prevcntioa  of  the 
sale  vf  fui'eign  and  colonial  meat  under 
the  uanie  of  English  meat.  If  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  would  assure  him  that 
he  inteuded  to  UAe  these  powers  be  would 
be  willing  to  withdraw  the  Bill  staudiug 
Id  his  own  name,  and  ho  was  enniideuF 
that  aneh  an  assuranee  would  give  lively 
satisfaction  to  tbe  agricuUurii>tH  of  th«  I 
L'nitod  Kingdom. 

Mk.  H.  GARDNER  said,  that  wbils 
admitting  that  agriculturists  uot  uutiatu- 
rally  had  showu  some  little  impatience 
on  ihiH  subject,  he  was  glad  to  be  able  to 
point  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  promised 
by  Lord  Playfair  had  passed  the  House 
of  Commons  without  dissent,  and  that  it 
transferred  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
powers  conferred  on  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Hou.  Members  ou  lioth  sides  of  the 
House  would  agree  ibali  niisrepresenlar 
(ton  in  a  matter  such  as  that  was  muo^ 
to  l>Q  deplored,  and  he  could  assure  them 
that  in  eufor>:iug  the  Aut  he  would  iu,-  | 
terpret  tiiu  jMwurs  it  gave  to  the  Boar$  ' 
of  AgrltsuUure  iu  the  most  (ilieral  sense^ 
and  apply  ibeni  whnjievor  any  ease  was 
brought  bufore  him  which  seemed  to 
justify  that  course. 

Majob  RASCH  (Essex,  H-E.)  said, 
lie  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Under  Sef:retary  for  the  Colonies  to  the 
appointnj^ut  of  Dr.  Grigsby  as  Chief 
Justiiic  uf  Cyprus,  and  had  to  askwhi^t 
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his  qualifications  were  for  the  positioD  ? 
He  was  aware  that  Dr.  GrigBby  wan  a 
barrister  and  a  member  of  the  London 
County  Council.  But  the  one  qualifica- 
tion which  seemed  to  have  secured  him 
the  berth  was  that  he  contested  a  Divi- 
sion of  Mid  Essex  in  the  Radical  in- 
terest at  the  General  Election  of  1892  ; 
and  it  really  seemed  that  nowadays  the 
shortest  way  of  obtaining  prefeiment  was 
to  contest  a  constituency  in  the  Radical 
interest.  This  Chief  Justice  had  joined 
a  certain  Company  as  a  Director — a  Com- 
pany known  as  the  Solicitors'  Investment 
Government  Trust — a  name  which  would 
have  frightened  any  sensible  man.  The 
Company  was  born  in  the  year  1890,  and 
after  a  variegated  and  chequered  existence 
a  petition  was  filed  against  it  in  the  year 
1892,  and  so  disreputable  were  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  its  demme  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  ordered  an  official  in- 
quiry, and  Dr.  Grigsby  was  ordered  home 
from  Cyprus  to  give  evidence  on  the 
subject.  A  report  of  the  investigation 
would  be  found  in  The  Times  of  Feb- 
ruary 20th  last,  and  withont  going  into 
details  he  would  point  out  that  Dr. 
Grigsby  appeared  to  have  been  concerned 
in  three  transactions  of  a  questionable 
character  —  namely,  lending  money  to 
someone  who  stuck  to  it,  borrowing 
money  himself  from  the  Company,  and 
also  lending  the  Company's  funds  to  a 
friend.  lie  wished  to  know  from  the 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Colonies  why 
this  Judge  was  ever  allowed  to 
return  to  Cyprus  as  Chief  Justice 
after  his  examination  in  relation 
to  the  liquidation  of  the  Company 
with  which  he  was  connected.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  grudge  person- 
ally against  this  legal  luminary,  but  he 
did  think  the  House  were  entitletl  to  an 
explanation  of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  the  lion,  and 
gallant  Meml)er  was,  of  course,  entitled 
to  raise  this  question,  but  it  would  have 
l>een  more  convenient  if  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  do  so.  So  far 
as  his  recollection  went,  however,  he 
would  deal  with  the  matter.  In  the  first 
place,  Dr.  Grigsby  was  not  Chief  Justice 
of  Cyprus,  but  a  minor  Judge  corre- 
sponding in  position  to  a  Magistrate  here. 
He  had  had  a  distinguished  career  at  his 
University  and  as  a  barrister,  and  he  was 

Major  Rasch 


recommended  rery  strongly  for  the  post. 
The  hon.  Member  had  commented  on  the 
fact  that  Dr.  Grigsby  stood  against  him 
in  an  election,  and  was  defeated. 

Major  RASCH  :  Not  against  me. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  that  his  career 
was  such  that  he  seemed  to  be  a  fitting 
person  for  the  appointment.  The  Colo- 
nial Office  had  no  knowledge  at  the  time 
of  any  connection  of  Dr.  Grigsby  with  the 
Company  in  question,  or  that  such  a  Com- 
pany was  in  existence  or  had  come  to 
grief.  But  undoubtedly  the  Secretary  of 
State  felt  the  question  was  one  of  great 
gravity,  and  it  was  only  after  careful  con- 
sideration of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  that  they  came  to  the  decision  to 
allow  him  to  go  l)ack  to  Cyprus.  Although 
questions  of  gross  carelessness  were  in- 
volved, they  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  accusations  of  fraud  had  failed,  and 
whether  they  had  been  right  or  wrong  in 
allowing  Dr.  Grigsby  to  return  to  Cyprus 
he  was  prepared  to  defend  the  decifc;ion 
at  which  they  arrived. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

INDUSTRIAL     SCHOOLS     BILL     [Ztfri/*!- 

(No.  :i8.5.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Could  not  this 
Bill  be  made  to  apply  to  Ireland? 

Mk.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop's 
Auckland)  :  That  point  has  been  care- 
fully considered,  but  it  was  found  that 
the  conditions  obtaining  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  these  institutions  differed  so 
widely  from  those  in  England  that  the 
extension  would  lead  to  great  difficulty 
and  inconvenience,  and  it  would  be  better 
not  to  make  it. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  without 
Amendment. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to-^ 

Finance  Bill. 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Bill. 

That  they  have  passeil  a  Bill,  intituled, 
'^  An  Act  to  confer  additional  powers  on 
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Boards  of  Conciliation  and  Arbitration." 
[Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill  [^Lords'].'] 

And  also  a  Bill,  intituled,  ^*  An  Act 
to  Consolidate  the  Copyhold  Acts"." 
[Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill  ^Lords'],'] 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.— (No.  237.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 


EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (CON- 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [Xorrf*]. 

K(No.  300.) 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
mendments. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION 
PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(BARRY,  &c.)  BILL  [Z<irrf#].— (No.  310.) 
/^    Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
^Amendments. 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Fourth  Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence and  Appendix,  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  249.] 

COAL  MINES   (CHECK  WEIGHER)  BILL 

\_LordM\, 

Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [BiU  340.] 

QUARRIES  BILL  {Lifrds'], 
Bead   the  first  time  ;   to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  341.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
*'  An  Act  to  Consolidate  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to,  and  Pro- 
tection of.  Children."  [Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [Zorrf*].] 

PREVENTION      OF      CRUELTY     TO 
CHILDREN  BILL  [Lords^. 

Bead  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  342.] 
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EVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND)  ARBI- 
TRATION [GUARANTEE  AND  EX- 
PENSES] BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
Treasury  to  guarantee  advances,  not  exceeding 
£250,000,  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Fund,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  to  make  provision  for  the  restora- 
tion of  Evicted  Tenants  in  Ireland,  and  to  chai^ 
the  sums  required  to  meet  such  guarantee  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  Unit^  Kingdom. 

And  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys 
to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any  salaries, 
remuneration,  and  expenses  which  may  become 
nayable  under  the  said  Act.— (iS^ir.  J.  T,  Hih- 
oert,) 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

PRIZE  COURTS    BILL  [Xcwrf*].-<No.  811.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS,  &c. 

Message  from  the  Lords  [30th  July], 
requesting  this  House  to  nominate  an 
additional  Member  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Billsy  considered. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Channing  be  added 
to  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  this 
House  to  join  with  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
BiUs. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the 
Lords  to  acquaint  them  there w it b.^-(J/r. 
r.  E.  Ellis.) 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL  [Lardi]. 

(No.  3S5.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  without  Amendment. 

FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL  MEAT  (No.  2) 
BILL.— (No.  46.) 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  [4th  April]  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn, 
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{COHUONSJ  (Annual  Seriea). 


PRIVATE    BILLS. 

Betums  ordered,  "of  the  number  of  Private 
Billi  introduced  and  brought  from  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  of  Acts  passed  In  the  Session  of  1S94, 
cUseeil  according  to  the  following  eubjecte ; — 
RailwajB  ;  Tramwaja  ;  TramroadB  ;  Subways  ; 
Canals  and  Nangations ;  Bonds  ftiirt  RrirlsfJ  ; 
Water;  Gas;  Gas  and  Water  ;  lni|)r'jvciiieiil  ; 
Police  and  flanitary  Ke^lationi;  Corpojutii^iL'^, 
&c.  (not  relaMng  toPobee  and  Banitarj'  Rct-ulB- 
tionsor  to  Lighting  and  Improvement  Schemw), 
Porta,  Piers,  Harbours,  and  Docki ;  Charchcs, 
ChapeU,  and  Bnrjing  Qrounds  ;  Inclosure'  mid 
BMiDBge ;  Enate  ;  Divorce  ;  uid  Ml«cel- 
laneouB." 

"  Of  all  the  Private  Bills,  and  Bills  for  con- 
firming Provisional  Orders,  which,  in  the  Bewton 
of  l»M,  have  been  treeteil  as  Opposed  Bitli ; 
•pecifjing  tfapee  wblch  bave  been  clasaified  in 
Qroupa  b;  the  Committee  of  Selection,  or  by 
the  General  Committee  on  Railway  and  Canal 
Bills ;  together  with  the  namos  of  the  Selected 
Members  who  aerved  on  each  Committee ;  the 
first  anil  alno  the  la»t  day  of  the  silting  of  each 
Committee  ;  the  number  of  days  on  which  each 
Committee  sat ;  the  number  of  ilays  on  which 
each  Selecteil  Memoer  has  servol ;  the  Bills  the 
Preambles  of  which  were  rejiorteil  to  have  been 
proved  ;  the  Bills  the  Preambles  of  which  were 
reporteil  to  have  been  not  proved  ;  and  in  the 
case  of  Bills  for  confirming  Provisional  Orilers, 
whether  the  Provisional  Onlera  ought  or  onght 
not  to  be  eonftrmeil  ;  the  Bilk  referreil  back  to 
the  Committee  of  Relectinn,  or  to  the  General 
tIJommittee  on  Railway  and  Canal  Billii,  as 
having  become  unoppowii,  and  the  Bills  with- 
drawn or  not  [irocecJeil  with  bj  the  parties." 

"  And,  of  all  Private  Bills  which,  In  the  (tession 
of  1894,  have  been  referred  bj  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  or  bj  the  Qeneml  Committoo  on 
Railway  and  Canat  Bills,  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  ami  Means,  together  with 
the  names  of  the  Members  who  serveil  on  each 
Committee  ;  the  number  of  days  on  which  each 
Committee  sat  ;  and  the  uumljor  of  days  on 
which  each  Member  attcndol  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Pniier.  No.  0.172,  of  Session 
1S93.4)."— Ci*r.  Fai-yH/iarioH.) 

BUaiSESS  OK  THE  llOl'SE  (u.trs  OCCU- 
PIED BY  GOVEItSME.ST  AND  BY 
PRIVATE  MEMllElts). 
Return  ordered,  "  showing,  with  reference  to 
Session  IS94,  (1)  the  number  of  Sittings  on 
Tuealays,  Wednesilaya,  and  Kriiiays  at  which 
Government  Business  hari  preceilcncc :  (2)  the 
nnmber  of  Sittings  on  Tue*lap',  Wwlnesdays, 
and  Fridays  at  which  Private  Memlicrs  had 
precedence ;  (3)  the  number  of  other  Sittings  at 
which,  in  accordance  with  the  Standing  Onlera 
of  the  House,  Government  Business  bail  pre- 
caleiice;  (4)  the  number  of  Sittings  at  which 
Government  Business  had  precedence  under  n 
Special  Order  of  the  House ;  (5)  the  number  of 
Saturday  Sittingn  ;  (li)  the  total  number  ol 
Sittings  at  which  Government  Business  had 
precedence ;  (7)  the  total  number  of  Days  on 
which  the  House  sat  ;  (H)  Ibu  total  number  of 
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DIVISTONS  OF  THE  HOrsE. 
Return  ordereil,  "  of  the  numlier  of  Divisions 
at  the  House  in  the  Session  of  1894  ;  stating  tbe 
subject  of  the  Division,  and  the  number  of 
Members  in  the  majority  anrl  minority,  Tellers 
includeil  ;  also  the  aggregate  number  in  the 
"  e  on  each  Division  ;  distinguishing  the 
ions  on  Public  Business  from  Private ;  anil 
also  the  number  ol  Divisions  before  and  after 
midnight  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentar7 
Paper,  No.  0.171,  of  Session  ms.H-i),"— (Br. 
FaTquhartim.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 
Return  ordered,  "of  the  number  of  Public 
Petitions  presenloil  anil  printed  in  the  Season 
of  1H94  ;  with  the  totat  number  of  Signatures 
in  that  Tear  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentarj 
Paper,  No.  0.174,  of  fewion  18H3-4)."— (Br. 
larquharion.') 

31TTIN<id  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Return  ordered,  "  of  the  number  of  days  on 
which  the  House  sat  in  the  Session  of  1894, 
stating,  foreach  day  the  date  of  the  month,  and 
day  of  the  week,  the  hour  of  the  meeting  and 
the  hour  of  ailjoumment ;  ami  the  total  number 
of  hours  occupiol  in  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
and  the  average  time ;  andsbowing  the  number 
of  hours  on  which  the  House  sat  each  day,  and 
the  number  of  hours  after  mtilnight ;  and  the 
number  of  cntricit  in  each  day's  Votes  and  Pro- 
ccci lings  (in  (continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  0.17tJ,  of  Session  1893-4)."— (Br. 
FiinivhttTtKn.') 

PUBLIC  BILLS. 
Return  ordere^t,  "  of  the  number  of  Public 
Bills,  distinguishing  GoTemment  from  other 
BilK  introiluced  into  this  House,  or  brought 
from  the  House  of  Ijirds,  during  the  Session  of 
1(194  ;  showing  the  number  which  received  the 
Boyal  Assent ;  the  number  which  were  passed 
by  this  House  but  not  by  the  House  of  Lords ; 
the  number  jinssed  by  the  House  of  Lords  but 
not  by  tins  House;  and  distinguishing  thest^^es 
at  which  such  Uills.is  did  not  receive  the  Itoyal 
Assent  were  ilropped  or  post[)oned  and  rejected 
in  cither  House  of  Parliament  (in  continuation 
of  IVirliameutary  Paper,  No.  t).173,  o(  Session 
lN93-i)."— (Br.  Farquha:-»oa.') 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES), 
Copies  preaeiited,— of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  ftod  Fiuauce, 
Nos.  H42  (Shnughni),  ami  of  1443 
(Nagasaki)  [by  Coitimaiiil]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 
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BOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Wediwtday,  lat  Auguit  1894. 


ORDERS   OF   raS  DAY. 


BTICTED  TENANTS  (IBELAND)  ABBI. 
TBATION  [flUABANTBE  AND  BX- 
PBNBBB], 

X^Bolution  repprtoil ; 

"That  it  ia  expedknt  to  iiutbnW  the 
Tnaiorj  to  guarantee  ailrancet,  not  exceeding 
<2S0,000,  chntged  on  the  Irish  Chntch  Tem- 
pOMllHeii  Fund,  In  pnraaance  ot  aoj  Act  of  the 
pnMmt  Seuion  to  make  proviaion  for  the 
iMtontJoo  of  BTicCed  Xeiiij)t»  in  IreUnd,  and 
to  cbaif^  the  iaoM  raquiteil  to  meet  each 
goarantee  on  the  CooBolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Ktngilom  : 

And  to  anthorlw  the  payment,  out  of  monejra 
to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  aay  salanea, 
remuncfation,  and  ezpennet  which  maj  become 
piV^Ue  nnder  the  said  Act." 

Bewlation  agreed  to. 

BTIOTED  TBNANTa  (IBBLAND)  AHBI- 

TBATION  BILL.— (No.  179.) 

Committee.     {Progreu,  27th  Juljf.'\ 

COUUITTEX. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

CImuo  1. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  first  Amend- 
meot  on  the  Paper  is  out  6f  Order. 

Captaih  NAYLOR-LEYLAND 
(Colchester) :  On  t,  point  of  Order,  Mr, 
MflUor 

Thx  CUAIRMAK  :  Order,  order  I 

Mb.  darling  (Doptford)  said,  he 
wished  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  hia  name.  He  had  not  had  tiie 
advantafte  of  hearing  tbe  Debate  yeatei 
iMj,  and  he  was  anxions  in  the  humblest 
poesible  manner  to  assist  the  right  hoi 
Gentlemao  in  aharge  of  the  Bill  to  make 
it  as  good  a  Bill  as  possible,  and  to  see  if 
there  was  any  real  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  accept  reasonable 
Amendments. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  think  the 
qaestioQ  raised  by  this  Amendment  has 
been  decided,  and  it  is  therefore  out  of 
OnW. 
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i\AXiH}Kl\tiU\( Inland)  Arf,Uraii»»Bill.l4S8 

[Several     hoo.    Members     who     had 

Araendments  on  the  Paper  having  been 

called  upon,  and  none  of  tbem  having 

ideavonred     to    move     their    Amend- 

enta],— 

The  chief  SECRETARY  I'oit 
[RELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mosley-,  Newcastle- 
iipon-Tj^e)  said,  he  wished  to  accept  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Fermanagh  (Mr. 
Dane). 

Mb.  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  On 
a  point  of  Order,  Mr.  Mellor,  I  beg  leave 
to  ask  if  this  Amendment  has  not  been 
passed  over  ? 

The  chairman  :  No,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  qnite  in  Order. 

HANBUBY  (Preston)  :  Yon 
called  upon  me.  Sir,  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment wbicb  stands  three  Amendments 
after  this. 

The  chairman  :  Yes  ;  but  as  no 
Amendment  has  actually  been  moved  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  in 
Order  in  moving  this. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Then  I  beg  to 
move  the  Ameodment.  Of  course,  this 
is  a  Bill  intended  for  the  relief  of  tenants, 
and  not  for  the  benefit  and  relief  of 
creditors. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  liue 
8,  after  the  word  "representative,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

"Not  being  an  administrator  who  has  ob* 
taJned  lettera  of  administration  as  a  creditor." 
-(.Ifr.  J.  -Vwfcy.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  hartley  said,  the  fact  that 
this  Amendment  which  had  come  from 
the  Uoionist  side  had  been  accepted  by 
tbe  Government  showed  that  some 
amendment  of  the  Bill  was  really 
necessary  in  order  to  make  it  what  it 
ought  to  be.  He  thought  that  was  s  fact 
wbicb  might  be  noted  with  some  interest. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  that 
in  the  temporary  abaence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Kerry  (Mr.  Kilbride), 
he  wished  to  move  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name — namely,  in  page  1, 
line  H,  to  leave  out  from  "that"  to 
"there"  in  Hue  12.  He  said  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  adopted  the  clause 
would  read  as  follows  ;—  ■ 
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"If   in  the  ■.i|)iliioci   of    the  arliitrattin 
petitjou  «how«  tbit  tbeie  is  a  prhnn  fade 
for  reinstatement  owing  to  the  circi 
of  the  ii(itrict,"  iic,, "  they  may  ainke 
fur  luch  reinetatemenl." 

Tiiie  Ameoilmeut  raiseJ  a  qiiestiou  whieli 
he  regarded  as  ooe  of  princijile  and  of 
vitfti  importance  in  regard  to  the  probahle 
operation  of  the  Kill — namely,  whether 
there  should  lie  a  different  procetjiire  a  ' 
a  diffcreut  meaHiire  of  power  accorded 
the  arhitrutors  in  tlie  ca9e  of  voc&ut 
fnrtnti  from  (hnt  given  to  them 
caee  of  those  farms  which  liml  been 
tenanted  since  the  former  leuaucy  wnt 
determined.  Fei'hB]>3,  in  order  to  make 
clear  tbe  import  of  the  Amendment, 
be  oUB;ht  to  explain  tbe  difterence 
between  the  powers  proposed  to  ht 
given  to  tbe  uxbitratorit  in  cases  whi-r« 
farms  bad  continued  viLCnnt.  and  iji 
tiases  wbete  tbey  had  been  tenanted. 
In  what  be  believed  was  tbe  more  com~ 
mou  case — namely,  that  where  the  laud- 
lord,  owing  to  ibe  harshness  and  in- 
«quitableneBg  of  bis  own  tuition  and  tc 
the  resolnte  state  of  public  opinion  it 
Ireland  in  reference  to  such  action,  had 
been  unable  to  obtain  a  tenant  fur  hit 
farm  either  since  the  Ist  of  May,  1879. 
or  since  any  later  date  when  the  farm 
had  become  vacant,  tbe  Bill  proposed 
that  the  evicted  tenant  might  petition  the 
arbitrators.  The  arbitrators,  if  they 
thought  there  was  a  prima  facie  case  for 
reinstatement — that  was  to  eay,  a  case  o:' 
inequitable  conduct  on  the  part  of  ihi 
landlord — might  make  a.  conditional 
order  for  reinstatement.  The  landlord, 
on  being  served  with  a  conditional  order, 
was  entitled  to  show  cause  against  it 
within  the  prescribed  period  ;  and  as  the 
Rules  to  he  made  hy  tbe  arbitrators  must 
be  approved  hy  the  Irish  Privy  Council, 
which  was  not  a  body  unfavourable  to 
tbe  intereste  of  the  landlord,  he  preeumed 
that  ample  time  would  be  allowed  to  tbe 
landlord  for  the  purpose.  If  the  landlord 
succeeded  in  ishowing  chat  there  wuk 
not  a  good  case  for  roin!<tatement  the 
petition  would  drop  as  unsnccessfitl.  In 
view  of  the  variona  obliqnc  allusions — 
allusions  falling  fur  short  of  diri>ci  chal- 
Icii^ — which  had  been  made  in  reference 
tO'  the  arbitratorn,  he  must  again  polQl  out 
that  the  chief  of  those  arhitrntors  had 
beeu  described  tiy  the  Leaiier  of  the  Tory 
Party  as  the  leader  of  tbe  Equity  Bar  in 
Mr.  SatloH 


Iielanil.     He  bad  not  beard  from  anyone 
on    the  laudlords'  side  nuy  objection  to 
him.     Perhaps  if  tbe  Xalionaliat  Mem- 
bers   were   disposed    to   bo  critical  they 
might  make  some  objection  on  their  side. 
They  did  not  propose  to  do  so,  however, 
because  they  thought  tbn  strength  of  the 
case  of  the  evieted  tanantd  was  so  great, 
and  the  public  expediency  of  reinstating 
them  was  so  strong,  that  no  man  whose 
mind  was  not  closed  to  justice  would  re- 
fuse to  reinstate  tliem.     This  goutlemaii 
and  the  other  arbiti'ator,  who  had  both 
discharged  important  functions    ju   cou- 
nection  with  the  Land  Commiesioo,  hat! 
to  determine  whether  the  landlord  had 
showti  adequate  cause  against  reinstate- 
ment.  If  he  failed  to  do  so  the  reinstate- 
ment was  made.     There  was  a  power  to 
have  n  fair  rent  fixed  by  the  arhilratorp, 
but  the  landlord  could,  at  his  option,  have 
the  question   of  fair  reut  determijied  by 
the  Land  Commission  under  the  present 
law.     If  the  landlord  was  unwilling  ihm 
the  tenant  should  be  reinstated  as  tenant 
he  might  demand  that  the  tenant  should 
purchase.     If  be  did  this  the  arbitrators 
had  to  lis  the  purchase-money,  auil  the 
order  operated  as  if  there  were  no  agree- 
ment under  tbe  Purchase  Acts,     In  view 
of  the  rancorous,  sullen,  and  irratioiuil 
oppnailiou    »hown    to    this    Bill  by    tbe 
landlord   faction    and    by    the    Uuiouiet 
Party,  he  did  not  think  (hat  public  atten- 
tion had  been  sufficiently  drawn  to  tbe 
circumstance  that  where  tbe  landlord  in 
the  exercise  of  the  right  given  to  bim  by 
the    Bill    demanded     that    tbe     tenant 
should     purchase,    the     whole    of    tb«  J 
puruhase-money   was    to    be    handed  to  1 
him  at  once,  and  was  not  lo  lie  ohIigeA  I 
to  leave  in  the  hands  of  tbe  State  tUA.1 
one-fifth  of  the    purchase-money  wbii^tfl 
had  to    be    left    in    tbe    haitds    of   f' 
State  under  the  present  law.     This  '« 
a   sketch  of  tbe  provisions    of   tbe  BtllJ| 
iu    the   cnsc   of    a    vacant    farm.      TbOrl 
Amendment  he  was  now  moving  appUflAil 
to  the  case  of  a  farm  which  had  \ 
tenatited  since  the  date  of  tbe  evictiosf  ■ 
He  did  not  declare  on  bis  own  opinlollf 
that    even    if   the   Bill   were    a    pnreiyj 
optional  Bill  it  would  operate  i 
of  the  cases,  even  of  the  leuanted  far 
H&  belloveil  tliHt  tbe  landlords  and  thi^ 
new  tenants  in  tuany  cases  were  sickd 
the  bargains  they  had  made.     The  c 
ditioD  of  affairs  iu  regard  to  these  farrdi 
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was  deplorable,  both  as  regarded  the 
vacant  and  the  tenanted  farms,  and  was  io- 
jurions  to  the  interests  of  the  landlords 
themselves.  As  to  the  vacant  farms,  the 
landlords  were  losing  their  reat — for  it 
could  not  be  pretended  that  a  farm  in 
the  occupation  of  the  landlord  was 
being  tilled  —  the  tenants  were 
losing  their  means  of  living,  the 
localitv  were  losing  the  rates, 
the  otate  was  losing  the  Revenue, 
and  the  community  was  losing  the 
product  of  the  land.  With  regard  to  the 
tenanted  farms,  and  especially  farms  on 
estates  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
what  was  the  state  of  affairs  ?  In  the 
first  place,  they  were  not  bona  fidt 
farmers  ;  they  were  mere  servants  of  the 
landlords,  or  the  agents  of  political  com- 
binations, who  had  been  put  in  for  a 
political  and  not  agricultural  purpose, 
some  paying  a  nominal  rent,  some  paying 
no  rent,  and  often  sustained  in  their 
position  as  bogus  tenants  by  grants  of 
money  from  Political  Associations. 
They  were  familiar  with  many  cases  in 
which  the  tenant  or  the  laud-grabber, 
and  especially  the  political  land-grabber, 
did  not  even  go  through  the  farce  of 
carrying  on  any  agricultural  operation. 
He  did  hot  apply  the  farm  to  any  agri- 
cultural use  ;  he  was  merely  there  as  a 
political  agent*  and  the  question  this 
House  had  to  consider  upon  its  responsi- 
bility was  whether  it  would  assent  to  the 
continuance  of  a  state  of  things  incom- 
patible with  social  order  and  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  ?  He  invited  the  House 
to  consider,  first,  how  this  state  of  things 
arose ;  what  was  the  origin ;  what  was 
the  cause  of  these  evictions  r  It  arose  in 
no  inconsiderable  part  from  the  hardness 
of  this  Legislature  in  discharging  its 
functions  towards  Ireland.  Many  were 
evicted  between  1879  and  1881,  before 
the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  passed,  many 
of  them  were  evicted  because  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  was  about  to  be  passed ;  and 
the  landlords  chose  to  put  them  out  in 
order,  at  the  same  time,  to  rob  them  of 
their  property  and  to  deprive  them  of  the 
rights  that  the  Legislature  by  the  Act 
of  1881  intended  they  should  have. 
Many  were  evicted  between  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1881  and  the  Act  of  1887, 
the  leaseholders  who  were  labouring 
under  excessive  rents.  If  the  Lund  Act 
had  proved  one  thing  more  clearly  than 


another  it  was  that  the  leaseholders  of 
Ireland  were  struggling  and  staggering 
under  heavier  rents  than  tenants  from 
year  to  year.  In  1881 ,  the  Liberal  Party, 
deterred  by  the  opposition  of  the  Tory 
Partv,  did  not  secure  the  leaseholders  in 
their  rights,  though  the  Tory  Party, 
driven  by  the  Phin  of  Campaign,  included 
them  in  the  Act  of  1887.  After  the  Act 
of  1887  had  passed,  containing  as  it  did 
the  section  known  as  *'  the  eviction  made 
easy  clause,"  many  hundreds  of  tenants 
were  evicted,  deprived  of  their  tenancies, 
and  ceased  to  have  any  interest  in  the 
soil.  What  happened  to  them  ?  He 
had  explained  to  the  Committee,  but 
might  mention  it  again,  and  he  hope<l 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  bear  it  in  mind, 
that  before  the  Act  of  1887  was  passed 
the  tenant  in  Ireland,  whatever  might 
have  been  the  tenancy,  could  not  be  de- 
prived of  his  legal  interest  in  the  holding 
until  the  Sherifi*  came  and  expelled  him 
from  his  holding,  and  after  that  expul- 
sion he  had  six  mouths  within  which  to 
redeem  his  interest  in  the  farm.  But  the 
Act  of  1887  proposed  for  the  first  time, 
in  the  long  series  of  cruel  Acts  this 
Legislature  had  passed,  that  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  might  be  determined,  and 
he  might  cease  to  be  a  tenant  by  the 
receipt  of  a  registered  letter  intimating 
that  judgment  had  been  given  against 
him  in  the  Court.  Nay,  more  ;  it  was 
not  necessary  the  notice  should  be  serve<l 
on  him,  because  on  a  motion  in  Court 
the  notice  might  be  posted  at  some 
public  place,  some  police  barrack 
in  the  district,  and  upon  the  posting 
of  the  notice,  perhaps  10  miles 
from  the  farm,  the  tenancy,  by  the  mere 
fact  of  the  posting  under  Section  7  of  the 
Act  of  1887,  became  determined  ;  from 
that  moment  the  tenant  was  divested  and 
despoiled  of  his  rights  and  his  property 
as  tenant,  and  became  on  the  instant  a 
caretaker,  and  on  the  expiration  of  six 
months  his  right  of  redemption  ceased. 
He  was  aware,  from  the  best  official 
testimony  that  was  laid  before  them,  that 
in  the  last  year  or  two  huudreds  of 
tenants,  especially  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land— poor  illiterate  men,  men  in  the  hum- 
blest condition,  men,  many  of  them,  un- 
able to  speak  the  English  language, 
living  in  districts  where  English  was  not 
spoken,  came  into  Court  with  originating 
notices,  notices  they  had  served  before 
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the  tenancy  was  determinedy  but  which, 
owing  to  the  delays  of  the  law,  did  not 
come  to  the  point  of  trial,  and  when  they 
came  in  he  had  heard  the  Land  Commis- 
sioner declare  that  no  more  painful  duty 
fell  upon  him  than  his  endeavour  to  ex- 
plain to  these  poor  illiterate  men  that 
their  tenancies  had  been  determined,  and 
that  they  had  been  made  caretakers  on 
the  posting  of  a  notice  many  of  them 
were  unacquainted  with.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  these  farms  had  been 
vacated,  and  they  knew  in  the  struggle 
of  the  last  few  years  Associations  had  been 
formed  of  Irish  landlords,  aided  by 
wealthy  English  landlords,  and  that 
these  associations  had  been  amply 
provided  with  funds  for  carrying 
on  the  struggle  against  the  tenants  ; 
that  by  the  use  of  these  funds  men 
had  been  brought  from  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  even  from  places  outside  Ireland, 
and  put  in  these  farms  as  tenants.  He 
dared  say  that  the  new  tenant  might  be 
inclined  in  mauy  cases  under  this  Bill  to 
surrender  his  tenancy,  especially  if  com- 
pensation was  paid ;  but  in  the  case  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates,  where  the 
struggle  had  been  fierce  and  long,  in  the 
case  of  men  like  Lord  Clanricarde  and 
others  who  spurned  their  own  country- 
men, who  were  so  wealthy  as  to  scorn 
the  loss  they  might  sustain,  who  seemed 
to  take  a  delight  in  tyranny  for  its  own 
sake — in  the  case  of  such  men  be  ap- 
prehended that  unless  some  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  by  this  Legislature, 
mindful  of  its  reKponsibiiity  in  the  case, 
both  upon  the  landlord  and  the  new 
tenant,  that  the  Bill,  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  might  prove  to  be  inoperative. 
Let  them  picture  to  themselves  the  future 
prospect  of  peace — ^and  that  was  a  question 
for  all  Parties  and  a  question  for  this 
Legislature  to  deal  with.  What  was  the 
prospect  of  peace  in  the  district  where 
the  old  tenants  had  been  cast  out  in 
numbers,  where  men  from  other  parts  of 
the  country  had  been  placed  in  their 
stead,  and  where  the  old  tenants  and  their 
families  for  years  had  been  living  in  the 
vicinity  of  their  holdings,  hoping  for  the 
day  of  their  return,  trusting  in  the  sense 
of  justice  of  this  Imperial  Legislature  ? 
Let  them  picture  to  themselves,  he  said, 
the  prospect  of  peace,  if  that  hope  was 
dashed  to  the  ground.  What  did  the 
eviction  of  those  old  tenants  mean  ?    Did 


it  mean  no  more  than  what  it  woold 
be  in  England  or  Scotland  ?  That 
was  one  of  the  terrible  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  dealing  with  the  Irish 
question,  and  in  what  was  practically  a 
foreign  House,  unable  to  understand  the 
conditions.  Some  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  were  willing  to  understand 
them  ;  some  would  make  no  effort  to 
understand  them  ;  others  with  the  best 
intentions,  with  the  most  sincere  desire 
to  come  to  the  assistance  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  were  unable  to  appreciate  the 
conditions  of  life,  so  absolutely  different 
were  they,  though  only  a  few  miles  of 
sea  separated  Ireland  from  England,  to 
what  prevailed  in  England.  The  tenant 
in  England  had  no  interest  beyond  that 
of  an  ordinary  tenant,  and  if  he  was 
turned  out  or  chose  to  go  he  took  his 
capital  with  him  to  another  country, 
where  any  man  with  energy  and  a  little 
capital  might  not  want  for  a  living.  To 
an  Irish  tenant  to  be  turned  out  of  his 
holding  is  a  sense  of  banishment ;  he  had 
no  other  means  of  living,  and  eviction 
took  from  him  not  only  his  means  of 
living,  but  every  penny  he  was  worth  was 
in  his  holding.  The  tenants  in  Ireland 
had  brought  the  farms  from  a  state  of 
nature  ;  the  landlords,  as  a  general  rule, 
never  spent  a  single  sixpence  upon  them, 
and  if  they  took  the  ordinary  tenant  they 
took  the  man  in  whose  farm  was  sunk 
not  only  what  capital  he  had,  but  the 
capital  and  labour  of  generations  who 
went  before  him.  Was  it  justice,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  evict  a  man  for 
one  or  two  years'  rent  ?  He  had  ex- 
amined the  Campaign  Estates  Return, 
and  he  found  that,  notwithstanding  the 
declarations  of  the  hoh.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  run  from  the  fight, 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Carson),  that  the  annual  rental  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates  was 
£28,000,  and  the  tenants  were  evicted 
for  £59,000.  He  had  examined  other 
Returns,  and  found  very  much  the  same 
result — that  these  tenants  by  the  hundreds 
and  the  thousands  had  been  turned  out  for 
an  arrear  of  two  or  three  years'  rent.  Was 
the  Committee  aware  that  the  tenant 
in  Ireland  could  go  into  the  market,  when 
he  was  allowed  to  go  into  the  market — 
which  he  could  not  always  do  as  in 
Ulster — and  sell  his  interest  in  the  hold- 
ing for  15  or  20  years'  purchase  of  the 
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rent,  so  that  thej  had  it  that  in  Ireland  |  relating  to  Ireland  iind«;r  the  iihii4low  of 

the  interest  of  the  tenant  in  his  holding  ,  a  threat  of  the  action  of  the  f  foij»<;  of 
was  usaallj  as  valoahle  and  often  more  Lord«.  In  a  country  which  th^v  w«rr<; 
valuable  than  the  freehold.     Would  hon.    told  wa.-  fr^s  the  KefireMrntativ^r^'of  fh<; 

Gentlemen  suffer  these  men  to  be  robbed  people  were  con* tantly  iuiirjlt/yj  },y  tUrtitLfn 
of  that  interest;  would  they  suffer  the  of  the  »cXiOu  of  an  \'uf*i\»j*''*A:u^9iUy. 
landlords  who  ran  before  their  Acts  of    Chamfjer.      If<:   -ai'J    let   the   Ho  i'^:  'A 

Parliament,  who  took  advantage  of  the  LorJi  try  it — \*:i\\i*itu  t\o  xJti«r\T  ifr^,r**.     Jf 

delay  of  the  law,  to  rob  the:^  tenants  who  they    wo-aJd.     t{>ey     kr#ev    t'.<;    •■','. ^^.^ 

possessed  so  valuable  an  interest,  and  to  o»ier:f*»  tha:  V^il'tM*^*  ih*  fyrs,]j^,'.*3^*  *»*. 

be  evicted  for  two  or  three  years'  arrear?  for  Dl*: -r^v*  A':!,     7  t-.h  *^f.*^/s  .^  .'m* 

of  rent  ?     The  landlord  on  the  one  hand  •<»  far  Tizr.:   -^  -.vz-e  ♦^tr '/-#  wr-     ••>. 

and  the  land-grabber  on  the  other  were  H->2*-t   -.5  \y/!^.*   ■:..£'.*.    p  -•./*:    -•-*%. 

the  partners  in  an  act  of  appropriatiou  !ito  \  wv."*-t  y^-.-  .  •  >yr.  •:.*.-.  ••.*-.-     .4^ 

and  plunder.      He  had  said  that  in  many  ye:  .ja.:   -^ t  >t- >•••>»: :   *;>  v.  /-.-    .*   =-   v, 

cases  these  were  not  inhuman  tenant-,  t*?-^  '.t^rzjL-.'^  --.rv-.r'-   »-  *  ".'•%  -/  v.-  •■ 

and  they  were  willing  to  put  words  into  ti^  r-  ■*^.-.i»ir-.-  -■'  T-r  av:  v.  /■•   ^  •■  a.'.j- 

the  Bill,  if  this  subject  should  lie  reai¥on-  ^.-.r^  :  *  v.  :  --j*--    •  ju-.  *-v  >i>-    >■'■.*•- 

ably   considered   by   the   House,   wliicL  -■:-    A    ■...^■.  •;    vt* 
should  make  it  clear  that  the  arbitrator 

should  have  power  to  consider  whether  --.-f-^-  -.-z  ■>•  J-  •-.    •^.•:' *  \\  /" 
these  were  fcowfl^rfc  tenants  or  not,  or  w  Ik-  --.  ta^— .  - ..-    -. :  '/    ■*   '•.»-.•    ■...'■■    ra- 
ther they  had  a  substantial  interest  in  the  -'.  i:;k--. -"r--   -   t-   -    -■•    -•..'..-     -        .^ 
holding,  but  where  they  were  mere  a^ent*  -:•';..:    it              -•^- .p.i»*     .tv                •  ^' 
aud  instruments  of  revenge  he  riTtainly  :•-- i-.t:    v    ■.   .    -i-i    -:i>"-     />.-  r* 
pleadeil  they  ought  to  beexc!mIwP»y  rhe  -r-pf-^i.-  ■  .,-•  .     ».-.  --.^•.  r-.-  ..    ^      ,.  . 
Act.     No  harm  was  doneioany  wjiiitalik  ■.:•!:     :r  •'.ir.:-.-  /»  ^ 
right,  and  lie  ventured  to  Huhmif  to  \\a 
Committee  that  if  it  be  true  n]>on  theori^ 
hand  that  pressure  was  pi&''e<l  by  [iiiM:^ 
opinion  upon  these  men  to  rrjrrend'^r  tij<:  - 
tenancv  of  these  farms,  there  wk^  kW. 

m 

pressure  upon  them  from  other  r^ri»r*er» 

to  remain.     Those  who  did  rjot  think  '/ 

equity,  who  had  no  respefrt  I'ti  the  f/dfc*^  ^  :.    •     A    'i..            a  - 

of  Ireland,  who  were  work'--::  th:- o^e^  ■•  Ji-- :.  -'      •  -i --■       4 

tiou   for   sinister  endsi    ii    ^     raii'-orr,':^  r.  ■--       .  -     -...—       -  •    *. . 

spirit  of  political  faction, Tr.'i'.'.*  a- k 'i'.*^  -•*•-*-                       -     •■-         "■ ' 

men  to  remain,  and,  theref'/r*-. -.':»;» o  srn'  *."                 -             -■       "  ^ 

that  for  many  of  these  met -1.^;  w','j.l  :•.  -   -rr  :•-  ■    ..- ~  r- 

a  good  personal  act  by  dir*^'>.:f  'K^r.  'o  l  ..  •■            •*"-.  ■        —* 

go,   because  if  they  pot    '•'.*:  fi"     t  ".  —        •    ».  -  ■  -    -             -    i 

direction  to  them  to  go,  th--  .v.*  *'»  *:'i'''  .  —    "-      —               '          u: 

to   pressure  from  one  sid*'-.*  ",■■'.  u^'\,^r.  .  —     "•  .         .              '        _■ 

and  many  of  these  men  m!^-."  Vr    i^itftr  --        .  -               r       • 

such  pressure  that  without  sr..--.  ^  :>«-'^^».n  i          -   • 

theycould  not  but  insist  on  r*r".A  -.ri/. -.'ir  *  '     '                             ■    -  .  - 

who  would  be  glad  to  go  '.r   .•-'^^•i-  nsj  —■                ■*--' 

compensation.      Heventnn^i  -» -., '^Miti-  •    -    .    .            .             -    '  — - 

dence  to  submit  this  Anieiirhr.*^r. -  r^  rlur  ■5-—  ^'                         -  --^,-    .4^ 

consideration  of  the  6t)vereni*%-'.-      rii«  ---                              -     -.--.. 

Government    had    seen    the    o** '•    '"  '^*"                                    ^    ^ 
which    the     Bill    was   opprj^*.::       jIh»v 

knew  that  almost  at  the  mnmp-.'  ^tf   '«  "• 
introiluotion  they  were  threar^nr*:    vitli 

theHou8eofLord8;tbey  won.it  -f'.olliiTf  •»'     -^-^                -....-    -^ 

that  in  recent  yews  they  eomluiT^f:  'liiMr  :h;i.-     --                         — -    -     -: 

Debates   in   this  Hook  en  *,     ruiih^r^  «'»rr..                                 ur    ■    i«m. 
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'which  roj  hon.  Friend  referred  to,  and 
which  he  called  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to ;  I  quite  admit  if  in  those  cases 
the  evicted  tenants  are  not  seciire<l,  to 
that  extent  the  policy  of  the  Bill  will 
have  failed.  After  all,  my  hou.  Friend 
came,  towards  the  end  of  hin  speech,  to  a 
proposition  that  shows  the  difference 
between  him  and  his  friends  and  the 
Government.  The  difference  between  the 
object  he  has  in  view  and  the  machinerj 
which  we  have  provided  in  the  clauses 
we  have  introduced  is  not  so  serious  in 
its  moral  effect  and  working  as  might 
appear,  and  as  the  hou.  Gentleman  ap- 
parently appears  to  imagine.  He  admits 
he  is  willing  to  give  power  to  the  arbi- 
trators to  say  whether  one  of  these  new 
tenants  is  a  bona  fide  tenant  or  not,  and 
whether  be  has  or  has  not  a  sub- 
stantial interest  in  the  holding.  My 
hon.  Friend  makes  that  an  issue. 
Now,  what  do  I  say  on  the  other 
side  ?  I  say  that  in  my  expectation 
where  the  new  tenant  is,  in  my  hon. 
Friend^s  language,  not  a  bona  fide  farmer, 
and  where  he  has  not  n  substantial  inte- 
rest in  his  holding,  that  in  that  case  the 
new  tenant  will  be  found  willing  to  go, 
and  that  we  have  made  a  provision  for 
those  cases  in  some  clauses  of  the  third 
clause.  I  do  not  know  whether  mv  hon. 
Friend  realises  how  far  this  third  clause 
goes  to  meet  that  view.  His  view  admits 
that  if  the  new  tenant  is  a  botidfide  far- 
mer— has  a  substantial  interest — that  in 
that  case  he  admits  he  is  willing  to  allow 
the  arbitrators  to  decline  to  make  an 
absolute  order.  I  contend  that  such  h 
change  as  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
would  make  in  the  Bill  is  not  necessary, 
because — and  I  repeat  it — these  tenants 
who  are  not  bona  fide  and  have  not  a 
substantial  interest  Avonld  naturally  be 
willing  to  go  upon  the  terms  provided  in 
the  Bill.  I  would  remind  the  Committee 
of  what  the  Mathew  Commission  says  on 
this  difficult  subject.  Their  reconmionda- 
tiou  was  this  :  The  Commission — that  is 
to  sav,  either  the  Land  Commission  or  a 
Special  Commission — should  have  power 
upon  the  application  of  the  evicted  tenant 
to  inquire  whether  the  new  tenant  has  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  holding,  and 
when  it  shall  appear  there  is  no 
such  interest  to  reinstate  the  former 
tenant  on  such  terms  as  may  seem  just. 
That  is  a  provision    that  will  satisfy  my 

Mr,  J.  Motley 


hoD.  Friend.  Then  they  went  on  to  say 
the  Commission  should  be  able  to  ascer- 
tain the  terms,  if  any,  on  which  a  new 
tenant  or  purchaser  having  a  substantial 
interest  may  be  willing  to  surrender  it 
to  a  former  tenant,  and,  if  they  think  the 
terms  reasonable,  to  assist  the  evicted 
tenant  by  making  a  grant  of  half  the 
amount.  We  have  considered,  as  care- 
fully as  wo  could,  in  the  light  of  opinion 
and  experience  in  both  cases,  and  we  were 
of  opinion  the  first  recommendation 
of  the  Commission,  apart  from  its  im- 
policy, was  not  required,  I  will  give 
one  or  two  illustrations  of  the  class 
of  cases  with  which,  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  we  might  deal.  I  have  had 
a  Report  made  to  me  of  the  admission  of 
new  tenants  on  some  of  the  estates — ^I 
will  not  mention  them  by  name — ^into 
which  the  Mathew  Commission  inquired, 
and  others  in  which  it  is  likely  the  new 
tenant,  as  we  think,  would  undoubtedly 
avail  himself  of  the  power  to  bring  the 
matter  to  the  notice  of  the  arbitrator 
under  the  third  clause.  These  are  cases 
that  have  been  carefully  considered,  and 
this  is  the  kind  of  instance  :  In  one  in- 
stance the  case  is  that  of  the  son  of  a  small 
farmer  in  an  adjoining  county.  He  has 
very  bad  land  and  cannot  make  it  pay. 
The  Committee  may  wonder  why  if  the 
land  cannot  be  made  to  pay  the  evicted 
tenant  should  1)e  wanting  to  go  back. 
To  those  who  are  acquainted  with  Irish 
agriculture  such  a  difficulty  would  not 
present  itself.  Anotlier  case  is  that  of  a 
man  who  also  could  not  make  it  pay.  I 
have  a  considerable  collection  of  cases  of 
that  kind.  There  are,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  few  men  on  these  estates  who  have  got 
a  substantial  interest  in  their  holdings 
which  they  would  be  sorry  to  sacrifice. 
It  will,  of  course,  l>e  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  use  everv  means  in  their 
power  to  protect  these  men  in  the  posi- 
tions they  have  taken.  Let  there  be  no 
misunderstanding  on  this  point.  We  are 
considering  not  a  matter  of  police,  of  law 
and  order  in  its  narrow  sense,  and  I  do 
not  believe  the  object  of  my  hon.  Friend 
itself  would  be  l>etter  carried  out  or  so 
well  carried  out  by  the  Amendment  he 
wishes  to  introiluce  into  the  Bill  as  it 
would  be  by  the  natural  willingness  of 
these  men,  who  are  not  ^o//ff/rVr  farmers, 
and  who  have  no  substantial  interest, 
to  leave  on  the  terms  that  were  open  to 
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■  'them  ia  lli»  Bill.  Ikl/  hon.  FrieDil' 
'  iJppoHite  Imi  given  ii  very  eloquent  nnd 
«ery  uaeful  oxpluiiiiiiou  of  some  of  tfae 
peculiarities  of  tlielrigb  sytnem.  I  will 
poiui  ODt  to  him  and  to  gentlemen  who 
flit  arotiuii  him  that  to  have  loaded  a 
Bill  whiirh  is  alr«>aily,  at  the  best,  an 
extremely  difticult  Bill  to  commeud  ta  the 
«ompreIiensioD  of  lUia  Houae,  where  t^e 
oonditious  of  Ireland,  either  monieutarily 
or  permauenlly,  »re  ho  ill  uuderstood, 
«ven  iu  Its  present  moderate  form — to 
have  loml^  it  with  further  clauses  em- 
bodjing  such  a  view  ns  I  know  is  bold 
■nt  ouir  hj  hon.  Members  in  tliis  House, 
but  by  a  great  body  of  Irish  tenants, 
aud  gaiug  fnrther  iu  that  direction  than 
we  have  done,  would  have  been  to  ex- 
pose the  Hill  to  defeat  iu  tbia  House, 
und  would  hare  given  better  i^roiuide 
tban  exist  for  action  against  it  elae- 
where.  W'bai  was  the  argument  wbieh 
_  wasalwaysreeeivej  witli  eh  eers  from  those 


V  present  such 

e  ?        That  argument 

There  ia  no  doubt 


i  which 
estiug  nppearai 
btwaye  was  that  tbit> 
Piut  an  evieting  Bill, 

'o  to  accept  tlie  Amendment  of 
ny  hon.  Friend,  wo  should  leave  it  open 
10  gentlemen  who  oppose  the  Bill  to  say, 
^You  are  eompulsorily  evieting  tenants 
e  there  with  a  title  which,  though 
ipinion  may  not  recognise  it,  is  a 
legal  title,"  and  to  ensure  the  destruction 
f  the  Bill.  But  I  must  go  a  little  fur- 
it  us  suppose  the  Bill  had  been 
outaining  auch  a  provision  tis 
ndmentnrms  at.  Suppose  it  was 
rried  through  both  Houses  and  became 
n  Aut  of  Parliament  r  I,  for  one,  should 
ertaioly  not  contemplate  it  with  equani- 
'  V  of  the  sollcn  aud  jealous 
eyowhioh  England  always  keeps  upon  all 
doings  in  Ireland,  I  should  not  l»ve  looked 
forward  with  equanimity  to  the  nec^essiiy  ,if 
I  bad  remained  iu  Office,  of  carrying  out  ' 
on  behalf  of  tlie  Government  what  would 
ttkve  been  neither  more  nor  loss  than  an 
evicting  campaign,  because  undonbtedty 
if  this  provision  were  inserted  in  the  Bill 
it  wonld  have  necessitated — not  over  a 
iMg*  area  poesibly,  but  certainly  in  a 
goiA  many  cases — tjie  Government  eo- 
t«riDg  upon  an  evicting  campaign.  That 
IB  a  matter  for  cousiderfttion  from  the 
aduiitifetratire  point  of  view.  I  have 
olnted  out  objections  from  the  point  of 
lew  of  policy  ;  I   have  pointed  out  that 


this  Ameadment  would  bo  superfluoust  in 
view  of  subsequent  provisions,  for  achiev- 
ing the  objects  which  my  iion.  Friend  has 
iu  his  mind,  aud  therefore,  thoRgh  1  find 
myself  departing  from  the  views  of  my 
lion.  Friends,  I  feel  bound  to  do  so  in  the 
interests  of  the  Bill  and  of  the  polioy 
which  is  common  to  us  and  i«  them. 

Mb.  KILBHIDE  (Kerry,  8.)  said,  he 
should  bo  failing  iu  his  duty  to  the  evicted 
tenants  of  Ireland  if  he  did  notavail  him- 
self of  the  very  first  opportunity  of 
I  raifaiug  this  question  of  the  new  teiwuil;. 
I  He  noticed  that  in  the  speeches  whiob 
I  had  been  made  upon  this  Bill  they  bad 
,  l>een  asked  to  have  perfect  trust  in  the 
Commission  of  Arbitration.  Ue  was  not 
personally  acquainted  with  any  of  the 
Arbitrators,  but  still  ho  trusted  ihem  aod 
wished  to  widen  the  scope  of  tbeir 
I  Befercuoe.  He  wanted  to  see  this  sooial 
and  administrative  difKculty  Ju  Ireland 
j  finally  settled.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
I  Ireland  had  said  that  every  tenant  was 
.  likely  to  get  back  who  could  make  out  a 
reasonable  case.  He  knew  cases  on  one 
!  of  the  estates  inquired  iulo  by  the 
I  Mathew  Commission  where  some  farms 
I  were  occupied  by  new  tenants  and  otlien 
I  were  in  the  hands  of  tbe  landlord.  As  ha 
read  the  Bill,  iu  tbe  case  of  tbe  farms  in 
tbe  hands  of  the  landlord,  the  evicted 
tenants  wonld  have  the  right  to  be  reia- 
Htated,  while,  ia  the  case  of  farms  whiok 
were  occupied  by  new  tenants,  the  evicted 
tenants  would  have  uo  rights  whatever 
under  the  Bill.  But,  were  not  the 
equitable  rights  of  the  evicted  tenants 
the  same  in  both  cases  'i  Why,  then, 
did  the  Chief  Secretary  difforea- 
tiale  between  two  men  with  the 
same  equitable  rights,  because  one  man'a 
farm  happened  to  be  grabbed  and  the 
other  man's  happened  to  be  worked  by 
the  landlord  'f  His  Amendment  raided 
the  whole  question  as  to  the  equitable 
rights  of  a  truant  whether  the  farm  was 
iu  the  hands  of  the  landlord  or  the  new 
teuant.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  any  evicted  tenant  who  could 
niuke  out  a  reasonable  case  was  to  be  re- 
instated. Many  of  these  farms  were  not 
in  the  hands  of  new  tenants,  and  were 
not  worked  by  the  Undlord,  but  were 
being  worked  by  political  organisations. 
How  many  were  worked  by  the  Land 
Corporation,  uid  bow  many  were  worked 
for  political    purposes  'i       H.jw     much 
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money'  had  the  Ik>d.  Member  for' South 
TjroDe  collected  in  this  conntry  to  enable 
some  of  these  so-called  tenants  to  occupy 
llie  holdings  they  now  occupied  ?  These 
men  were  put  into  occupation  for  political 
purposes,  and  was  he  to  be  told  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  in  no  case  where 
the  -land  was  in  the  hands  of  some  of 
these  political  organ iJBations  could  this 
Board  of  Arbitration  inquire  into  thecase  ? 
There  were  innumerable  cases  where  the 
bogus  or  so-called  tenant  was  simply  an 
agent  for  the  Land  Corporation  or  some 
other  political  body  in  Ireland,  and  nnder 
the  Bill  the  Arbitrators  would  have  no 
power  or  right  to  inquire  into  such  cases 
every  one  of  which  he  excluded  from 
their  purview.  They  were  told  that  this 
Bill  was  an  amnesty  for  those  who  had 
suffered  in  the  laud  war ;  but  was  this 
amnesty  to  be  confined  to  certain  cases  ? 
He  admitted  that  there  might  be  one  or 
two  genuine  new  tenants.  He  knew 
very  few  of  such  new  tenants,  but  he  did 
know  of  the  case  of  a  man  who  was 
financed  and  enabled  to  become  a  new 
tenant  by  the  organisation  at  the  head  of 
which  was  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone.  That  man  was  financed  by 
English  money,  subscribed  by  English 
landlords,  who  dreaded  the  onward 
march  of  land  reform  in  Ireland, 
and  were  apprehensive  lest  it  should 
spread  to  their  own  side  of  the  water. 
One  of  these  men  financed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  was  a  pur- 
chaser. His  annual  instalment  to  the 
English  taxpayer  was  £28,  whereas  the 
rent  of  the  old  tenant  was  £60,  so  that 
he  occupied  the  farm  for  50  per  cent,  less 
than  the  annual  payment  the  old 
tenant  had  to  make  to  his  land- 
lord. What  did  this  new  tenant  do 
two  years  ago  ?  He  went  into  the  office 
of  a  solicitor  in  the  local  town  and  had 
a  letter  written  to  the  evicted  tenant.  He 
wanted  to  know  what  the  evicted  tenant 
would  give  to  get  his  holding  back. 
This  was  the  case  of  one  of  those  new 
tenants  who,  the  Chief  Secretary  said, 
the  monient  the  Bill  became  law  would 
not  continue  in  the  farms.  He  doubted 
that  statement  very  much,  and  he  said 
that  while  he  knew  there  were  many 
of  these  bogus  tenants  anxious  and  wil- 
ling to  obtiiiu  something  for  getting  out 
of  the  holdings  it  would  depend  largely 
upon  the  amount  of  political  capital  that 

J/r.  Kilbride 


eould  be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gronile- 
man*8  political  foes  in  Ireland  whether 
these  men  should  be  kept  there  in  order 
that  this  social  and  admiDistrative  diffi- 
culty might  be  continued.  None  of  the 
landlords^  associations  had  ever  made  any 
money.  These  were  instituted  to  fight 
the  cause  of  the  landlord  venui  the  cause 
of  the  Irish  tenant.  What  right  bad  he 
to  snppose  that  the  moment  this  Bill 
became  law  these  politieal  organi- 
sations would  disappear  from  the 
field.  If  the  Conservative  Party 
believed  that  political  capital  could  be 
made  out  of  these  bogus  tenants  for  the 
next  General  Election,  they  would  not 
be  averse  to  paying  them  to  keep  their 
occupation  of  the  evicted  farms,  and  so 
prevent  them  from  coming  under  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  widen  the  scope  and 
enlarge  the  field  of  discretion  which  they 
had  already  given  to  the  Arbitrators. 
They  were  told  to  have  confidence  in 
these  three  gentlemen,  and  he  had  confi- 
dence in  them.  But  if  everybody  had 
confidence  in  them  why  hamper  them  in 
their  inquiry  ?  Was  this  going  to  he  a 
settlement,  or  was  it  not  ?  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  social  and  ad- 
ministrative difficulty  in  Ireland  ;  then 
why  not  permit  the  Arbitrators  to  deal 
with  the  whole  question  ?  The  British 
House  of  Commons  would  never  take 
the  advice  of  the  Irish  Members.  Be- 
cause thev  would  not  take  their  advice 
they  had  to  pass  the  Act  of  1881.  They 
refused  to  do  so  in  1886,  and  they  hail  to 
pass  the  Land  Act  of  1887.  The  House 
of  Commons  never  took  the  advice  of  the 
Members  from  Ireland.  They  would  not 
take  it  now,  but  he  warned  them  that 
within  the  next  two  years,  if  the  House 
did  not  deal  with  this  social  and  adminis- 
trative difficulty  by  Bill,  it  would  settle 
itself.  As  an  Irish  Member  and  a  man 
who  loved  his  country,  he  did  not  want 
to  see  the  difficulty  settled  otherwise 
than  by  Act  of  Parliament.  The  House 
of  Commons  must  cope  with  the  re- 
duction of  prices  and  the  restriction  of 
produce,  or  early  next  year  they  would 
have  to  be  engaged  in  another  Land  Bill 
for  Ireland.  He  noticed  that  one  subject 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham talked  about  was  the  Protestant 
new  tenants.  He  had  himself  some 
knowledge     of     the     Protestant     new 
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tenants,  and  would  proceed  to  tell 
the  Committee  one  fact.  He  knew  an 
estate  in  Ireland  largely  occupied  by 
Caiholie  tenants,  ererj  one  of  whom  was 
a  member  of  the  combination.  After 
half  of  them  were  evicted  they  were 
offered  terms,  which  were  that  they 
shonld  bny  their  holdings  at  18  years' 
purchase.    Bnt  if  hon.  Members  would 


pened  to  be  in  the  occupation  of  a  new 
tenant,  then  the  arbitrators  were  to  be 
estopped  if  the  new  tenant  objected  to 
the  making  of  any  order  to  restore  the 
old  tenant  to  the  farm.  The  argument 
which  had  been  used,  that  the  discretion 
of  the  arbitrators  should  not  be  limited 
in  this  way,  was  one  which  he  thought 
was  very  difficult  to  answer.     He  must 


look  at  the  Schedule  of  the  Mathew  I  say  he  regretted  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
Commission  they  would  find  that  the  !  tary  had  intervened  at  such  an  early 
Protestant  tenants  bought  at  13  years* '  stage   of  the  Debate.     The  right  hon. 


purchase,  whilst  the  Catholic  tenants 
were  required  to  pay  18,  or  a 
difference   of  five  years.     Was   that  a 


Gentleman  had  not  made  a  very  strong 
or  vigorous  speech  in  opposition  to  tlie 
Amendment ;  in  fact,  he  did  not  think  he 


fair  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter  ?  I  should  be  doing  any  injustice  to  the 
He  knew  that  the  Protestant  tenants  right  hon.  (^^tleman  if  be  said  that  the 
did  not  go  on  strike,  and  these  were  the  I  objection  he  entertained  was  upon 
rewards  they  got  through  the  sacrifices    grounds  of   expediency  rather   than  of 


and   sufferings   of  the  Catholic  tenants 
who  did  go  on  strike.     The  Bill,  as  it 


principle.     It  was  certainly  a  matter  for 
regret  that  he  bad  intervened  before  he 


stood,  only  provided  that  the  Arbitrators  |  had  heard  all  that  could  be  said  by 
could  inquire  into  the  cases  where  the  |  various  Members  in  support  of  the 
land  was  in  the  hands  of  the  landlords.  Amendment.  Tbe  object  of  the  Bill,  as 
He  would  like  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tell  .  had  been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
them  how  many  cases  there  were  where  i  tleman,  was  to  remove  a  social  and  ad- 
the  land  was  not  in  the  occupation  of  |  ministrative  difficulty  which  existed  in 
either  a  new  tenant  or  the  landlord,  but  •  Ireland,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  the  occupation  of  the  Land  Cor-  i  the  Chief  Secretary  had  proved  by  the 
poration  or  some  other  political  organiza-  |  speech  which  be  had  just  delivered  that 
tion  ?  He  supposed  if  the  Bill  passed  in  |  if  a  number  of  the  new  tenants  insisted 
its  present  form  all  these  cases  would  be  {  upon  clinging  to  their  holdings  which 
excluded  from  the  purview  of  the  Arbi-  i  they  had  got  after  the  former  tenants  had 
trators,  and  he  was  desirous  of  bringing  been  evicted,  so  far,  at  any  rate,  the 
under  the  discrimination  of  the  new  Bill  must  be  a  failure.  It  had  been 
tribunal  every  case  in  which  a  political  stated  that  there  were  some  1,600  of 
organization,  established  for  the  purpose  |  these  new  tenants,  and  there  was  no 
of  making  capital  for  a  political  Party,  question  that  there  was  a  very  large 
held  the  land.  He  hoped  the  Govern-  !  number  of  them.  The  old  tenants  in 
ment  would  see  their  way  to  adopt  the  most  cases  lived  in  the  immediate 
Amendment.  neighbourhood  of  the  grabbed  farms,  and 

Mr.    J.     REDMOND     (Waterford)    ^^  ^0"^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^'^S^^  ^^»-  ^^n- 

thought  it  was  well  that  this  question  had  I  Ji^™^"  '^  ^^''^\  Secretary  or  for  any 
,       ^    .     .  ,  ,  ^  .    ;  Enirlish  Member,  to  answer  tbe  argument 

been  raised  at  such  an  early  stage,  as  it  i  ^^^  ^^^^^^   ^^   ^^e  hon.   Member  for 

was  probably  the  most  important  which  North  Kerry,  who  asked  whether  these 
would  come  up  for  consideration  on  the  '■  old  tenants,  living  in  the  immediate 
Bill.  He  would  in  two  or  three  sen-  i  neighbourhood  of  the  farms  from  which 
tences  make  an  earnest  appeal  to  English  '  they  had  been  evicted,  could  be  expected 
Members  to  see  whether  they  could  not  ,  to  remain  peaceful  and  quiet  if  they  saw 
vote  in  favour  of  an  Amendment  the  j  their  neighbours  restored,  whilst  rein- 
object  of  which  had  been  explained  with  statement  was  refused  to  them.  He  re- 
great  clearness.  The  Bill  provided  that '  membered  a  famous  speech — which  had 
where  the  land  was  in  the  occupation  of  I  been  so  often  quoted  that  it  had  almost 
a  landlord  that  then  the  arbitrators  were  '  become  hackneyed,  made  by  the  Presi- 
to  be  empowered  to  investigate  the  ques-  |  dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
tion  as  to  whether  the  tenant  ought  not  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  in  Ireland,  in  which 
to  be  restored ;  but  where  the  land  hap-    he  said — 
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<' Within  three  monthB  of  the  present  Qorem-  \ 
mcnt  coming  into  power   the    land-grabber  i 
would,  cither  by  legislation  in  that  House  or 
in  some  other  way,  be  resolved  into  his  original 
elements." " 

He  thought  that  was  the  phrase  of  the 
right  hoD.  GentlemaD.  What  was  the  | 
meaning  of  that  statement  ?  It  meant 
that  the  land-grabber  should  be  got  rid  of 
if  the  social  peace  of  Ireland  was  to  be 
preserved.  In  the  Bill  before  the  House 
the  Grovernmeut  did  not  propose  to 
remove  the  land*grabber  by  legislation. 
Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  must  be  of  opinion,  and 
every  honest  man  must  be  of  opinion, 
that  if  the  peace  of  Irelaiid  was  to  be 
preserved  the  land-grabber  must  be  got 
rid  of  in  some  other  way  ;  that  wa)  to  say, 
that  public  opinion  must  be  brought  to 
bear  to  get  rid  of  the  land-grabbers  if  the 
peace  of  Ireland  was  to  be  preserved. 
The  Chief  Secretary  said  he  shrank 
from  entering  upon  an  eviction  campaign 
against  these  new  tenants.  Suroly  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  respon- 
sible for  the  peace  of  Ireland  would 
shrink  still  more  from  an  uprising  of 
public  opinion  directed  against  the  new 
tenants  which  must  be  inevitable  if  the 
Bill  was  passed  and  the  men  to  whom  he 
had  referred  were  excepted  from  its 
operation.  As  he  had  already  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau^s 
objection  to  the  Amendment  was  based 
rather  upon  grounds  of  expediency  than 
of  principle,  because  he  did  not  say  that 
it  would  be  unjust  to  evict  the  now 
tenants  and  to  restore  the  old  tenants. 
He  could  not  say  that,  because  he  and 
Jiis  supporters  had  voted  in  favour  of  Mr. 
O'Kelly's  Bill,  and  whilst  he  admitted 
that  a  vote  in  favour  of  the  Second 
Beading  did  not  imply  that  everyone  so 
voting  approved  of  every  detail  in  the 
Bill,  he  contended  that  they  conld  not 
have  voted 'for  the  Second  Reading  if 
they  had  objected,  as  being  unjust,  to  the 
principle  of  a  Bill  one  of  the  leading 
provisions  of  which  was  that  no  exception 
should  be  made  in  favour  of  new  tenants, 
but  that  they  should  be  treated  on  precisely 
the  same  principle  as  where  farms  from 
which  the  old  tenants  had  l)een  evicted 
were  in  the  occupation  of  the  lan«llord. 
Therefore,  the  Chief  Secretarv  could 
not  take  the  objection  that  this  Amend- 
ment would   be    unjust,  and  he  did  not 
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take  the  objection  that  it  -would  be  un- 
just.    He  had   based   his  objection  en- 
tirely upon  the  gpround   of   expediency. 
He  would   appeal    to  fair-minded   men 
who  took  an   interest   in  the  Bill  whe- 
ther   the   argument   founded   upon   ex- 
pediency was  a  wise   or  a  sound  argu- 
ment.    "If,"  said  the  Chief   Secretary, 
*^  we  iiad  overloaded  this  Bill  by  putting 
into    it   this    provision,  the   Bill   would 
have  been  destroyed.'*     So  he  had  kept 
this  provision  out   of   the  Bill  in  order 
to  conciliate   the   Opposition  I     Had  it 
had    that   result  ?     He   had    kept   this 
provision   out    in    order   that   the   Bill 
might    become    law.      Did    the    Chief 
Secretary  believe   that   he   had    in   the 
slightest  degree  increased  the  chance  of 
the  Bill   becoming    law    by  the   course 
which  he  had  taken  ?     Nothing  of  the 
kind.     What   he    had   done  would  dis- 
appoint the    hopes    of   a   large  number 
of  tenants  in  Ireland  who  believed  that 
they  had  a  just  claim  for  restoration  to 
their  holdings,  and  would  make  the  Bill 
so  halting  and  ineffectual  in  its  character, 
that  if  it  were  passed  into  law  it  could 
not  possibly  cure  the  social  and  adminis- 
trative difficulty  to  which  it  was  directed. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
accept  this  proposal  in  the  interests  of 
peace  in    Ireland,  he   would  urge  most 
strongly  upon  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  which 
they    were   discussing    under    the   most 
peculiar  circumstances.     He  was  aware 
that  it  had  been  confidently  stated  that 
the  Bill  was  certain  to  be  rejected  on  the 
Second  Reading  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Whether  that  were  so  or  not,  at  any  rate 
if  the  House  of  Commons  passed  the  Bill 
containing  a  provision  such  as  that  which 
it  was   now  sought  to   insert,  making  it 
apply,  subject   to  the  discretion   of  the 
arbitrators,  to  all  classes  of  tenantj*,  even 
that  fact  would  go  a  long  way  to  assist 
the  Chief  Secretary  in   preserving  peace 
in  Ireland.     But  if  the  Bill  were  passed 
bv  the  House  of  Commons  in  such  a  de- 
I  fective    condition    as    to    exclude    those 
cases   which  lay  at  the  very   centre  of 
this  Irish  trouble,  where  the  evicted  farms 
had  been   tiiken  by  others,  then  he  con- 
I  fessed  that  he  thought  the  prospects  of 
.  the    right    hon.    Gentleman     preserving 
peace  in  Ireland  would  be  mucli  less  certain 
than  if  he  had  gone  the  length  of  evicting 
'  the  new  tenants.    He  would  earnestlv  im- 


1517    .,..  £mit^  Tenant         {1  August  1894}  (Ireland)  Arhiraihn  Bill.  1^16 


precis  op  Members  opposite  to  oast  their 
votes  in  favour  of  au  AmeodmeDt  which 
the  Chief  Secretairy  did  uot  afieot  to  saj 
was  unjust,  but  his  opposition  to  which 
uras  based,  if  he  (Mr.  Redmond)  might 
aay  so  without  offeuce,  upon  the  ridiculous 
ground  that  he  would  promote  the  chance 
of  the  Bill  passing  into  Jaw  bj  concilia- 
ting the  Opposition.  By  so  doing  the 
Liberal  Members  would  prove  their 
desire  to  do  justice  all  round,  and  show 
their  willingness  to  deal  in  a  thorough 
manner  with  an  admitted  evil. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.)  :  I  do  not 
propose  to  address  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  this  Bill  without  asking  their 
permission  to  express  on  my  own  behalf, 
and  on  behalf  of  my  colleagues  who  sit 
round  me  on  these  Benches,  the  gratitude 
which  we  feel  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Courtney)  for  the  speech  he  delivered  in 
this  House  yesterday.  It  was  a  speech 
the  effect  of  which,  I  venture  to  say,  will 
not  pass  awf^y  for  many  a  long  day .  As 
an  Irish  Nationalist,  and  as  one  who  is 
deeply  convinced  of  the  necessity  of 
setting  up  a  Parliament  to  manage  Irish 
affairs,  I  recognise  in  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
enemies  we  have  in  this  House,  because, 
indeed,  we  might  begin  to  entertain 
some  fears  for  the  future  of  the 
cause  of  Irish  self  -  government  if 
this  House  approached  the  conside- 
ration of  Irish  grievances  and  Irish 
difficulties  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
approached  by  the  right  hon.  Member. 
But  many  a  long  day  must  elapse, 
judging  from .  the  reception  which  that 
speech  met  with  from  his  colleagues  and 
those  who  sympathise  with  his  political 
views  ivk  this  House,  before  he  will 
succeed  in  impressing  upon  the  Unionists 
the  enlightened  and  sympathetic  views 
which  he  expressed  in  that  speech. 
There  is  just  one  other  matter  Ijefore  I 
address  myself  to  the  subject  now  under 
discussion  that  I  would  ask  leave  to  sav 
a  word  about.  There  has  been  repeated 
for  the  twentieth  or  thirtieth  time  sneers, 
and  what  appeared  to  me  to  be  unjust 
observations,  in  reference  to  the  right 
hon.  GitButleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre),  It  has  been  insinuated,  and  it 
has  been  made  a  matter  of  charge  against 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has  run 


[  away  from  certain  expressions  of  sym- 
I  pathy  in  speeches  which  he  delivered  in 
I  Ireland  in  support  of  the  cause  of  the 
I  evicted  tenants.  He  was  asked  the  other 
day  in  the  House  why,  if  his  wishes  as 
expressed  in  those  speeches  were  not 
carried  out,  and  the  cause  of  the  evicted 
tenants  taken  up  and  properly  dealt  with 
within  a  few  months  after  the  Govern- 
ment with  which  he  is  connected  came 
into  Office,  he  did  not  retire  from  the 
Government.  I  say  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
evicted  tenants  and  the  Irish  National 
Members  that  we  recognise  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  consistent,  wise,  and 
brave  friend  of  the  evicted  tenants.  He 
came  over  to  Ireland  at  a  time  when  it 
was  not  by  any  means  a  safe  or  agreeable 
task  for  a  man  in  his  position,  and  I  say 
that  so  far  as  I  am  made  acquainted  with 
his  connection  with  that  movement  im 
Ireland,  and  I  am  intimately  acquainted 
with  it  from  the  day  on  which  he  came 
over  to  Ireland  down  to  the  present  hoar, 
his  course  has  been  consistent,  has  been 
honourable,  and  has  been  brave.  He 
lias  most  effectively  pleaded  the  cause  of 
the  evicted  tenants,  both  on  the  platform 
and  in  the  publications  he  has  from  time 
to  time  given  out,  and  he  has  stated  their 
cause  with  admirable  lucidity  and  in  the 
most  becoming  manner  ;  and,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  Member  of  the 
present  Governmert,  we,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, look  upon  his  presence  in  the  Govern- 
ment as  one  of  the  pledges  that  the 
cause  of  the  evicted  tenants  will  not  be 
ignored.  And  if  at  any  time — which 
God  forbid  ! — this  Government  should 
turn  its  back  upon  the  evicted  tenants  in 
Ireland,  I  confess  we  would  look  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  confidence  to 
play  the  part  of  an  honourable  English- 
man, and  to  stand  by  that  cause  even  if 
his  position  in  the  Government  were  at 
stake,  and  I  do  not  think  we  would  be 
disappointed.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  remained  in  the  Government,  it 
is  because  he  believes,  as  we  believe,  that 
the  Government,  considering  all  the  diffi- 
culties they  have  had  to  face,  have  up  to 
the  present  done  what  they  could  to  bring 
this  matter  to  au  issue.  Now  I  come  to 
the  subject  of  this  Amendment.  We  have 
had  iu  the  course  of  the  discussions 
which  have  taken  place  before  the  events 
of  Tuesday  night  the  question  raised 
over   and  over  again,  whether  it  would 
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be  better  to  hftve  compuliiory  clauses  in 
this  measure,  or  whether  it  ought  to  be 
a  purely  voluntary  measure.  A  number 
of  gentlemen  have  stood  up  in  this  House 
and  said,  '^  We  admit,  as  you  said,  that 
this  evil  exists  ;  we  admit,  as  you  admit, 
that  in  the  interests  of  Lreland  and  of 
the  Government  in  this  country,  it  ought 
to  be  met  and  dealt  with.  The  only 
point  of  difference  between  ns  is  whether 
it  would  be  best,  and  most  justly,  and 
most  effectually  dealt  with  by  a  volun- 
tary or  by  a  compulsory  Bill."  Nearly 
all  the  Members  of  this  House,  except  a 
small  number  of  irreconcilables,  admit 
the  grievance  and  admit  that  legislation 
is  urgently  needed  to  cure  it.  Yet  we 
have  the  unparalleled  spectacle  presented 
to  us,  unparalleled  for  nearly  100  years  in 
the  £nglisb  Parliament,  of  the  whole 
Opposition  leaving  the  House  and  re- 
fusing to  engage  in  the  discussion  of  a 
measure  which  they  admit  to  be  necessary 
for  the  good  government  of  Ireland.  If 
any  lesson  was  wanted  to  bring  home 
conviction  to  the  mind  of  every  Eng- 
lishman that  this  House  is  utterly  inca* 
pable  of  dealing  with  Irish  questions, 
the  spectacle  of  the  Opposition  Benches 
to-day  would  afford  it.  Let  me  direct 
attention  for  a  moment  to  the  relative 
merits  of  the  compulsory  principle  of  this 
Bill.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  Member 
iiittiug  round  me  on  these  Benches  who 
would  not  rather  settle  this  matter  by  a 
voluntary  method  if  it  could  be  80  settled. 
The  whole  question  is,  whether  you  can 
believe,  in  the  light  of  past  exj)erience, 
of  the  facts  laid  before  you,  that  a  volun- 
tary Bill  is  likely  to  produce  such  results  ? 
I  cannot,  for  myself,  imagine  for  a  single 
moment  that  gentlemen  who  have  advo- 
cated a  voluntary  Bill  in  settling  this 
measure,  if  they  were  convinced)  that  a 
voluntary  Bill  would  not  settle  it,  would 
still  refuse  to  grant  these  compulsory 
powers.  Let  us  see  for  a  moment  what 
are  the  facts  before  us  on  which  we  have 
to  form  a  judgment.  In  1891  the  volun- 
tary principle  was  put  })efore  the 
House  by  the  then  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  who,  as  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  does  now,  admitted  the 
evil  and  the  necessity  for  a  remedy.  True, 
he  would  not  go  so  far  as  to  give  com- 
pulsory power  against  the  landlords,  but 
he  did  this — he  offered  to  pledge  the 
resources  of  the  British  Exchequer  to  re- 
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instate  these  very  men  whom  we  have 
heard  denounced  so  much.  The  British 
taxpayers  were  asked,  in  the  interes.t  of 
good  government,  to  lend  the  credit  of 
England  in  order  to  restore  the  evicted 
tenants.  We  have-  had  the  experience  of 
three  years,  and  we  now  know  beyond  all 
question  of  controversy  that  the  voluntary 
system  has  been  tried  and  has  failed  ;  and 
that  the  evil  exists  in  as  bad  a  form  as 
ever,  if  not  in  an  aggravated  form.  An 
attempt  was  made  to  charge  us  with 
having  obstructed  the  operation  of  the 
voluntary  principle.  I  am  glad  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  that  there  is 
not  a  shred  or  shjfiulow  of  foundation  in 
that  charge — that  we  in  any  way  exercised 
our  influence  to  block  or  olj^truct  the 
working  of  Clause  13  of  the  Act  of  1891. 
On  the  contrary,  what  are  the  facts  ?  In 
the  few  instances  where  the  clause  di^ 
come  into  operation  we  were  appealed  to, 
and  I  myself,  and  others  of  those  around 
me,  exercised  all  influence  when  appealed 
to  l>y  the  tenants  to  aid  them  to  get  the 
beneflts  of  the  clause.  We  voted  money 
out  of  our  exchequer,  although  it  could  be 
ill  spared  at  the  time,  to  assist  the 
tenants  ;  but  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
Nationalist  leaders  used  all  their  in- 
fluence to  aid  the  working  of  that  clause, 
we  found  that  it  was  a  failure.  I  do  not 
want  to  enter  into  any  recriminatory 
matters  to  show  on  whose  head  the  blame 
must  really  fall  of  the  failure  of  the 
voluntary  principle  in  Clause  13,  but  I 
say  the  reason  was  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  come  to  terms  with  the  laud- 
lords,  and  because,  as  was  pointed  out 
by  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Boilmin,  the  very  landlords 
who  have  it  in  their  power  to  say 
"  nay "  to  the  operation  of  any  volun- 
tary system  are  the  unreasonable  and 
irreconcilable  landlords.  They  are  the 
men  represented  by  the  irreconcilable 
body  in  this  House  who  have  done  every- 
thing in  their  power,  and  I  am  afraid 
have  gone  a  long  way,  towards  wrecking 
this  scheme  for  the  settlement  of  this 
question  in  Ireland — these  are  the  men 
whose  consent  would  have  to  be  obtained 
to  the  working  of  any  voluntary  system 
whatever.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  if  we  desire  compulsory  powers 
to  be  given  in  this  Bill  it  is  simply  and 
solely  because  we  fear  that  the  voluntary 
system  would  not   work,  and    that    we 
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Bhoald  be  obliged  to  raise  the  question 
again.  The  present  Amendment  seeks 
to  extend,  to  some  degree  at  least,  com- 
pnlsorj  powers  to  the  arbitrators  to  deal 
with  the  new  tenants  in  Ireland.  In 
dealing  with  this  Amendment  I  want  to 
say  this — 1  think  this  far  too  grave  a 
matter,  involving  terrible  interests  in 
Ireland,  which  maj  be  the  starting-points 
of  such  serious  events  in  that  country, 
that  I  would  appeal  to  all  mj  friends  and 
to  all  Members  of  this  House  to  approach 
it  without  using  strong  language  or 
language  calculated  to  excite  the  House. 
We  have  now  been  freed  for  good  or 
evil  from  the  presence  of  gentlemen  who 
set  themselves  deliberately  to  rouse  in 
every  form  bitter  recollection  and  passion 
in  the  discussion  of  this  matter.  I  wish 
to  approach  it  as  calmly  and  as  nfode- 
rately  as  I  cau,  and  I  do  recognise  that  in 
dealing  with  this  Bill  and  in  discussing 
this  Amendment  we  have  to  consider 
what  is  within  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  well  as  what  we  desire.  We 
have  been  frequently  charged  with  being 
extremists  and  irreconcilables.  Well,  the 
way  to  make  men  irreconcilable  is  to 
show  them  that  they  will  get  no  con- 
sideration whatever.  If  their  argument^ 
are  addressed  to  deaf  ears,  if  the  people 
subject  to  oppressive  laws  see  there  is  no 
sympathy  for  their  sufferings,  you  can- 
not expect  them  I  to  be  reasonable  ;  but 
when  we  are  met  in  a  reasonable  spirit, 
and  when  a  responsible  Minister,  such  as 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  says  he 
is  desirous  of  dealing  with  this  great  social 
difficulty,  we,  for  our  part,  I  think,  ought 
to  be  willing,  and  we  are  willing,  to  make 
the  most  ample  consideration  for  his 
difficulty.  And,  therefore,  I  say  we  ought 
to  approach  the  consideration  of  the 
Amendment  with  a  full  sense,  in  the  first 
place,  of  the  great  responsibilities  which 
are  placed  upon  all  of  us  in  dealing  with 
a  measure  touching  so  deeply  the  interests 
of  Ireland  and  the  peac«  of  that  country, 
and,  secondly,  with  a  full  feeling  that  we 
owe  to  the  Chief  Secretary  a  frank  and 
liberal  consideration  for  the  difficulties 
which  he  is  placed  under,  as  he  has  also 
shown,  I  think,  a  desire  to  consider  the 
difficulties  of  our  position.  On  this  Amend- 
ment I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  some  of  the  classes  of 
tenants  whom  we  wish  to  have  brought 
within  the  scope  of  the  operation  of  the 


arbitrators.  So  far  as  I  go  myself,  I  am 
chiefly  oonoemed  not  so  much  for  the 
action  of  the  new  tenants,  if  they  were 
left  free  and  uninfluenced  by  sinister 
counsellors  behind  them  or  by  their  em- 
ployers, as  for  the  action  of  those  tenants 
influenced  and  directed  by  the  men  who 
placed  them  where  they  are.  We  believe 
that  very  many  of  them  are  simply 
employis  of  the  Landlord  Corporation  or 
the  Emergency  Association,  and  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who,  from  political 
motives,  desire  to  frustrate  this  Bill  and 
create  political  difficulties  round  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  who  may, 
therefore,  offer  inducements  to  these  so- 
called  new  tenants  to  stick  on  and  refuse 
to  give  up  their  holdings.  Let  us  look 
for  a  moment  on  what  the  character  of 
some  of  these  tenants  is.  The  contention 
that  we  make  is  that  there  are  on  some 
of  these  estates  a  vast  number  of  men 
who  are  in  no  true  sense  of  the  word 
tenants,  but  who  are  political  agents  of 
one  kind  or  another  put  there  for  the 
purposes  of  the  land  war.  I  will  take 
a  most  remarkable  article  dealing  with 
this  very  point  which  is  published  by  the 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  in  the  New  Review  of  this  month, 
and  I  would  ask  hon.  Members  to  keep 
in  mind,  in  connection  with  the  extract 
which  I  am  about  to  read,  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  planters  on  the  Massereene  and 
and  Coolgreany  estates.  When  these 
estates  were  planted  it  was  asserted  that 
these  men  were  bona  fide  farmers  possess- 
ing large  interests  in  their  farms.  Now 
let  us  see  what  is  the  opinion  of  that 
man  who  in  all  Ireland  is  able  to  give  us 
authentic  information  as  to  the  origin  and 
nature  of  this  thing.     He  says — 

**The  planters  are  wholly  confined  to  the 
Masaereene  and  Coolgreany  estates.  They  were 
placed  there  as  an  act  of  war ;  they  were  de- 
liberately helped  with  money  and  material  to 
fight  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  they  constitute 
a  distinct  bot  small  cla^." 

There  is  the  class  who  were  described  as 
bona  fide  tenants,  who  were  described  as 
men  who  had  large  interests  in  their 
holdings,  who  were  paying  their  rents 
regularly,  and  they  are  now  described  by 
the  man  who  gave  them  assistance  as 
men  placed  in  these  farms  as  an  act  of 
war  to  fight  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
ask  you,  would  it  not  be  a  deplorable 
thing  if  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  any 
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OryjTanisation  or  Association  in  Ireland 
who  bave  these  men  in  their  employment, 
and  who  gave  them  large  bribes,  if  they 
bj  any  inducement  could  persuade  them 
to  remain  on  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
up  disturbance  and  trouble  in  the 
country  ?  Here  is  a  very  instructive  case 
that  came  into  my  hands  a  few  days  agro, 
and  which  has  reference  to  a  farmer  who 
had  been  planted  on  the  Clauricarde 
estate  in  Gal  way  two  years  ago.  This 
farmer  obtained  on  the  Clauricarde  estate 
no  less  than  five  farms  belonging  to  five 
evicted  tenants,  and  retained  these  farms 
for,  I  think,  two  years,  and  yet  within 
the  last  three  months  that  mnn  was  un- 
able to  pay  a  year  and  a  halfs  rent,  and 
he  came  into  Portumna  and  offered  to 
sell  the  whole  five  farms  to  one  of  the 
old  evicted  tenants  for  £126.  That  is  a 
case  that  cannot  \ye  denied.  If  anybody 
attempts  to  deny  it  I  will  substantiate  it 
beyond  all  question.  And  yet  that  tenant 
is  in  occupation  still,  the  bargain  not 
being  concluded  owing  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  some  trouble  amongst  the  old 
tenants. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  And  a 
new  house  was  built  on  these  farms 
within  the  last  two  years. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Would  it  not  be  in- 
tolerable that  a  great  scheme  like  this 
.should  be  at  the  mercv  of  a  man  like 
Lord  Clanricarde  by  enabling  him  to  keep 
this  bogus  tenant  in  occupation  if  he  had 
the  malicious  intention  of  keeping  up 
trouble  and  disorder  in  the  Woodford 
district,  simply  for  the  purpose  of  spiting 
the  Government  ?  Is  there  anv  man  in 
the  House  who  has  studied  the  history 
of  Lord  Clanricarde's  operations  who 
does  not  know  that  there  is  not  only  a 
possibility  but  even  a  likelihooil  of  that  ? 
I  would  hope,  therefore,  that  some  plan 
might  be  devised  between  ourselves  and 
the  Government  bv  which  some  words 
rould  be  iutroduceil  in  the  Bill  which 
would  give  the  arbitrators  the  power  of 
investigating  whether  the  alleged  new 
tenant  is  a  bona  Jide  tenant  or  not,  I 
see  the  Chief  SecTctaryV  difficulty,  and 
for  my  part  I  would  l)e  most  unwilling  to 
do  anything  which  would  endanger  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  or  add  to  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  Government  in  passing  it, 
but  I  trust  some  plan  may  be  discovered 
by  which  the  power  of  the  arbitrators 
may  be  extended  to  enable  them  to  make 
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some  inquiiy  as  to  whether  the  new 
tenant  is  a  real  'honit  Jide  tenant  of  the 
holding. 

•Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  said, 
that  he  desired  to  join  the  previous 
speaker  in  his  commendation  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin. 
It  was  because  he  (Mr.  Webb)  believed 
such  counsels  would  here  never  be 
listened  to  that  he  deemed  this  Parlia- 
ment would  ever  prove  inefficient  to 
minister  to  the  wants  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not  desire  to  hold  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
exact  words  he  had  used  in  Ireland 
regarding  evicted  tenants.  They  were 
spoken  at  a  period  of  extraordinary  storm 
and  stress.  He  recognised  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  one  of  the  best  and  most 
consistent  friends  of  his  evicted  country- 
men. He  wished  to  refer  to  an  article 
by  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  in  this 
month^s  National  Review  as  affording 
evidence  of  the  necessity  of  the  agitation 
and  the  measures  which  led  to  so  many 
tenants  now  being  homeless.  What  they 
had  to  consider  now  was  whether  tenants 
evicted  under  the  old  principles  that  were 
maintained  up  to  the  passing  of  the  Laud 
Acts  of  1881  and  1887  should  be  rein- 
stated now.  He  thought  they  should, 
leaving  as  little  sore  feeling  behind  as 
possible.  Under  the  circumstances,  lui 
thought  the  Government  should  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  wise  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  said, 
the  Bill  had  l>een  already  so  well  con- 
sidered, and  everybody  was  so  anxious  to 
see  it  disposed  of  us  soon  as  possible, 
that  he  would  add  but  little.  He  must 
express  his  disappointment  at  the  action 
taken  by  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  evicted  and  grabbed  farms.  On  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  he  had  pointed 
out  that  its  unsatisfactory  feature  was 
the  total  failure  to  grant  relief  to  these 
unfortunate  people,  who  had  had  their 
farms  taken  by  grabbers.  The  number 
of  farms  now  occupied  by  new  tenants 
was  estimated  at  l,oOO.  Those  farms 
would  not  be  dealt  with  at  all  by  the 
Bill.  As  an  hon.  Member  for  Kerry, 
himself  an  evicted  tenant,  he  pointed  out 
it  would  be  impossible  to  make  those 
poor  people  understand  why  their  in- 
terests should  be  entirely  put  aside,  and 
that,  as  he  would  not  like  to  enter  upon 
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•n  evictioD  eunpftign,  the  best  thiog  to 
do  in  the  interests  of  peaoe  in  Ireland 
was  for  the  Grovernment  to  adopt  the 
course  that  was  plainly  jnst  iu  the 
matter.  It  would  be  impossible  to  make 
people  whose  farms  bad  been  grabbed 
understand  whj  their  interests  in  their 
former  holdings  should  be  disregarded, 
and  why  they  wore  to  receive  no  com- 
pensation, when  those  of  their  neighbours 
who  had  been  evicted,  but  whose  farms 
had  not  been  grabbed,  were  to  be  rein- 
stated. Much  had  been  said  about  the 
difficulties  of  the  situation,  but  enlarging 
upon  them  was  not  the  way  to  get 
Amendments  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  necessary  that  the  Irish 
Members  should  speak  out  very  plainly 
upon  this  question  of  the  restoration  of 
the  evicted  tenants,  and  tell  the  Govern- 
ment that  unless  those  tenants  were 
restored  to  their  holdings  there  would  be 
a  recommencement  of  outbreaks  and  dis- 
turbances—crime and  violence— in  Ire- 
land. He  had  continually  expressed 
publicly  his  detestation  of  outrages,  but 
experience  showed  that  in  cases  where 
the  Irish  people  believed  that  they  had 
grievances  which  Parliament  refused  to 
redress,  disturbances  invariably  ensued 
throughout  the  country.  The  Chief 
Secretary  was  as  well  aware  of  that  fact 
as  himself.  That  result  had  always 
followed,  and  would  again  be  inevit- 
able. He  ventured  to  say  that  not 
a  single  Irish  Meml>er  would  get  up  in 
that  House  and  assure  the  Government 
that,  if  the  land-grabbers  were  allowed 
to  remain  on  the  farms  which  they  had 
robbed  the  former  tenants  of,  if  these 
grievances  were  allowed  to  remain  un- 
redressed, an  outbreak  of  violence  and 
disturbances  would  not  take  place.  He 
would  say  that  most  unreservedly  with 
regard  to  his  own  constituency  in  Clare, 
and  he  must  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  plainly  in  that  House  as  he  would 
outside,  that  if  the  people  who  had  been 
in  possession  of  grabbed  farms  in  Clare 
were  to  be  told  by  the  Government  that 
there  was  absolutely  no  hope  of  their  being 
reinstated,  serious  consequences  would 
follow.  The  result  would  be  that,  if 
this  Bill  were  thrown  out  either  next 
year  or  the  year  after,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  8eoretary  or  his  suc- 
cessor would  assuredly  have  to  introduce  a 
measure  that  would  carry  out  the  prin- 


ciple of  this  Amendment.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  entered  into  an 
elaborate  defence  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  but  nothing 
could  get  over  the  fact  that  the  latter 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  during  his 
visit  to  Ireland,  distinctly  declared  that 
this  question  of  land-grabbing  would  be 
dealt  with  within  a  few  mouths  of  the 
Liberal  Party  coming  into  Office.  It  was 
no  part  of  his  duty  to  attack  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  nor  did  he  suppose 
anybody  wished  to  do  so ;  but  surely  it 
was  perfectly  legitimate  for  an  Irish 
I  Member  to  point  out  that  when  a  man 
I  in  that  position  made  such  a  statement, 
j  it  could  not  be  regarded  otherwise  than 
as  a  promise.  In  distinct  terms  ho  had 
stated  that  the  Government  would  deal 
with  land-grabbing.  Perhaps  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  be  kind  enough  to  tell 
him  and  his  fellow  Irish  Members  what 
they  were  to  say  to  their  constituents 
:  and  the  Irish  people  when  they  went 
back  to  them  ?  Were  they  to  tell  those 
who  had  been  evicted,  and  who  had  been 
waiting  patiently  so  long  for  legislation 
to  put  them  back  again,  that  their  hope 
of  being  restored  to  their  farms  could 
never  be  fulfilled,  and  that  they  must 
either  emigrate  or  sit  in  idleness  for  the 
rest  of  their  lives  at  the  gates  of  the 
farms  from  which  they  had  been  evicted  ? 
The  man  who  had  been  evicted  from  his 
farm  was  just  as  much  deserving  of  sym- 
pathy as  the  man  whose  farm  had  not 
been  grabbed.  It  was  monstrous  that 
the  Government,  while  recognising  the 
justice  of  the  tenants'  claims  in  the  one 
case,  should  refuse  to  accede  to  them  in 
the  other.  It  was  monstrous  that  some 
proposal  for  compensation  should  not  be 
made.  If  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  deal  compulsorily  with  the 
men  who  had  taken  these  farms  in 
the  course  of  a  legitimate  war- 
fare, they  would  be  telling  the 
large  number  of  men  whose  farms 
had  been  taken  that  they  were 
altogether  unworthy  of  any  relief.  Did 
the  Government  really  propose  to  do 
nothing  for  these  unfortunate  men  ?  It 
was  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gren** 
tleman  to  say  that  he  shrank  frem  goin)( 
through  another  eviction  campaign  during 
the  coming  winter ;  but  what  was  he 
going  to  do  during  the  winter  with  the 
thousands  of  men,  women,  and  children 
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who  were  now  living  on  the  roadsides  in 
sight  of  their  farms  which  had  been 
stolen  from  them  ?  Did  he  propose  to 
tell  them  there  was  no  hope  for  them  ? 
He  did  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
merely  finding  land  for  these  people  or 
making  them  grants  of  money  would 
entirely  settle  the  question,  but  it  was 
surprising  that  the  Government  who  had 
so  far  never  been  prepared  to  rob  them 
of  their  farms  should  decline  now  to  do 
anything  for  them.  By  this  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment gave  their  sanction  to  land- 
grabbing,  which  was  regarded  in  Ireland 
as  pure  robbery.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  if  this  Amendment  were  de- 
feated the  question  would  settle  itself, 
and  that  there  would  be  no  trouble  in 
consequence  in  Ireland  ?  The  Irish 
Members  could  not  do  better  than  impress 
upon  the  Government  that  in  Ireland 
land-grabbing  was  regarded  by  the 
peasantry  as  robbery  pure  and  simple. 
The  farms  had  been  held  by  these  men 
throughout  their  lives  and  by  their  fathers 
and  ancestors  before  them.  That  was 
the  case  with  thousands  of  tenants  who 
had  always  paid  the  rent  asked  of  them 
by  the  landlords,  and  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected that  they  would  stand  quietly  by 
and  allow  new  tenants  from  another  part 
of  the  country  altogether  to  come  in, 
plant  themselves  on  the  farms,  and  take 
possession  of  the  soil  which  had  been  en- 
riched by  years  and  years  of  the  labour 
of  those  tenants  and  their  ancestors. 
No  wonder  that  laud-grabbing  was 
regarded  as  robl)ery  by  the  Irish 
peasantry.  In  Clare  a  man  who  had 
grabbed  a  farm  was  looked  upon  us  the 
commonest  robber.  The  people  in  his 
constituency,  as  well  as  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  had  restrained  themselves  ever 
since  this  Government  came  into  power 
in  the  belief  that  something  would  be 
done  to  protect  them,  and  to  restore  those 
who  had  been  evicteil  from  their  farms. 
But  from  the  moment  this  Amendment 
was  defeated  those  people  would  have 
no  further  reason  for  hope.  How,  then, 
could  the  Government  expect  them  to 
remain  patient  in  the  future  as  in  the 
past  ?  They  would  not  do  so.  Such  a 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
must  lead  to  grave  troubles  in  Ireland. 
Far  from  wishing  to  make  any  attack  on 
the  Chief  Secretary,  he  would  only  say 
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that  the  right  boo.  G^tleman  ought  to 
know  sufficient  of  the  Irish  question  to 
be  convinced  that  in  these  matters  it  was 
better  to  deal  at  once  with  the  difficulty 
confronting  him.  If  the  evicted  farms 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  planters,  the 
question  would  by  no  means  settle  itself. 
The  House  would  undoubtedly  have  to 
deal  with  this  matter.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  not  passed  he  should  advise 
the  boycotting  of  these  land-grabbers  as 
strongly  as  possible,  and  if  the  House 
did  not  offer  some  relief  to  those  whose 
farms  had  been  taken,  the  people  would 
take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands. 
In  spite  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
public  opinion  would  compel  the  land- 
grabbers  to  give  up  these  farms.  He 
was  as  sick  and  as  tired  of  agitation  as 
any  person  in  that  House.  The  Chief 
Secretary  might  know  that  the  position 
of  the  Irish  Members  was  by  no  means 
easy,  and  that  the  task  of  combining  the 
performance  of  their  duties  in  the  House 
with  that  of  working  in  the  constituen- 
cies during  the  Recess  was  a  very  diffi- 
cult and  by  no  means  pleasing  one.  But 
he  did  say  confidently  that  unless  they 
dealt  with  land-grabbing  now  the  people 
would  deal  with  it  themselves  in  the 
coming  winter,  and  next  year  Parlia- 
ment might  be  face  to  face  with  a  state 
of  disturbance  in  Ireland,  the  result  of 
its  own  failure  to  apply  a  remedy  to  an 
admitted  grievance.  Surely  the  Chief 
Secretary  ought  to  have  strength  of 
character  sufficient  to  enable  him  to  deal 
with  this  matter  now.  He  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  had 
used  heated  language  it  was  simply 
because  of  his  earnest  desire  that  the 
people  should  not  be  told  to  abandon  all 
hope  in  this  matter.  It  was  a  fact  that 
in  nearly  every  portion  of  Ireland  there 
were  to  be  found  tenants  who  had  been 
evicted  for  a  number  of  years,  and  who 
were  waiting  in  hopes  of  restoration 
under  this  Bill.  From  the  very  moment 
of  its  introduction  he  hail  supported  it, 
because  he  felt  it  would  do  a  great  deal 
of  good,  but  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  ignore  the  fact  that  in  many 
cases  it  would  fail  to  remedy  the 
grievance.  He  did  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  detach  themselves  from 
the  official  lead  of  the  Government  on 
this  matter,  and  to  vote  with  the  Irish 
Members.     On  this  point  they  at  any  rate 
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were  absoliitelj  imitod  ;  (bej  were  »11  in 
favour  of  the  AmendmeDti  they  all 
agreed  as  to  the  necessity  for  action  in 
this  direction,  and  seeing  that  this  was  a 
matter  which  affected  the  purely  rural 
life  of  the  Irish  people,  the  conditions  of 
whioh  were  best,  understood'  by  the 
Irish  Representatives  in  Parliament,  he 
did  earnestly  appeal  for  support.  By 
adopting  the  Amendment  they  would,  he 
believed,  secure  the  peace  of  Ireland  for 
the  winter,  while  by  'rejecting  it  they 
would  once  more  open  the  flooilgates  of 
agitation.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
might  think  that,  after  what  he  had  done 
for  it,  the  country  would  be  quiet.  Bat 
he  was  mistaken.  There  was  a  point 
beyond  which  the  Irish  Representatives 
would  be  unable  to  make  their  influence 
bear  with  their  constituents,  and  nnless 
they  could  carry  home  with  them  some 
encouraging  message  to  the  effect  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
restore  these  evicted  tenants  to  their 
holdings,  a  strong  feeling  of  opposition 
to  the  Grovernment  would  be  created. 
They  were  no  doubt  told  that  the  House 
of  Lords  would  throw  out  this  Bill ;'  but 
even  if  they  did,  the  fact  of  its  adoption 
by  the  House  of  Commons  would  go  far 
towards  preserving  the  peace  of  Ireland. 
The  very  first  question  he  would  be 
asked  when  he  met  his  constituents 
would  be,  ^^  What  about  the  land- 
grabbers  ?  Is  it  true  or  not  the  Govern- 
ment have  refused  to  give  assistance  to 
the  men  whose  farms  have  been  taken 
from  them  ?  "  And  if  he  had  to  reply 
that  such  was  the  case,  he  would  be 
asked  by  the  evicted  tenant,  ^'  Why  am 
I  to  go  on  waiting  ?  Did  I  not  put  as 
much  labour  in  the  land  as  so-and-so, 
who  has  gone  back  to  his  farm?  Because 
toy  farm  happens  to  have  been  grabbed, 
Am  I  to  take  my  children  and  myself  off 
io  America  ?  Am  I  to  have  no  hope  of 
getting  back  ?  Will  the  Government 
abeolutely  do  nothing  to  restore  me  to 
the.  holding  from  whioh  I  was  unjustly 
avioted  ?  **  He  did  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  put  him  in  the  position 
of  having  to  go  to  the  people  of  Clare 
and  to  admit  that  their  fears  were  only 
too  well  founded.  Let  him  rather  be 
able  to  urge  them  to  be  patient,  became 
the  Government  were  determined  as  soon 
as  possible  to  return  all  the  tenants  to 
their  homings  whether  their  farms  had 
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b.een  taken  or  not.  As  surely  as  that 
Amendment  was  defeated,  so  surely 
would  this  question  crop  up  again  aii*l 
again  until  it  had  been  settled. 
•Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  made  a  strong  appeal 
to  Liberal  Home  Rulers  to  support  the 
Amendment,  and  no  one  would  be  more 
ready  than  himself  to  lend  a  willing  ear 
to  it.  But  it  was  necessary  to  consider 
the  position  in  which  the  Bill  stood  and 
that  in  which  the  Amendment  would 
land  them.'  The  Bill  embodied  two  prin- 
ciples :  one  of  compulsion,  and  the  other 
of  voluntary  arrangement.  The  principle 
of  compulsion  was  to  be  applied  to  a 
certain  group  of  landlords  who  it  had 
been  found  could  not  otherwise  be  dealt 
with,  while  the  voluntary  principle  was 
confined  to  the  new  tenants  described 
in  the  third  clause.  The  great 
difficulty  experienced  in  the  proceed- 
ings on  the  Bill  up  to  the  present 
time  had  been  the  introduction  of 
the  compulsory  principle,  and  they  ha. I 
been  told  that  if  some  other  principle  could 
be  substituted  the  course  of  the  measure 
would  have  been  made  easy.  But  the 
present  Amendment  meant  the  extension 
of  the  principle  of  compulsion  to  the  new 
tenants,  and  therein  was  the  great  diffi- 
culty. No  one  could  have  listened  to 
the  very  sympathetic  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
without  feeling  that,  however  inclined 
one  might  be  to  lend  favourable  con- 
sideration to  this  proposal,  there  were 
most  serious  difficulties  in  the  way.  He 
had  told  them  on  his  responsibility  that 
its  acceptance  would  probably  be  fatal 
to  the  measure.  Apart  from  that  strong 
statement,  he  was  bound  to  confess  that, 
to  his  mind,  the  necessity  for  it  had  not 
been  proved  by  the  arguments  of  hon. 
Members  who  supported  it — the  dignified 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  who  ccmmenced  by  saying  that  if 
the  voluntary  principle  would  operate,  he, 
for  one,  would  he  only  too  pleased.  Well, 
the  difficulty  in  whicl^  they  found  them- 
selves was  tl^is  :  that  as  yet  the  v(|luutary 
principle  had  not  been  tried  under  the 
conditions  put  in  operation  by  the  Bill. 
Power  was  given  to  com  penmate  the  tenants 
going  out — a  power  which  did  not  exist 
under  the  13th  clause  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1891.     The  hou.  Member  had  expressed 

a  fear  that  the  new  tenants  would  listen 

'  •  '    
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to  elnUter  advice  and  refuse  to  go  out ;  created  hy  the  Ameodmeut  «ud  notwith- 
but  he  preferred  to  hope  that  wiser  BUodiog  bis  great  sympath)'  with  the 
oounseU  would  prevail,  and  that  there  arguments  of  hon.  Members  for  Ireland, 
would  be  a  tendency  on  all  aides  to  make  he  felt  that  he  could  not  rotuse  to  support 
arrangements  under  the  Bill.  The  hon.  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
Member  had  referred  to  five  cases  tu 
which  the  evicted  tenants  might  ha^ 
been  restored  had  there  been  £,\2a  avail- 
able with  which  to  compensate 
tenant  in  poseeBsion.  The  money  was 
not  then  forthcoming,  but  under  the  Bill 
it  would  lie  found  that  these  men  v 
be  able  to  go  back  to  their  homes, 
hou.  Member  for  East  Clare  had 
plained  tliatthe  Bill  did  nothing  towards 


Mr.  DODD  (Eases,  Maldon)  said,  he 
wished  to  stale  hii  views  upon  thin 
matter,  because  he  had  accepted  the  re- 
I  spousibiljly  of  putting  down  au  Amend< 
t  with  regard  to  the  new  tenants.  It 
impossible  for  them  not  tA  feel 
:  great  sympathy  for  ihe  evicted  teiianlii. 
but  at  the  some  time  ihcy  must  see  then! 
mnm  Uiattie  Bill  did  nothing  towards  V,*  "  ^'T\  ^'f""^"*"^  between  the  caae 
-:splacing  the  land-grabber  and  restoring  ;  °^  ['V™^  ''f ''  ,**J:  f  ''"fM^  »6w  tenant 
the  new  tenant,  wts  that  a  fair  descrip-  'tf  "T  f*  ^^l"'^""  ^l  »  S^'*^'*-;  ''J  ^y 
lion  of  the  measure  '  landlord.     Many  of  them  had  been 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  So  far  from  '  """r";  ^J  ^^l  argument  that  this  Bill 
saying  that  the  Bill  did  nothuig,  I  said,  '  ''°"'*'  place  the  Aon^>rfe  new  tenant  iti 
and  I  repeat,  that  I  think  it  will  do  a  |  ".PW't"*"  «'  gteat  djffieuUy,  and  reooR- 
good  deal  if  passed  into  law,  but  I  ask  I  •"^"'?  "'"  "^  ""»''''  ^''B^'"  "  «»™- 
for  a  message  to  a  set  of  tenants  for  j  P™"','!!-^  ^'_?If^"''_"'"'f'" ')'«  Bdl,  the 
whom  ubbolutely  nothing  is  proposed 


tenant  might  prevent  reinstatement 
by  his  objeclion.  This  would  enable  him 
to  extort  a  large  sum  for  his  conseot,  or 
bis  consent  might  be  extorted  from  him 
by  "  a  moral  bluuderbuss  "  being  held  at 


be  done. 

Mk.  lough,  continuing,  said,  that 
was  the  verv  point  on  which  he  joined 

■'      ■      ■  Member.      A  good  '  "^  V*  "'""''  ^"""'fj*"'««  "  "«'"«  beld  at 

the   tenants  whose  I '''*  Vf  :     ««"<>"'**  "IBg^"  that  power 

should    be  given    to    the   arbiiraiors   to 


issue  with  the 

deal    was   done   for   the   tenants 

farms    had    been   taken    because  money  '  ,     - ,       ,     <-        ,       ,  . 

was   provided    for  the  compensation  of  }  f*;^^  "„  „!Lll!ri,fc!l'"^K"!i!!l.\!I^ 

the  tenant  in  possession,  and  there  v  ""  "    ™"'  "■"""""    "  ""    •"  ■"■  ""  "'■ 

no   country   in    the  world    in  which  ™  ,  _.,, 

much  could  l>e  done  with  money  as  in    "'."  '    ""^,  '"  *V"  . 

Ireland.   The  hon.  Member  said  itwouUI  !  ^P'*"  **'.  Jhe  "I'jecti 

not  answer,  and  that  land-grabbing  had  ;  "^""^  *"*"  ";«  hard^nd-fast  l.ne  which 

become  an  established  institution.     But    »»  P'^f ".  •'^'•'*?'-   There  ought  to  l«  no 

that   was    not   «,.      A    first    blow    was  I '^'^'^''''y '"'«''"'.? '•'«**'"^""«''  "^  •'"<''■ 

aimed  by  the  Bill  at  land-grabbing,  and  ,  *  T,     ."*  "■«  t"l>""»l    "eated  by  the 

the  proposal  was  that  thev  should  first  I  ^'"'  ("'  '*  ''""Id  be  composed  of  gentl©. 

try  what   could   be   done  'by  voluntary  '  ™^''    '"  ,™''°"'    'i^  **'"'^«  >"*'"  ?'*<=*' 


tenaut  was  reasonable  and  whether  suffi- 
oompensation  was  aflbrded  by  the 
reinstate   in 
would  do 


apprehended    that 


3  purpose.     Surely  the  ' 
these   circumstances   should    have   been  : 
treated  more  sympathetically  by  the  hon. 
Member.     He  said  he  feared  the  land-  I 
lords  would  advise  the  new  tenants  not  I 
to  go  out.    Let  him  wait  and  see,  and  he  ! 
would  probably  find  that  other  influences  ! 
would   be  at   work.      Hon,    Genllem 
opposite  did  not  pay  sufficient  attenti 
to  the  provision  in  the  third  clause  in  ; 
relation  to  tenants  whotie  farms  had  been  I 
,   The  Bill  ^ 


inder 


the     rules 


■ally  governing 
j  arbitrations,  and  that  they  wonid 
I  adopt  the  wise  course  of  holding 
I  their  sittiugs  in  public.  He  thought 
^  that  the  Amendment  he  had  sug- 
i  gested  would  enable  them  to  deal 
,  effectually  with  the  grosser  cases  of 
"  I  hardship. 

Question  put. 

r;ii ,  „  ■ „;„„  „    1  •.  I      The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  128  ; 

Hill  went  a  long  way.  and  it  ,  ^t„_  --      ,j~..   .  .      t  -  .  x-     «,,?  s 
by  no  means  excluded  the  ^ssiility  of  \  ^'^^  57.-(Div.s,on  List,  ^o.  205.) 
compulsion  being  introduced  afterwards.  |      Mr.  J,  MOBLKY  moved,  in  page  ). 
It  was,  however,  wise  to  try  mild  m^iods    line  1 2,  after  "  is,"  insert  "  or  was  on  th« 
first.     Looking   at   the    whole   situation  I  19tb  day  of  April,  1894."     He  said  th« 
Jtfr.  Laugh 
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Ainendmeat  would  exclude  any  new 
t«tinnt  who  w&g  put  \i\  poeseaeiou  of  itv* 
bokling  after  the  19tli  of  April  iti  the 
present  year. 

Acneuilment  proposed,  iu  puge  I,  Hue 
12,  after  the  word  "is,"  to  iueert  the 
words  "  or  wan  oQ  the  iiiueteeuth  day  of 
Afri)  cue  thousaod  eight  huudred  aud 
"■'— ity-four." — {Mr.  J.  Morley.) 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  was 
not  quite  sure  that  the  Ameudmoat  wub 
required,  because  the  Act  gave  power  to 
hare  a  judicial  rent  filed,  whether  the 
tenancy  woh  a  present  teuancy  or  not. 
It  a  judicial  rent  were  fised,  all  the  con- 
ditioiix  of  a  preBctit  tenancy  would 
attach. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  make  the  Bill  worse  than  it 
was.     He  thought  that  whether  a  tenant 
was  a  present  tenant  or  not  at  the  date 
Mk.  sexton  said,  lie  acknowledged  ,  of  his  eviction  he  should  l>e  placed  in  tlie 
the  couKideration  of  the  Chief  Secretary  \  position  of  a  present  tenant  on  reinatftte- 
in  proposing  this  Ameudmcut,  because  as  i  nient. 

the  Bill  was  drawn  it  would  have  been  :  Mk.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  did  not 
open  to  any  landlord,  after  the  lutroduc-  '  think  the  preaent  was  the  pro|>er  occasion 
lion  of  the  Bill  and  before  ii  became  an  '  for  making  such  an  alteration  in  the 
Act,  to  introduce  new  tenants  to  holdings,  j  general  law.  The  point,  lie  thought,  was 
and  thus  defeat  the  Act  iu  so  far  as  such  |  ,iol  worth  discussion,  as  the  number  of 
holdings  were  concerneil.  The  Amend-  ,  future  tenants  in  Ireland  was  small. 
meut  would  cITcet  a  great  improvement        -,      ,„    ,,    .|.i,t\'      -i    i  —    i 

in  the  Bill,  .nd  h.  ll,.uk„l  Ibe  rigL, l.oo.  I   -  *'»•  ^-  "•  "*'*'->  """'• '"  '^"^^ 


Question  proposed  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


I 


IU  tie  man  for  it. 
Question  put,  aud  agreed  to. 
Mn.  J.  MORLEY  proposed  to  sub- 
edtut«  the  words  **  detemiinatioo  of  the 
tenauny"  for  the  word  "eviction."  This 
^^^^endment,  he  said,  would  get  over  any 
^^■■Rculty  that  might  possibly  arise  as  to 
^^^Bether  tenants  dispossessed  under  the 
^^^nvictioo  made  easy  "  clause 
^HR,  the   tenant's    interest,   or 
^B^ere  eotiiled  tu  the  heuetits  of  the  Act. 
^P      Ameudment  proposed,  iu  page  I,  line 
*     14,  to  Icaveout  the  words  "  the  eviction," 
aud  insert  the  wordM  "the  determination 
of  the  tenancy."— (j»/r.  J.  Morley.) 


that  this  was  not  a  large  matter. 
did  not  believe  that  any  evicted  tenant 
restored  to  the  same  conditions  he  was 
iu  before  eviction  would  find  himself 
unable  to  got  a  fair  rent  fixed  by 
Statute. 

Dit.  KENNY  said,  he  thought  that 
extra  consideratiou  ought  to  be  accorded 
In  tliese  tenants,  and  that  a  beginning 
by  saie  '  ought  to  \ie  made  in  this  Bill  toward* 
,arai\^a  layiug  the  ground  for  future  consideration 
of  the  question.  Moreover,  the  laudlonl 
might,  he  suggested,  take  veugeauce  on 
the  tenant  again.  He  thought  that  the 
Bill  ought  not  thus  to  be  amended  for  the 


I 


Ameudment  agreed  to. 

8iK  R.  T.  REID  proposeil  an  Ameud- 
lent  providing  that  the  arbitrators  should 
be  empowercil  to  take  into  L-onsidcration 
not  only  whether  an  eviction  was  reason- 
able or  not,  but  also  all  the  other  circum- 
ataoces  of  the  case  as  well  as  the  condi- 

ktioii  of  the  district. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Mn.     J.     MOBLEY     proposed 
Amendment    which, 
that  a  tenant,  on  being  restored 
holding,  ehonld  hold  his  tenancy  subject 


Mil.  SEXTON  said,  it  did  not  follow 
u|K>u  the  words  of  the  Bill  that  the 
evicted  tenants  would  have  fair  rent;' 
fixed  !  and,  after  the  evicted  tenant  was 
back  on  his  holding,  he  might  have  to  go 
lo  the  Land  Commission  Court  if  he 
wauled  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  and  that 
questiou  would  l>e  determinable  as  a  point 
of  law  under  Sei:tion  58  of  the  Land  Act, 
I8S1,  which  provided  that  certain  tenants 
should  not  have  the  right  to  have  fair 
rentu  fixed.     The  prosBnt  measure  was, 

'    ■.  .  .       If    rhnv    aLtum-nttvl    tn    mnke    it   so.  Ilinv 


attempted  to  make  it  so,  they 
would  be  giving  further  ground  for  com- 
ment to  the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  there 
and  elsewhere. 

Amewlnienl  agreed  to. 


I 
I 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  BiUd,  be  bad  in- 
tended to  accept  one  of  the  Amendments 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Mr. 
Barton).  In  the  absence  of  the  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  he  would  move  the 
Amendment,  which  provided  that  the 
orders  mentioned  in  the  clause  should  be 
executed  by  the  Sheriff  in  Uke  manner  as 
a  writ  for  the  deliverj  of  possession. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  moved  to  omit  from 
Sub-section  (5)  the  words — 

**  Subject  to  a  fair  rent  being  fixed  in  pur- 
suance of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881, 
and  the  holder  shall  have  the  like  right  as  other 
holders  of  present  tenancies  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed," 

and  to  substitute  therefor—^ 

'*  O'ntil  a  new  rent  is  fixed,  and  wh«u^  the 
tenancy  was  determined  before  the  passing  of  The 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Ac^  1881,  or  before  the 
determination  thereof  was  a  present  tenancy, 
whether  subject  or  not  to  a  statutory  term,  the 
landlord  or  tenant  may  apply  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  in  pursuance 
of  The  Laud  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  and  the 
Acts  incorporating  or  amending  the  same,  in  so 
far  as  the  said  Acts  admit  of  a  fair  rent  being 
fixed  in  respect  of  such  a  tenancy,  and  the 
holding  shall,  upon  the  fair  rent  being  l|xed,  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  Acts  ap- 
plicable to  a  present  tenancy.** 

Suppose,  he  said,  that  after  the  evictiou 
and  before  this  Bill  should  come  into 
operation  the  land  had  become  greatly 
deteriorated,  it  would  not  be  fair  to  the 
tenant  that  he  should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  the  same  rent  as  he  was  liable  to  pay 
before  eviction. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  that, 
except  upon  one  point,  the  Amendment 
would  meet  the  practical  necessities  of 
the  case.  It  would  meet  the  case  of  men 
who  were  evicted  between  1879  and  the 
passiug  of  the  Laud  Act  of  1881,  and 
who,  therefore,  never  obtained  the  right 
to  the  .security  of  tenure  that  was  con- 
sequent upon  the  fixing  of  the  fair  rent. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  lease- 
holder who  was  evicted  before  the -pass- 
ing of  the  Act  of  1887  was  in  the  same 
position  us  the  tenant  from  year  to  year 
who  was  evicted  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1881,  because  it  was  ouly  by 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1887  that  the 


leaseholder  obtained  the  right  to  go  into 
Court,  and  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
ought  to  insert  in  the  Amendment  the 
words 

*'  or  where,  the  tenant  being  a  leaseholder,  the 
tenancy  was  determined  before  the  Act  of 
1887.*' 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Su- 
J.  RiGBT,  Forfar)  said,  that  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  woidd  be 
carefully  considered,  and,  if  necessary,  the 
Amendment  would  be  rectified  upon  the 
Report. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. He  did  not  know  whether  English 
lawyers  were  as  subtle  as  Irish  lawyers, 
but  he  knew  that  words  which  were  ap- 
parently plain  had  sometimes  been  made 
to  assume  quite  a  difierent  meaning  by 
the  Irish  Courts.  The  case  had  jast 
been  stated  of  a  landlord  who  had  made 
improvements  since  the  time  of  the  evic- 
tion, and  had  thus  increased  the  value  of 
the  farm.  The  cases  were  extremely 
rare  in  Ireland  where  a  landlord  made 
any  improvements,  and  still  rarer  where 
he  made  valuable  improvements.  If  such 
cases  had  arisen,  however,  the  Irish 
Members  were  not  disposed  to  object  to 
an  equitable  arrangement,  and  thej 
therefore,  would  not  oppose  the  Govern- 
ment proposal.  On  the  other  hand,  'if 
the  farm  had  deteriorated  in  value,  it  would 
be  obviously  unjust  that  the  rent  should 
be  fixed  in  accordance  with  the  old  con- 
dition of  things.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  Amendment,  with  the  explana- 
tion given  by  the  Attorney  General, 
could  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  SEXTON  moved  to  insert  after 

"  money,"     in    page    2,    line     19,      the 

words — 

"  And  may  include  in  such  amount  any  sum 
directed  by  them  to  l)e  paid  by  the  petitioner 
to  the  new  tenant  in  consideration  of  reinstate- 
ment, or  to  the  landlord  on  account  of  arrears 
of  rent,  or  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  sum  granted 
for  such  pur()o»e4  by  the  arbitrator  to  the 
petitioner.'' 

He  said  that  if  the  landlord  required  the 
restored  tenant  to  purchase,  the  arbitra- 
tors, must  fix  the  amount  of  the. purchase- 
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moQej,  and  then  proceed  to  Itct  as  if 
thej  were  purchase  commissioners.  The 
CkMnmittee  mnst  bear  in  mind  that  the 
tenants  who  were  to  be  restored  to  their 
holdings  were  men  who  had  been  out  of 
them  and  deprived  of  the  pursuit  of  anj 
independent  mode  of  living  for  years, 
and  'he  thought  the  Committee  would 
do  well  to  ease  the  conditions  under 
which  the  new  tenants  entered  again  into 
the  responsibilities  of  tenancy.  The  Bill 
as  it  stood  provided  for  two  payments  to 
be  made  by  the  old  tenant  on  returning 
to  his  farm.  The  first  was  the  payment 
to  be  made  in  casi9  the  new  tenant  did 
not  object  to  leave  the  farm.  He  did 
not  precisely  know  what  would  be  the 
measure  of  that  sum.  It  was  left  abso- 
lately  to  the  discretion  of  the  arbitrator, 
and  the  Bill  authorised  the  arbitrator 
to  advance  only  half  the  amount  of  the 
fnnds  placed  at  their  disposal.  The 
other  half  of  any  sum  which  they  might 
direct  to  be  paid  to  the  new  tenant 
woQld  have  to  be  provided  by  the  former 
tenant  out  of  his  own  resources.  The 
harden  that  would  thus  be  placed  upon 
him  might  be  seriously  embarrassing  to 
a  man  who  was  resuming  the  cultivation 
of  his  holding.  The  other  payment 
which  the  tenant  might  be  called  upon  to 
make  was  that  of  the  moiety  of  the  rent 
to  be  paid  to  the  landlord.  A  penniless 
tenant,  re-entering  upon  the  occnpation 
of  his  holding,  and  being  entitled  to  get 
a  sum  of  only  £50  for  rebuilding  his 
house  if  it  had  been  thrown  down  or  in** 
jnred,  might  find  himself  in  a  very  diffi- 
cnlt  position.  The  funds  which  would 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Nationalist 
Members  for  assisting  restored  tenants 
might  not  be  of  very  great  amount, 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  would 
do  well  to  consider  whether  he  could 
not  go  one  step  further  than  he  at 
present  proposed  to  go  in  the  effort  to 
assist  the  restored  tenant  to  put  himself 
into  a  solvent  position.  His  Amendment 
was  to  the  effect  that  where  a  restored 
tenant  was  called  upon  to  purchase,  the 
arbitrators  should  not  be  obliged  to  call 
upon  him  to  provide  one-half  the  amount, 
bat  shoilld  be  empowered — he  still  left  it 
to  their  discretion — to  add  the  half  of 
the  sum  payable  to  the  landlord  and  the 
half  of  the  sum  payable  to  the  planter  or 
laodgrabber  to  the  amount  of  the  pur- 


chase-money advanced  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts,  and  to  charge  the  sum  re- 
payable annually  with  the  amount.  The 
amount  could  not  be  very  large.  The 
average  arrears  for  the  17  campaign 
estates  were  less  than  two  and  a-half 
years,  and  in  many  cases  they  would  be 
less  than  one  year.  The  amount  of  less 
than  half  a  year's  rent,  especially  in  '  a 
case  where  the  tenant  was  not  a  very 
substantial  farmer,  would  not  be  con- 
siderable. The  average  amount  might  be 
£20.  The  addition  of  this  sum  to  the  amount 
advanced  could  not  imperil  the  security 
nor  materially  increase  the  amount  of 
the  annuity  payable  to  the  State.  He 
strongly  urged  the  Amendment  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary ;  but  before  the  Report  stage  he  would 
be  willing  to  consider  the  question  of 
security,  but  it  was  requisite  to  free  the 
incoming  tenant  from  the  immediate 
demands  for  the  payment  of  money. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
19,  after  the  word  '*  money,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

*'and  may  include  in  such  amount  any  sum 
!  directeil  by  them  to  be  paid  by  the  petitioner 
'  to  the  new  tenant  in  consideration  of  reinstate- 
I  ment.,  or  to  the  landlonl  on  account  of  arrears 
I  of  rent,  or  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  sum  granted 
j  for  sucli  purposes  by  the  arbitrator  to  the  i)eti- 

tioner." — (-¥r.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
(  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  thinking  that 
any  practicable  step  ought  to  be  taken  to 
ease  the  conditions  under  which  the  old 
tenant  could  re-enter  his  holding ;  but 
the  landlord,  after  aU,  was  not  the  only 
consideration  they  had  to  bear  in  mind. 
The  hon.  Member  had  somewhat  lowered 
the  proposal  he  had  made,  because  he 
could  not  fail  to  see  that  it  would  impair 
the  security  to  the  State  of  the  repay- 
ment of  the  advances  made  on  the  hold- 
ing. The  Government  assumed  that  the 
arbitrators  would  attach  a  fair  value  to 
the  holding  and  advance  up  to  the  limit 
of  its  value.  But  the  Amendment  was 
going  to  include  as  the  foundation  of  the 
advance  what  was  not  purchase-money  at 
all.  The  hon.  Member  contemplated 
some  security  in  the  farm  which  was 
not  really  in  the  farm,  and  which  must 
be  found  in  some  extraneous  source. 
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Mr.  sexton  poiDtad  out  that  what 
was  sold  wag  not  the  holding,  bat  the 
landlord's  interest  in  it.  If  a  fair  price 
were  fixed  on  the  landlord's  interest  there 
would  remain  the  tenants'  interest  in  the 
holdings  as  a  margin  of  securitj  for  the 
State. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member's  point  did  not  affect  the  validity 
of  the  security,  whatever  it  might  be 
worth.  The  arbitrators  were  pretty  sure 
to  advance  up  to  the  full  value  of  the 
holding  the  whole  of  the  landlord's  in- 
terest and  the  whole  value  of  the  holding 
as  a  holding ;  but  he  would  go  a  little 
further  tlian  that,  and  say  that  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  to  impair 
the  security.  One  of  the  most  serious 
charges  brought  against  the  Bill  by  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  and  other  hon. 
Members  was,  that  it  would  be  mis- 
chievous to  in  any  way  weaken  the  frame- 
work of  the  purchase  system.  He 
thought  that  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
they  looked  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill  as 
affording  some  solution  of  Irish  diffi- 
culties ;  therefore,  on  that  ground  alone 
he  was  averse  to  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Government  had  considered 
all  along  whether  any  of  these  advances 
should  remain  as  charges  on  the  land, 
and  whether  the  policy  should  be 
adopted  not  only  to  make  no  free  grant 
of  this  moiety,  but  to  make  no  free  grant 
whatever,  charging  the  moiety  contri- 
buted on  the  land.  A  great  deal  could 
be  said  for  that  policy  ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  he  had  determined  that  it  would 
1)0  wiser  to  treat  these  tenants  in  the 
most  generous  way  possible  ;  and  the 
Government  made  the  advances  a  com- 
pletely free  grant.  The  Government 
had  a  right  to  expect,  in  consideration  of 
the  great  effort  they  were  making  to  pass 
this  Bill,  that  some  extra  steps  would  be 
taken  to  assist  the  evicted  tenants  in  the 
circumstances  in  which  they  found  them- 
selves. He,  for  one,  had  no  doubt  those 
efforts  would  be  made,  but  at  all  events 
he  would  rather  face  that  risk  than  im- 
pair the  strength  of  the  framework  of  the 
purchase  system. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  after  the 
statement  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  he  would  not  trouble  the  Committee 
to  divide. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  with<lrawn. 


Dr.  KENNY  said,  he  proposed  to 
omit  Sub-BeetioD  (a),  providing  that  the 
arbitrators,  if  of  opinion  that  the  holding 
would  be  sufficient  security  for  the  ad- 
vance, but  owing  to  its  having  become 
temporarily  deteriorated  in  value,  might 

make  the  advance  upon  the  purchaser 
providing  such  secority  as  they  might 
deem  sufficient  to  meet  any  risk  arising 
from  such  temporary  determination.  It 
would  be  a  great  hardship  upon  the 
evicted  tenant  to  ask  him  to  provide  this 
security,  which  was  quite  unnecessary. 
The  question  of  security  was  a  formid- 
able obstacle  in  the  path  of  the  tenant. 
The  interest  of  the  tenant  in  the  holding 
was  his  security,  and  he  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  scarcely  oon- 
sidered  the  amount  of  labour  which  would 
be  caused  to  the  arbitrators  in  the  in- 
vestigation of  collateral  security.  He 
confessed  he  would  not  envy  the  arbitra- 
tors the  task  before  them.  The  Bill  as 
it  stood  would  mortgage  the  security  of 
the  tenants'  interest,  and  he  maintained 
that  this  was  sufficient.  Consider  the 
position  of  the  tenants.  They  had  been 
out  for  many  years,  and  had  become 
stripped  of  everything.  Not  only  were 
they  stripped,  but  their  friends  who  had 
been  supporting  them  for  years  past  were 
also  stripped,  and  now  they  were  asked 
to  provide  security  which  would  be  really 
personal  security.  If  such  security  were 
likely  to  be  effective  there  might  be 
something  it  it,  but  it  was  not.  What 
did  the  Government  offer  ?  They  offered 
the  arbitrators  a  lawsuit  to  recover  their 
money  on  collateral  security  from  men 
just  as  poor  and  ill  able  to  bear  it  as 
themselves.  The  sub-section,  if  alloweil 
to  stand,  would  cause  great  hardship. 
The  tenant  would  be  made  responsible 
for  deterioration,  and  in  19-20thsof  these 
cases  there  would  have  been  waste  and 
deterioration  which  it  would  take  years 
to  get  over.  The  deterioration  would 
have  l)een  the  laudlord^s  fault  and  the 
tennnt^s  misfortune  ;  therefore,  the  tenant 
should  not  be  expected  to  find  collateral 
security  in  respect  of  it.  He  imagined 
that  without  this  sub-section  there  would 
be  ample  security  for  the  repayment  of 
the  purchase  money.  This  sub-soction 
would  not  add  to  the  value  of  the  security, 
w.hilst  it  would  be  a  formidable  obstacle 
to  the  putting  in  force  of  the  Act. 


ISil 


Ei^eUd  TmatUt 
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propoflod,    to  leftve  oat 
Snb-seotioD  («).— (Z)r.  Kenmy.) 

Quection  propoAod,  "That  Sub-eectioD 
(•)  BtAiul  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  T.  H.  UEALY  said,  this  enb- 
Motion  wa«  in  ease  oif  the  tenant,  and  not 
aninst  him  in  any  way.  If  the  bon. 
Member  would  read  the  suh-seotion  twice 
he  wonld  underatand  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ub.  J.  UORLEY :  i  beg  to  move,  in 
page  3,  line  4,  after  "  money,"  to  insert 
"  bat  the  paTment  of  all  smnB  whlcb  otherwUe 
would  have  bMo  payabla  out  of  the  Koarantoe 
deposit  shall  be  foaranCeed  by  the  Iriih  Choich 
Temponlitla  Fmul,  and  shall  be  payable  out  of 
any  miplui  of  that  fuad  not  heretofore  appro- 
piuted,  sntl  be  applied  as  II  they  were  pay. 
mentioatof  the  gaaiaDtee  deposit." 
This  ii  an  Amendment  in  sutistance, 
though  not  in  words,  put  down  by  the 
hon.  Uember  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W,  Russell),  and  the  object  is  tliat  no 
flzettse  shall  be  given  to  impair  the  sanc- 
tity of  the  pnrchase  system. 

AmeDdment  proposed,  !n  page  3,  tine 
4,  after  the  word  "money,"  to  insert  the 
words^ 

"  bat  tbe  payment  of  all  Bumi  which  otherwise 
would  hare  been  payable  out  of  the  guarantee 
<lepoiit,shaIl  be  guaranteed  by  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalltiei  Fanil,  and  shall  be  payable  out 
of  any  snrplns  tit  that  fund  not  beretofote  appro. 

"re  pay- 

-(Jfr.  J. 


MoHey.') 


"  That  those  wordn 


Hr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell) 
was  not  slow  to  intervene  in  the  Debate, 
but  he  appeared  to-day  to  be  debarred 
from  sone  unusual  circumstaoceit.  He: 
only  rose  to  say  lie  thought  the  proposal 
was  very  reasonable,  aud  would  put  acj 
end  to  Buy  objection  tliat  the  payment  of 
the  whole  of  the  purchase  money  to  the 
landlord  in  any  way  damaged  the  security 
of  the  State. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clanse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Chtuse  3. 

Sib  B.  T.  BBID  moved,  in  pa^e  a, 
line  8,  after  "  is,"  insert  "  in  the  opinion 
of  the  arbitrators."     What  was  desired 


by  this  Amendment  was  that  the  ariri> 
trators  ihould  deal  with  the  matter  with- 
out going  to  the  Court. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
8,  after  the  word  "  is,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  the  arbitrators." 
—{Sir  B.  T.  Beid.) 

Question,  ><  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ma.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  beg  to  move,  in 
page  3,  line  10,  to  leave  ont  "created 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act,"  and  in- 
sert "  bona  fide  created  before  the  19th 
day  of  April,  1894."  This  is  conse- 
quential upon  the  Amendment  I  moved 
upon  the  other  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  the  words  "created 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act,"  and  in- 
sert the  words  "Mn&fide  created  before 
the  19th  day  of  April,  1894."— (Jfr.  /, 
Morley.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Chmse," 
pnt,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  doubted 
whether  the  Amendment  met  the  diffi- 
culty. What  would  be  the  position  of  a 
tenant  whose  farm  had  been  let  since  that 
date  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  clause 
in  no  way  provided  for  snch  a  case,  but 
perhaps  the  Government  would  consider 
it  before  Report. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Doblin  Co.,  N.) 
moved  to  amend  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"created,"  the  words  "at  least  two 
years."  His  own  opinion  was  that  very 
few  tenancies  had  been  created  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office, 
except  for  the  express  object  of  defeating 
any  Bill  of  this  kind  brought  in.  Ho 
thought  that  these  tenancies  created 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
Office  should  be  regarded  as  bogus.  He 
fixed  the  date  for  the  reason  that  when 
the  Government  came  into  Office  it  was 
well  known  to  be  part  of  their  programme 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  restoration  of 
these  tenants,  and  those  who  came  in 
after  that  date  had  ample  notice  that  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  would  be  presented,  and 
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tberefore  they  were  not  eutitled  to  the 
same  consiJeratiou  as  tenants  who  were 
in  before  that  date.  He  fullj  believed 
that  every  so-called  new  tenant  who  had 
been  put  in  since  the  Government  came 
into  Office  had  been  put  there  for  the 
express  purpose  of  defeating  any  such 


except  for  the  purpote  of  defeating  a 

Bill  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  it  was  only  fair  in 

connection  with  this  matter  to  say  that 

the  Government  had  already  substantially 

recognised  the  demands  put  forward  on 

behsJf  of  the  evicted  tenants,  and,  while 

m^ure  as  this.  .  ^       '  '         |  gamittiug  tliat  there  was  a  great  deal  in 

.         ,  ,  .      .  ,  I  the  claim  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  I  j^^^^jj^       j.  ^,^^^  ^j^^^j^  ^  some  spirit  of 

Amendment,  to  insert,   after   the   word  |  co^jproinige 

"  created,"  the    words    « ivt    least  .  two  I      ^^  .p  ^  HE  ALY  asked  if  the  words 
years.  --{Mr.  Clancy.)  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  Gentlenwrnhad  not  been 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  |  inserted,  because  if  so  that  wouki  dispoee 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend-  i  of  the  matter, 
ment."  The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  words  have 

o      T>   rr.  Ti^rT^     -J  i.1      ir   ^    *  *i      becu  struck  out,  but  the  uow  words  have 
Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  effect  of  the  .  ^^^  ^^^  inserted 

section  as  it  at  present  stood  was  that        ^^    SEXTON   said,   he   wished    to 


proposed  the  power  of  refusal  should  not  ^.^^^  j         ^^^^  ^^       y^  j^  ^^k^^tije 

apply  to  cases  where  the  tenancy  was  ^^,jo„  ^f  the  present  Government  to 

created  less  than  two  years  before  the  Qjg^^      ^j^^   j^^^^  landlords   who   had 

pMsmg  of  the  Act ;  that  was  to  say,  tha  ^^..^^^^  ,^^^^j^  ^^^  ^y^^.^  j^^^  ^^^  .^ 

all  the  tenants  who  had   been  created  ^^        .^.^^  ,„  j^^^^^  ^^  to  anticipate 

tenants  within  the  last  two  years  should  ^^at  the  Legislature  in  the  futnw  wbuld 

not  have  the  power  of  refusing.     1  hat  ^^^^         distinction  between  the  tenants 

was   a   very  large  extension,  and   was  j^  j^j;^-'  ^j^j^  ^^^  f          ^„^  ^^^, 

what  they  did  not  agree  upon  earlier  in  j        ^^^^\^^  ^j         j       .^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^ 

the  afternoon-namely,  whether  compul-  ^^^^  ^^j^^j^^  ^^  ^^^^  introdnction  of  this 

sion  should  be  app  led  to  the  new  tenant,  gjj,  ^^„,j  „„j  ^^^  ^^  ^^  ^„  intention  to 

That  being  rejected  by  the  Committee,  if  ^^.^^  ^^  ,,^g^j  j,^^  ,^^     ^^  g^„  ^  ^1,;^ 

they  now  allowed  thatcompulsion  should  ^.^^^  ^,^  iutrodueed,  the  Irisli  landlords 

be  employed  m  cases  of  tenancies  created  ^^^^  ^^^^^f■^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^-^      ^^^^  ^^^,,^ 

in  the  last  two  years,  it  would  De  based  ^^  ^^^^^  j^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ,^„j  tl,^^ 

on  an  arbitrary  assumption  that  all  the  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^   ;„   ^^^  ^^^  „f  tenanted 

tenants  that  had  been  created  in  the  last  f          ^„j    therefore,  to  put  in  a  tenant 

two   years   were,   m  fact,  bogus  tenants,  might  be  taken  as  an  intention  to  evade 

As  the  clause  stood  they   must   be  bona  ^^^  j^^       j^  ^■^^.^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  Goveru- 

/dc  tenants  created  before  any  right  was  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^   ^^^^-^  ^t^^j  „„  ^  „,^r 

conferred  on  any  new  tenant.    He  might,  j   ^^   principle  that  could  not  l.e 

at  the  same  time,  be  allowed  to  answer  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^f''^  f„^^^,  ^^f^^  ^„  j,,^ 

the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned  gji,      jj^  jh„„  ^t  if  the  earlier  date  of 

Member  for  Louth.  j^j^    ^^„     p^j^^^    ^^^^     accepted,    the 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY    said,    he    had  prospects  of  the  Bill  might  be  injured  or 

looked  into  the  matter  and  was  satisfied,  jeopardised,  and,  therefore,  on  the  whole 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  that  no  doubt  it  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  feel 

was  an  arbitrary  date,  but  so  was  every  disposed   to  urge   the   Amendment  any 

other  date   in  the   Bill.     He  gave    his  further,  and  if  a  Division  were  taken  he 

reason  for  choosing  that  date,  because  it  should  vote  against  it. 

was   well  known  that  immediately   the  Mr.  CLANCY  said,  the  hon.  Member 

present  Government  came  into  Office  an  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  said  there 

Evicted  Tenants  Bill  would  be  brought  was  a  difference  between  the  two  dates, 

in  to  effect  the  restoration  of  the  former  and  that  the  landlords  had  no  indication  of 

tenants,  and  after  that  he  did  not  believe  what  would  take  place  until  the  Bill  was 

that  a   single  new   tenant    was  put  in  introduced.      He    (Mr.    Clancy)    would 

Mr,  Clancy 
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remind  the  House  that  for  the  last  two  or 
three  years  Bills  had  been  introduoed  and 
supported  by  the  Liberal  Party,  which 
had  for  their  object:  the  restoration  of 
these  eyioted  tenants-^-certainly  Mr. 
O^Kelly's  Bill  did.  According  to  his 
view  of  the  case,  the  landlords  got 
formal  notice  from  the  year  Mr.  0*Kelly*s 
Bill  was  brought  in  and  supported  by 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party ;  the 
landlords  had  ample  notice  that  not  a  new 
tenant  would  be  restored  on  the  holding 
after  that,  but  would  be  regarded  as  a 
bogus  tenant.  For  that  reason  he 
thought  the  Amendment  was  one  that 
ought  to  be  pressed  and  supported  by 
the  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  appreciate  his  point ;  iu  the 
Bill  to  which  tne  hon.  Member  referred 
no  difference  was  made,  and  therefore 
the  act  of  the  landlord  was  not  to  be 
taken  as  an  intention  to  evade  the  law, 
as  the  law  was  going  to  make  no  dis- 
tinction. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  14  ; 
Noes  181. — (Division  List,  No.  206.) 

Words  inserted. 

On 'Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to: — 

Page  3,  line  12,  leave  out  from 
**  tenancy "  to  "  the  foregoing,"  and 
insert "  all." 

Verbal  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) 
said,  that  in  moving  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name,  he  had  some  con- 
fidence that  it  would  be  accepted  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman earlier  in  the  Debate  referred  to 
two  classes  of  tenants  who. now  occupied 
evicted  tenants  farms.  One  of  these 
classes  had  no  interest  in  the  farm,  and 
were  not  bona  fide  farmers,  and  the 
other  class  consisted,  not  of  a  large 
number,  but  still  of  a  considerable  section 
of  men  who  had  an  interest  in  the  farm, 
and  would  not  wish  to  give  them  up, 
even  for  compensation.  He  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  in 
what  way  they  derived  that  interest. 
They    simply    took  over  the   improve- 
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ments  and  tenant-rights  of  the  former 
tenant.  He  did  not  believe  this  was  the 
best  means  of  dealing  with  this  question, 
but  for  want  of  a  better  means  it  might 
be  a  further  inducement  to  get  them  to 
give  up  the  holdings  they  occupied,  and 
the  property,  which  was  really  the  pro- 
perty of  the  former  tenant.  It  was  only 
reasonable  that  the  former  tenant  should 
be  paid  the  value  he  would  have  got  if 
he  had  been  permitted  to  sell  in  the  opoi 
market. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
18,  after  the  word  "reinstatement,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

*'  and  if  the  new  tenant  pays  or  duly  secures  to 
the  petitioner  in  such  manner  as  the  Arbitrators 
may  direct  such  sum  as  the  Arbitrators  may 
determine,  having  regard  to  the  petitioner's 
tenant-right  in  his  holding  before  the  CTiction, 
and  to  the  improvements  effected  by  the 
petitioner  in  said  holding."— (JVr./Azy/^.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  as  he 
understood  the  Amendment,  its  object 
was  to  provide  that  where  a  new  tenant 
refused  to  assent  to  an  order  restoring  the 
old  tenant,  the  arbitrators  should  have  the 
power  to  propose  a  payment  to  the 
petitioner,  who  was  the  evicted  tenant, 
as  compensation  for  the  rights  of  which 
he  had  been  dispossessed  on  the  com- 
mencement of  the  new  tenant^s  tenancy. 
That  was  a  question  which  was  present 
to  his  mind  at  the  time  of  the  framing  of 
the  Bill,  because  it  was  pointed  out  to 
him  by  agents  and  other  gentlemen  that 
there  were  a  great  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  tenant  who  had  been  evicted 
and  had  been  a  source  of  some  of  those 
troubles  and  disorders  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, on  being  allowed  to  sell  his  interest 
in  open  market  would  be  perfectly  con- 
tent and  would  disappear.  Ho  supposed 
the  contention  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
similar.  Yes  ;  but  there  was  a  very  strong 
objection  which  might  be  taken  from  the 
very  quarter  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
himself  sat,  which  was  this  :  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  would  in- 
volve the  recognition  of  a  certain  locus 
standi  in  the  planter.  That,  he  thought, 
would  be  regarded  as  an  insuperable  ob- 
jection, though  it  was  not,  of  course,  the 
point  of  view  from  which  he  approached 
the  subject  at  all.  What  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  now  was  that  the  Govem- 
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be  BDcb  Ks  should  deal  completely 
the  matter  iu  the  directioo  of  the  cli 
he  had  quoted. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  MJd,  that 
sideriDg  the  aiibject   the   whole  clrcm 
stBDcea  which  had  been  montionod  Hhould 
be  taken  into  account. 
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-ment  would  oonaider  bettreeo  then  and 
the  Keport   stage  whether  words  could 

.  be  fnimeil  to  carry  out  the  suggestion, 
or  proposal,  made  by  the  hou.  Member. 
The  point  vras  an  important  oue,  aud 
there  were  various  things  to  be  oousideretl 
in  relation  to  it,  but  the  Goverumeut 
would  give  the  whole  question  careful 
attention.  At  the  same  time,  it  must  be 
clearly  understood  thut  the  pledge  he 
gave  was  only  conditional  upon  further 
consideration. 

Mr.  UAYDEN  said,  that  under  the 
e  ire  urns  tauces,  aud  trusting  that  the  right 
hoD.  Geutlemau  would  twl  in  the  spirit 
of  his  speech,  he  would  nsk  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  SEXTON  would  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
to  a  new  clause  dealing  with  compensa- 
tion to  a  former  tenant  and  which  stood 
on  page  31,  iu  the  name  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  The  right 
lion.  Geutlemau  would  do  well  to  l>ear  iu 
mind  that  the  interest  of  the  evicted 
teuaut  might  be  oonfise&ted  not  only  in 
the  case  where  the  new  tenant  refused  to 
go  out  but  also  where  the  farm  was 
vacant  aud  where  the  landlonl  had  shown 
cause  against  an  absolute  order  ;  there- 
fore the  subject  would  not  be  fully  dealt 
with  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
sidered ouly  the  case  where  tliere  was  a 
new  tcnaut  and  left  aut  the  case  where 
the  landlord  showed  cause  against  an 
absolute  order  for  reinstatement  being 
made.  The  property  of  the  evicted 
tenant  was  confiscnted  in  the  one  case  as 
well  as  the  other  and  the  clause  of  his 
hon.  Friend  addressed  itself  to  the  whole 
subject.     It  was  as  follows  : — 

"  In  any  case  Briuing  under  tbi»  Act  in  which 
an  absolule  order  fur  rcinststemant  is  not  made, 
(be  Arbitrators  may  deternuiie  what  sum  is 
equitablj  due  b;  the  landlord  to  tlie  petitiODcc 
in  comMnsntion  for  the  valne  of  hlH  ioCereBt  in 
the  holding  immediately  prior  to  the  deter- 
tnioatiOD  of  his  tenancy,  and  this  sum,  after 
dednctin^  the  amount  due  for  tout  to  the  land- 
lord at  the  time  of  the  eviction,  shall  be  a  debt 
recoverable  from  the  landlonl  by  the  petitioner, 
and  n  certificate  under  the  seal  of  the  Arbitra- 
tors shall  be  accepted  as  proof  of  the  ilebt  ao<i 
the  amount  thereof  In  any  action  taken  to 
recover  the  same." 

He  trusteil,  iu  considering  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chief  Secre- 
Uu-y  would  take  account  of  the  fact  that 
it  did  not  cover  the  whole  subject,  and 
that  any  proposal  he  himself  made  would 
Jfr.  J,  Morlty 
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Amendment,  by  li 

The  chairman  called  upon 
Sexto.\,  who  had  the  following  Ami 
lent  on  the  Paper  :- 

Pb;^  3,  line  I'J,  after  "  Arbitrali>ni,"  iiunt 
unleaa  aft«r  due  inqaiiy  they  are  of  opinion 
that  the  nen  tenant  Is  not  a  hoR&fide  farmer, 

that  his  ioteresC  (n  the  holding  ii  not  sub- 
stantial,  or  that  (or  some  other  cause  eulScienl 
in  their  judgment  it  is  expedient  to  make  an 
order  for  reinsiatcmeDt," 

Mb.  sexton  said,  this  Amendraeut 
raised  substantially  the  same  question  aa 
that  determlueit  by  the  first  Amendment 
moved  that  day,  where  they  endeavoured 
to  apply  the  principle  of  compulsory 
treatment  to  tenanted  as  well  as  tovacaut 
farms.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
reply  delivered  his  judgment  un- 
equivocally on  the  subject  of  that 
Amendment,  declaring  that  its  acceptance 
would  render  im|)osHible  the  success  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  conceivable  that  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  might  deal  practically 
with  the  whole  questiou  at  issue.  No 
oue  could  say  whether  it  did  or  did  not 
until  the  Bill  had  come  into  operattou. 
He  was  willing  to  accept  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  on  the  former  as  being  a 
decision  on  this  Amendment,  but  the 
Irish  Members  reserved  their  right,  if  the 
Bill  passed  into  law,  to  observe  the 
extent  of  its  operation,  and  whether  or 
not  it  completely  dealt  with  the  question, 
and  on  the  first  opportunity  after  the 
practical  working  of  the  Act  had  become 
a  matter  which  they  could  determine  by 
practice,  they  should  reserve  tlioir  right 
to  bring  the  subject  uuder  notice. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldoii)  waa 
called  upon  by  the  Chairman  to  move 
the  fallowing  Amendment,  but  ho  stated 
that  after  what  had  just  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  he 
should  not  do  so  : — 

Page  3,  line  19,  leave  out  "not  make  an 
order,"  and  insert  "  hear  and  determine  the 
reasoaablenesB  of  such  abjection,  and  U  thsj 
ehall  bo  of  oiiinloii  tbat  auch  objectloD  is 
reasonable  and  cannot  be  fairly  met  by  auch 
payment  or  compensation  as  they  are  enabled 
by  this  Act  in  casus  where  the  new  tenant  does 


lo49*         Evicted  TenanU        f  1  August  1894}  (Ireland)  AriUraUon  Bilh  I4f0 


not  object  to  an  onler  to  award,  then  they 
shall  nuike  no  order,  but  otherwise  they  may  if 
they  think  fit  deal  with  the  whole  matter  as 
thoagh  the  new  tenant  had  not  objected.** 

Miu  W.  REDMOND  had  the  follow- 
ing Amendment  on  the  Paper  : — * 

Page  3,  line  19,  after  '*  order,**  insert  "  but  in 
such  case  the  new  tenant  shall  pay  to  the 
petitioner  such  suin  as  the  petitioner  woi^  be 
entitled,  on  evidence  by  the  landlord,  to  reooyer 
under  the  proTisions  of  The  Landlord  and 
Tenant  (Xreland)  Act,  1870,  in  respect  of  the 
distnrbanoe  of  his  occupation  as  tenant,  and  of 
the  improvements  effected  on  the  holding  by 
himself  or  his  predecessors  in  title.** 

He  said,  he    believed   the  Amendment 

was  much  the  same  as  that  which  had 

already  been  moved  by  the  hou.  Member 

for  Roscommon  (Mr.  Hayden),  and  as 

he  understood  the  Chief   Secretary  had 

given   an  undertaking  to  consider    the 

whole  question   he  did  not  propose  to 

move  this  Amendment* 

Mb.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Pinkerton) 

moved,  in  page  3,  line  27,  at  end,  add — 

'*  and  may  advance  the  other  half  out  of  such 
moneys,  charging  the  interest  of  the  tenant  in 
the  holding  with  an  annuity  payable  to  the 
Land  Commission  in  repayment  of  such  advance 
for  such  term  of  years  as  they  may  fix,  such 
annuity  to  be  recoverable  by  the  I^nd  Com- 
mission as  if  it  were  payable  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts  by  a  tenant  for  the  purchase  of 
his  holding.'* 

He  said,  the  Amendment  raised  the  ques- 
tion  whether  the  incoming  tenant  should 
be  assisted  in  respect  to  the  moiety  of 
the  payment  to  be  made  to  the  landlord 
and  the  old  tenant.  The  Amendment 
he  moved  before  was  that  the  moiety  to 
be  paid  by  the  incoming  tenant  in  the 
case  where  the  new  tenant  became  a 
purchaser  should  be  added  to  the  purchase 
money.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jected that  in  such  a  case  they  would  be 
adding  to  the  purchase  money  something 
which  was  not  really  part  of  the  price  of 
the  holding.  He  doubted  if  that  was 
true  in  respect  of  the  money  paid 
to  the  tenant  in  respect  of  his  in- 
terest. He  was  now  dealing  with  the 
case  where  the  tenant  did  not  become 
a  purchaser,  where  the  landlord  did  not 
insist  on  the  power  given  to  him  in  this 
respect,  and  where  the  tenant  was  rein- 
stated as  a  tenant.  In  such  cases  he 
thought  it  might  fairly  be  considered 
whether  this  further  advance  might  not 
be  made  to  the  tenant,  especially  as  the 
advance  could  be  charged  by  way  of 
annuity    on    the    holdihg,   so   that   the 


security  of  the  State  would  not  .be 
affected.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  could 
not  at  once  accept  the  Amendment. he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  reject  it,  but  wo|ild  consent  to  give 
it  consideration. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
27,  at  end,  add — 

'*  and  may  advance  the  other  half  out  of  siieh 
moneys,  charging  the  interest  of  the  tenant  in 
the  holding  with  an  annuity  payable  to  the 
Land  Commission  in  repayment  of  such  advance 
for  such  term  of  years  as  they  may  fix,  such 
annuity  to  be  recoverable  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission as  if  it  were  payable  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts  by  a  tenant  for  the  purchase  of 
his  holding."— (Jfr.  Settton.^ 

Question  proposed^  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  look  into  this  matter 
between  now  and  the  Report  stage,  and 
without  giving  any  definite  decision  would 
see  if  anything  could  be  done. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  proposed,  **•  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  desired  to 
make  an  observation  or  two  with  respect 
to  an  Amendment  to  this  clause  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  but  had  not 
moved.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  provided  that  the  Arbitrators 

*^  may  in  the  case  of  any  former  tenant  (whose 
holding  has  been  taken)  and  whom  they  may 
find  to  have  been  the  subject  of  unjust  or  harsh 
eviction  give  special  aid  to  the  migration  or 
emigration  of  any  such  former  tenant  and  may 
recommend  the  Land  Commissioners  to  facilitate 
the  migration  of  such  tenants  by  acquiring  land 
upon  which  they  can  be  settled  as  tenants,  and 
the  tenants  when  their  tenancies  have  been  so 
created  shall  be  entitled  to  and  shall  be  required 
to  avail  themselves  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Land  Purchase  Acts  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing the  holdings  of  which  they  are  so 
created  tenants.  Any  sum  that  may  be  required 
for  the  purpose  of  emigrating  families  under 
this  section  shall  be  charged  on  the  residue  of 
the  Emigration  Fund  provided  by  the  Land 
Act  of  1881." 

When  the  proposal  contained  in  this 
Amendment  was  originally  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  he  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
stated  that  he  feared  that  the  experience 
of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  had  not 
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Clause  4. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  B.  T.  Reid,  the 
foUowingi  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  3,  line  37,  after  «'  Act,*'  insert- 


been  snch  as  to  'encourage  the  idea 
that  migration  was  a  very  easy 
thing  to  accomplish,  atid  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  indicated  by  a 
gesture  that  he  shared  his  scep- 
ticism. He  explained  then  that  he  was 
doubtful  whether  machinery  could  be 
devised  for  carrying  out  this  object  and 
whether  the  circumstances  in  Ireland  lent 
themselves  to  the  process  of  migration,  j 
but  that  he  would  be  willing  to  consider 
any  proposal  for  the  purpose  that  might 
be  laid  before  the  Committee.  The 
Amendment  now  on  the  Paper  would 
not,  in  his  opinion,  meet  the  case  exactly, 
but  in  the  interval  before  the  Report 
stage  he  would  consider  whether  a 
practicable  provision  could  be  framed  for 
placing  powers  in  regard  to  migration  in 
the  hands  of  the  arbitrators. 

Mr.  sexton  remarked  that  there 
was  no  doubt  the  subject  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  voluntarily 
raised  was  one  of  extreme  importance. 
He  had  discussed  it  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for   South    Tyrone   and  otliers,  and 

whilst  he  recognised  to  the  full  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  he  thought  it 
must  be  conceded,  by  anyone  who 
examined  its  terms  from  a  critical  point 
of  view,  that  it  would  not  suffice  in  any 
practical  way  to  deal  efficiently  with 
the  case.  He  could  not  give  un- 
qualified approval  to  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  contained  the  word 
"emigration."  Plans  for  emigration 
never  led  to  any  good,  and  what 
they  wanted  to  do  was  to  keep  their 
people  at  home.  But  migration  was  a 
different  matter  altogether,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  there  were  unoccupieil 
lands  to  be  had  in  Ireland  which  were 
suitable  for  occupation  and  cultivation. 
The  Land  Commission,  if  authorised  to 
do  so,  would  »be  able  to  obtain  these 
lands  so  that  they  might  be  let  to  evicted 
tenants  who  failed  to  obtain  reinstate- 
ments in  their  old  holdings.  He  trusted 
that  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  could 
command  the  services  of  experts  and 
obtain  legal  help,  would  be  successful  in 
framing  a  satisfactory  Amendment  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  under  consideration. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Mr,  J.  Mofley 


**  Except  as  respects  any  sum  so  to  be  paid, 
the  landlord  shall  not,  after  an  absolute  order 
for  a  reinstatement  is  made,  have  any  claim 
on  aoooant  of  arrears  of  rent  or  of  costs  in 
connection  with  the  holding.** 

Mr.  CLANCY  moved,  in  page  3,  line 
38,  after  "house,"  insert  "or  offices." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment,  he  ex- 
plained,  was  to  provide  that  the  arbi- 

trrators  might  make  a  grant  to  assist  the 
tenant  in  rebuilding  or  repairing  not  only 
the  house  on  the  holding,  bat  the  offices 
and  other  buildings  also.  He  should 
move  a  further  Amendment  that  the 
arbitrators  should  also  take  into  con- 
sideration the  circumstances  of  the  tenant ; 
that  w;as  to  say,  his  poverty  and  his 
inability  to  stock  his  farm,  and  so  on  .  It 
would  be  absurd  to  place  a  tenant  back 
on  his  holding  and  give  him  £50  to  re- 
build the  house  and  offices.  In  the  first 
place,  it  would  be  ridiculous  to  confine 
the  grant  to  so  narrow  a  thing  as  the 
dilapidation  of  a  dwelling-house,  and, 
in  the  second  place,  to  limit  the 
grant  to  the  sum  of  £50 ;  and 
his  proposal  was  that  the  whole 
question  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  arbitrators,  who  might  fairly  be 
trusted  to  discharge  this  duty.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
38,  after  the  word  "  house,*'  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  offices." — (Mr,  Clancy,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  it  would 
not  be  advisable  to  sanction  larger  grunts 
than  sums  of  £50,  having  regard  to  the 
limited  sum  which  was  to  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  arbitrators.  He 
understood  that  in  Ireland  £50  was  no 
inconsiderable  sum,  and  he  thought  that 
if  expended  with  proper  and  judicious 
economy  it  ought  to  be  sufficient  for  the 
purposes  which  they  had  in  view. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  thought  that  the 
word  "  buildings "  ought  to  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  word  "  house "  which 
appeared  in  the  clause,  and  which  was 
too  narrow.     He  would  just  like  to  sav 
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thftt  it  cost  £100  to  biiild.  n  labourer's 
cottage  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  FLTNN  (Cork»  N.)  stated  that 
in  some  caises  outhouses  m^ht  have  been 
destroyed  by  emergency  men.  Surely 
facilities  ought  to  be  given  for  rebuilding 
them. 

Mb.  sexton  suggested  that  they 
should  retain  the  maximum  of  £50  and 
give  at  the  same  time  powers  of  a  more 
general  character  to  the  arbitrators  as  to 
buildings. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  observed  that  the 
suggested  substitution  of  the  word 
"  buildings  ^  for  "  house  **  was  worthy 
of  consideration,  but  he  could  not  assent' 
to  it  on  that  occasion,  because  he  knew 
from  experience  that  apparently  harmless 
words  used  in  connection  with  Irish 
agrarian  matters  were  often  traps  for  the 
unwary.  The  suggestion,  however, 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the 
dock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


iMdjfBili. 
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CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  294.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

•Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) 
asked  if  the  Government  would  take  into 
consideration  his  suggestion  to  bring  in 
this  Bill  before  12  o*cl6ek,  so  that  the 
responsibility  of  its  rejection  might  be 
placed  on  the  right  shoulders  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Move  the>  Second 
Reading. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' — (-Dr.  Macgregor.) 

The  MAR<iUB89  op  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambieth,  Brixton) :  Is  it  in  Order  for  a 
private  Member  to  move  a  Government 
Bill? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was  competent 
for  an  hon.  Member  to  do  so. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
said,  he  should  move  the  adjournment  of 
ihe  Debate. 

VOL.  XXVII.  [fourth  series.] 


Mr.  speaker  asking  for  a  date  to 
be  fixed, 

*Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,  he  could  not 
be  responsible  for  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  '  fie  simplj  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Government  proposed  to 
adopt  the  course  he  had  suggested,  and 
he  hoped  some  one  was  present  who  would 
be  able  to  answer  ? 

Objection  being  takeu  to  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, Second  Reading  deferred  till 
To-morrow. 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  4)  (BIRMINGHAM 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  252.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(Na  1)  BILL  [iorrf#].— (No.  306.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  without 
Amendment. 


COPYHOLD     CONSOLIDATION    BILL 

[Zorrf#]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  344.] 


CHARITABLE     TRUSTS    ACTS    AMEND- 
MENT  BILL  [iorrf#].— (No.  296.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  ^Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

SETTLED  LAND  ACT  (1882)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. -(No.  320.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

AGRICULTURAL  EDUCATION  IN 
ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL^  BILL.— (No  59.) 

Order  for  Seoond  Reading  read,  a!)d 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CROWN  LANJ)S  BILL.-KN0.  4.) 
Reporte>l  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence.  » 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  252.] 

3  U 
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Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  252.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  re*comniitle4  to-  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for 
Friday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  348.] 

FOOD  PB0DUCT8  ADULTERATION. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read  [Inquiry  not  completed]. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.   [No.  253.] 

VALUATION  OF  LANDS  (SCOTLAND^ 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [Lord*]. ' 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  ne&t,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  345.] 


TRUSTS     ADMINISTRATION. 

The  Select  Committee  on  Trnsts  Administra- 
tion was  nominated  of, — Mr.  Butcher*  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Kimber,  Sir 
George  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Sir  Charles  Pearson,  Sir  Henry  Roflooe,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent,  and 
Mr.  Warmington : 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  : 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (iVr. 
T.  E.  EllU.-) 


NATIONAL   EDUCATION  (IRELAND) 
(BUILDING  GRANTS). 

Return  [presented  diet  Julj]  to  be 
printed.     (No.  250.) 

EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  (OPIUM). 

Return  [presented  3 1st  July]  to  be 
printed.     (No.  251). 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'* 

Business  of  the  House. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's)  asked  when  the  Equalisation 
of  Rates  Bill  would  be  taken. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  the  treasury  (Mr.  T. 
E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  that  if 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  was  finished 
to-morrow  (Thursday)  the  Equalisation 
of  Rates  Bill  would  be  the  first  Order  on 
Friday. 


Mr;  hartley  (Islington^  N.) : 
Will  tbat  stage  of  the  Equalisation  of 
Bates  Bill  be  completed  beifore  the  next 
stage  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  is 
taken? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  cannot  promise 
that  we  shal)  go  on  with  the  Bill  beyond 
Friday^  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  make  a  further  statement 
to-morrow* 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  What 
are  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Bill?  .Are  the  Government 
aware  of  the  exceeding  inconvenience  to 
Scotch  Members  of  being  detained  in 
London  at  this  season  of  the  year,  and  of 
being  uncertain  as  to  when  Scotch  busi- 
ness will  be  disposed  of  ? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  will  make  a  statement 

on  that  point  to-m<Mrrow,  but  I  do  not 

think  he  will  depart  from  his  original 
intention  of  not  proceeding  with  the 
Scotch  Bill  until  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  is  disposed 
of. 

In  reply  to  further  questions^ 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  if  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  took  up  a  portion 
of  Friday  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill 
would  be  taken  on  the  same  evening. 

MR.CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
What  will  bo  the  second  Order  to- 
morrow ? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS:  The  Building 
Societies  Bill. 

Sir  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S):  What 
business  will  be  taken  after  that  ? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  other  Bills  in 
their  order. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Does 
the  Government  intend  to  set  apart  any 
time  for  the  Railway  aud  Canal  Traffic 
Bill? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  hou.  Member 
had  better  give  notice  of  that  question 
to-morrow. 

HoiiHe  adjoume<I  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Six  o'clock. 


1^7 


Dunnet 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday^  2nd  August  1894. 


SAT  FIRST. 
Lord  Coleridge,  after  the  death  of  his 
father. 

CHAKITABLB  TRUSTS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MBNT  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  12.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons   agreed 
^      to. 

S  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

-|  fNo.  162.) 

i  i_     Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
»*-T  to. 

TRAMWAYS     ORDERS     CONFIRMATION 
(No.  IX  BILL  [ZorflK*].— (No.  43.) 
I     Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 


1 

I 


to. 


LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.-.(No.  126.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
lAmeAdments  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

(No.  66.) 

I      Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

ELEMENTARY      EDUCATION     PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(BARRY,  &C.)  BILL  [H.L.]. -(No.  64.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 


{ 

J*  .  Amendments  agreed  to. 


^ 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 
Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
have  added  a  Member  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills 
and  Consolidation  Bills  as  requested  by 
their  Lordships. 

CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS  BILL.— (No.  192.) 
Amendments  reported    (according  to 
Order),  and    Bill    to    be  read  3»    To- 
monow. 

VOL.  XXVn.  [fourth  series.] 


BRITISH    MUSEUM  (PURCHASE    OF 

LAND)  BILL.— (No.  178.) 
House    in    Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :   Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS    AND    CHARGES   PROVI 
SIONAL  ORDER  (No.   11)  (LAGAN,  &c., 
CANALS)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1»  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners.   (No.  197.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (No.  4)  (BIRMINGHAM 
CANAL)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners.    (No.  198.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^  2nd  August  1894, 


Q  UE  STIONS. 


DUNNET  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  School  Board  of  Dimuet, 
Caithness-shire,  has  been  paying  a  feu 
duty  of  £5  annually  for  the  site  of  the 
school  buildings  and  schoolmaster's 
garden  of  the  old  parochial  school  handed 
over  to  them  by  the  heritors  ;  that  this 
feu  duty  was  imposed  by  the  heritors  on 
themselves  some  time  before  the  passing 
of  the  Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872, 
and  is  greatly  in  excess  of  the  value  of 
the  land  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
heritors,  three  in  number  at  the  time,  sold 
to  one  of  themselves  the  former  site  of 
the  parochial  school  building,  and,  after 
parting  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  amongst 
themselves,  entered  into  the  above 
airangement,  whereby  they  have  ob- 
tained relief  from  a  burden  which  they  are 
legally  entitled  to  bear,  and  have  thrown 
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that  burden  on  the  general  ratepayers ; 
whether  he '  is  further  aware  that  the 
factor  for  the  largest  heritor  of  the  parish 
ii'as  chle%  instrumental  in  carrying,  out 
tifais  transaction,  and  hto  been  CHiairman 
of  the  School  Board  for  many  years,  and 
has  resisted  all  inquiries  in  regard  to  the 
transaction  complained  of  ;  whether  he 
will  cause  full  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
this  matter ;  and  whether  there  are  any 
other  parishes  in  Scotland  that  hare  had 
a  similar  burden  cast  on  them  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgetou) :  The  Department  has  no 
knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged,  and  has 
no  means  of  inquiring  into  questions  of  a 
legal  character,  nor  into  the  transactions 
of  the  heritors  in  the  past.  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  School  Board — the  chairman  of 
which  is  the  Free  Church  miuistei* — ^to 
maintain  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers, 
and  to  inform  the  Department  if  those 
interests  have  in  any  way  been  set  aside 
or  disregarded.  But  if  any  complaint, 
accompanied  by  specific  details,  is  sent  to 
the  Department  I  shall  ask  the  School 
Board  for  an  explanation. 

THE  GODLEY  ESTATE,  SOUTH 
LEITRIM. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Laud 
Commission  have  made  any  arrangements 
with  regard  to  the  supply  of  turbary  to 
the  tenants  on  the  Godley  Estate  at 
Carrigallen,  South  Leitrim,  who  have 
purchased  their  holdings  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts  ;  and  whether  they  can 
state  in  what  way  they  propose  to  dis- 
tribute the  55  acres  of  bog  in  Corrawal- 
leeu  and  10  in  Crick een,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  tenants  were  in  abso- 
lute possession  of  their  turf  banks  until 
they  were  induced  to  take  bog  tickets 
some  years  ago  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlev,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Land  Commission  that  the  teuauts 
who  have  purchased  have,  under  their 
Vesting  Orders,  all  rights  of  turbary 
over  the  bogs  in  the  vendor's  possession, 
which  they  had  as  tenants.  No  special 
arrangements  have  been  made  by  the 
Land  Commission  as  to  turbary,  as  it  is 
ou]v  in  cases  where   the  agreements  so 

/?r.  Clark  \ 


provide  that  the  provisions  of  Section  31 
of  jhe  A9t  of  1891  can  be  put  in 
fofce. 

NATIOKAL  BDUCATrOK  IN  IBBLAND. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commisskmers  oT  National 
Edneatioo  in  Ireland  for  18^  will  be 
circulated  to  Members  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Stationery  Office  that  the  Report 
has  been  printed,  and  that  copies  will  be 
obtainable  at  the  Vote  Office  in  a  day 
or  so. 

VOLUNTARY  SCHOOL    FKE-GRANTS. 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  EducatioJH 
whether  the  fee-grant,  in  the  case  of 
many  voluntary  schools,  was,  up  to 
April,  1893,  paid  quarterly,  on  or  be- 
fore the  1st  day  of  January,  April, 
July,  and  October  ;  whether,  in  the  case 
of  some  schools,  a  new  practice  has  been 
introduced,  whereby  the  grant  expected 
on  the  30th  June,  1893,  has  been  de- 
ferred until  the  payment  of  the  Govern- 
ment grant  in  August,  throwing  thereby- 
such  schools  into  arrears  of  fee-grant  and 
causing  a  loss  of  resource  for  one  quar- 
ter of  a  year  ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
the  matter  into  his  consideration  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLAXD,  York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  There  has  been 
no  change  in  the  practice  with  regard  to 
the  time  of  payment  of  the  fee-grant 
since  the  fee-grant  was  instituted,  and, 
therefore,  none  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment. The  practice  is,  and  always  has 
been,  that  three  quarterly  instalments  are 
paid  on  fixed  days,  and  the  balance  to- 
gether with  the  annual  grant. 

BENGAL  LEGISLATIVE  COUNCIL. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that 
dissatisfaction  exists  among  the  Bengal 
community  at  the  apparent  favour  shown 
to  European  Public  Bodies  in  Calcutta 
in  the  Rules  for  representation  upon  the 
Bengal  Legislative  Council,  both  the 
European  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  the 
European     Trades    Association    having 
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been  avthorued  to  elect  reproMatativei, 
ft  privilege  denied  to  the  Nutional  Cbaio- 
b^  of  Commerce  (a  larger  body  than 
the  European  Chamber),  conaistmg  of 
Indian  merohsnte,  the  British  Indian 
Asaociatlon,  which  inclndea  all  the  fore- 


poaes  of  the  erection  of  the  new  London- 
derry Barracks  ? 

TnK  FINANCIAL  SECBETAEY 
TO  thkWAB  office  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hnnlej)  (who  replied)  said  :  Tlie  plane 
of    Londonderry    Barracks     have    been 


moat  landholder!  of   the   Province,  and  I  completed,   but    uufortnnately   we   have 

the  Indian  AMbciation,  which  representa  '  '  ■    ■  r— -l- 

the  ryots  and  ^liddle  classeB  ;  and  whe- 
titer,  after  looking  into  the  matter,  he 
will  arrange  for  the  removal  of  this 
ground  of  complaint  ;  and  whether  hia 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
(as  shown  at  page  6  of  the  Return  of 
April  26  last,  relating  to  the  Legislative 
Councils    in    India) 


not  been  able  to  agree  upon  terms  for  the 
acqaisition  of  the  land,  and  the  time  at 
dispoealduring  the  present  Parliamentary 
Session  is  not  siifGcient  to  allow  of  com- 
pliance with  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
two  Houses  relating  to  Bills  of  this 
character. 

Mr.  boss  :  Why  were  not  the  com* 
of    the    two    puJBory  powers  put  in  force  ? 
^"'    o  -"J  I    ,^^    WOODALL  :    That  could  only 
be  done  with    the    sanction  of    Parlia- 


appojntmenta  of  Enropeana,  Nos.  9  and 
11,  reoommended  by  the  Calcutta  Trades 

Association  and  the  fieugal  Chamber  of  i         ,        ,  ., ■         ,  ,;„„  ,„  „-f  ;»  i„ 

(-i^„„ __  .    u     ■  ^  ment,  and  there  is  not  time  to  get  it  in 

L/ommerce,  appears  to  be  in  contraven-    ,i,-    u    j-  . 


I  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  this  Par- 
j  liament  or  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  WOODALL :  This  Session,  of 


tion  of  Rule  II.,  Clause  D,and  final  Fro- 
Tiao  of  the  Begnlattoos  printed  at  page  19  I 
of  the  same  Retnrn  ?  I 

•The  SECBETARY  op  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlkr,  Wolver- 
hampton, £,)  :  I  am  not  aware  that  dis-  |  course. 
Batiafaction    exists    among   the   Bengal  I 

community  at  the  apparent  favour  shown  I  I^l^H  LAND  AGENTS  AS  MAarsTRATES. 
to  European  Publio  Bodies  in  Calcutta  1  Ma.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
in  the  Rules  for  representation  upoa  the  1 1  beg  to  aslc  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Bengal  Legislative  Council.  Unilor  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
:iBting  Rules  the    Bengal  Chamber  of    isaware  of  thefact  thatmany  landageuts 


Commerce,  which 
European  Aaaociation,  is  the 


inly  Ci 


aively 


powers    without     giving 
statutable  notice  in  regard  t 


left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Lieutenant '  the  Commiasion  of  tlie  Peace  who  c 


Governor.     The  hon.  Member  will  a 
from  what  I  have  atated  that  there  is  n 


tenant  Governor  under  Rule  III. 

LONDONDBRRr    BARRACKS. 


\ 


Ireland  are  also  Justices  of  the  Peaec^ 
and  that  some  of  them  have  utilised  the 


mercial    Body  entitled  to  recommend  a  poaitioa  to    quietly  carry  out  technical 

member  of  the  Bengal  Legialati'     "  '  '     ' 

cil.      The   I'radea   Asaociation 

formally    consulted   by    the    Lieutenant  and    other    matters ;    whether    he    will 


Governor  as  to  one  of  the  appointmenta 

which  he  recently  had  to  make ;  but  he  quiry  into  such  violations  of   the  law^ 

was  in  no  way  bound  to  consult  them  or  and  whether  he  will  advise  the  discon- 

to  aot  on  their  advice.     Eight  of  the  ten  tinuance  of    appointing  land  agents  to 

ndo-offlcial  members  are  uative  gentlemen,  the  Magistracy  ? 

ftnd  I  see  no  reason  for  intervening  i  "      '  ■""" 

this   matt«r,  which,    under  the  Act, 


3  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  make  in- 


Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  There  are  a  con- 
I  aiderable  number  of  gentlemen  holding 


also  land  agents.     The  practice  referred 
'  1  the  question  as  to  not  giving  stata- 


eontravention  of  Rule  II.  (D)  and  the  Ubie  noticea  in  regard  to  evictiona  and 
imX  FroTlso  of  the  Regnlations  printed  \  other  matters  has  not  come  under  the 
St  page  19  of  the  same  Return.  Mr.  I  notieeof  theLord  Chancellorinanycoa^. 
Womasli   was  appointed    by   the   Lieu-  |  If  a  Magistrate  should  be  fonnd  to  have 


been  guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  law,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  will  take  prompt  notice 
of  such  action.    The  question  of  diacon- 


Mlt.  K06S  (Londonderry)  ;  I  beg  to  '  tinning  the  appointment  of  land  agents 
uk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  when  to  the  Magistracy  will  be  referred  to  the 
he  will  be  able  to  introduce  the  Provi>  !  Lord  Chancellor,  as  the  discretion  in  the 
aional  Order  Bill  required  for  the  pnr-  ,  matter  will  rest  with  him. 
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LDBACT  IN  lEKLAND. 

Dr.  KEKNY  (DubliD,  College  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  PreBident  of  the  Local 
OoverameDt  Board  whether,  Id  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Report  of  the  Lunacy 
CommisHionerB  (EDgland)  for  the  year 
«iidiiig  Slat  December,  1893,  ehoWB  that 
the  total  number  of  registered  lunatics  id 
Englaod  and  Wales  amounts  to  92,067,  or 
one  in  every  336  of  the  population,  and 
an  increase  of  2,245  over  1892,  the 
largest  annual  increase  yet  registered,  and 
that  whilst  said  Report  shows  that  15-4 
per  cent,  of  all  registered  lunatics  are  due 
to  heredity  and  26  per  cent,  to  intemper- 
aace,  that  still  much  difference  of 
Opinion  prevails  amongst  alienists  ne  to 
the  exact  causes  of  the  great  increase  of 
lunacy  observed  in  other  countriee  as  well 
as  in  Great  Britain,  he  will  recommend 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  enter  into 
negotiations  with  foreign  Governments 
for  the  appointment  of  an  IntematioDal 
Commission  to  inquire  Into  tbia  most 
important  and  urgent  subject  P 

Thb  secretary  of  state  for 
THS  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  (who  replied)  said  : 
I  have  referred  the  question  to  the  Com- 
missioners io  Lunacy,  who  report  to  me 
as  follows  ; — It  will  be  seen  by  a  refer- 
ence to  page  6  of  the  48th  Report  of  the 
CommissioDers  in  Lunacy  for  1893, 
lately  presented  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  they  are  of  opinion  that  there  is  no 
disproportionate  increase  of  iusauity,  or,  ' 
at  all  events,  none  at  all  material  in  I 
EnglftDd  and  Wales.  The  increase  in  the  , 
number  of  ofHcially -known  lunatics  is 
thus  dealt  with  in  the  Report : — 

"The  increaec  in  the  number  of  ofBciallj-  | 
known  InnatlCH  ib  b  Ter;  liifTcrcnt  thing,  and  ik  ' 
doe  mainly,  if  not  altotjcthcr,  to  accnmulntion  1 
resulting  from  a  rlimitiishcil  dii^bnrge  rate,  aa  I 
baa  been  well  sbowu  in  the  General  Rei>ort  of 
the  Registrar  General  on  the  recent  CciiKTia.  ' 
From  this  Report,  also,  we  learn  that  the  ' 
Increase  in  the  total  Dumber  of  enumcrateil 
lunatics  In  the  Qjunus  of  1881  over  the  Dumbcr 
in  1871  was  15,484,  while  the  correBimndint' 
increaEc  in  I8Hr  over  icei  was  only  12,S80,  | 
being  a  ctimlnnlion  of  2,fi00  in  the  ilcccnninl  , 
Increase;  aa<l  the  diniinutiou,  occurring  con-  I 
temporaneouslj  with  an  increase  of  tbc  general  I 
population,  wouUl'scem  (o  suPl>ort  the  opinion  | 
we  have  above  fljpressed.  The  nccumulntit.ii 
hss  been  aggmvated  by  (with  other  cnuscs)  tbe  ; 
change  of  feeling  wtuch  has  uniloubte-llj  > 
occaiTcd  in  the  (loorer  classes,  ami  which  now 
leoila  (hem,  without  reluctance,  to  see  placed  in  ' 
•sjlume  insane  and  menially  worn-out  meinliera  p 
of  their  families  whom  they  would  formerly  , 
iflve  retained  in  their  homes." 


The  matter  is,  however,  one  of  great 
importance,  and  I  will  consider  the  bon. 
Gentleman's  suggestion. 

Db.  KENNY  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
his  answer.  The  CommiaBioners,  how- 
ever, seemed  to  beg  the  question  Id 
their  RepoK  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
increase  in  insanity.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  go  fully 
into  it. 

WBXFOED  QRAHD  JDBY. 

Ms.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  aek  the  Chief  Secretary  to  thsLord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
Mr.  J.  J.  Percival,  junior,  who  is  on  the 
Wexford  Grand  Jury,  lives  in  lodginga 
and  does  not  contribute  anything  to  the 
eonnty  cess  ;  who  is  reeponsible  for  his 
appointment ;  and  if  he  will  bring  in  « 
Bill  early  next  Session  to  abolish  the 
present  Grand  Jury  system  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLE Y  :  Neither  the  Grand 
Jury  nor  its  officers  are  under  the  control 
of  the  Executive  Government,  and  the 
Executive  has  no  means  of  knowing 
whether  the  facta  are  as  alleged  in  the 
question.  The  Grand  Jury  is  appoieted 
by  the  High  Sheriff  of  tlie  county  for  ' 
each  Aasizea. 

DEAINAQE  LOANS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity, I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  he  can  state  how  much  public 
money  advanced  by  the  Treasury  in  Ire- 
land, under  the  Drainage  and  other  Acts 
for  the  improvement  of  property,  to 
tenants  who  have,  since  said  advances, 
been  evicted  from  tlieir  holdings  between 
the  Ist  of  May,  1HT9,  and  the  present 
date  at  present  remains  unpaid  P 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  is  assumed 
that  the  reference  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  to  loans  to  tenants  in  Ireland 
who  have  beeo  evicte<l  from  their  hold- 
ings between  May  1,  1879,  and  the  pre- 
sent date  remaining  unpaid  under  the 
Land  Improvement  Acts,  often  described 
as  the  Dmjiingo  Acts,  and  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act,  1H8I  ;  and  it  is  estimated 
that  the  umouttt  outstanding  in  respect  of 
such  advances  under  these  Acta  as  are 
alluded  to  in  the  question  is  about 
£20,000. 


lSt»        LardJ)^.Frnn^         {2  AjffaqsT  1894} 

Mb.  ROSS :  If  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill  shotild  become  law  will  these  tenants 
share  in  its  b^efits  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  That  is  a  qnes- 
tion  I  cannot  answer  off-hand. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  RENSH aw  (Renfrew,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
he  will  put  down  the  Government 
Amend  meats  on  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Bill  at  once,  in  order  that 
Members  may  have  time  for  considering 
them? 

Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Govern^ 
ment  Amendments  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  (Scotland)  Bill  will  be  circulated 
on  Saturday  morning. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.):  Iwish 
to  know  when  the  Report  stage  of  the 
Bill  will  be  taken,  and  why  it  should,  to 
the  great  inconvenience  of  all  the  Scotch 
M^bers,  be  postponed  until  after  the 

various   stages    of    the  Equalisation   of  j  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
Rates  Bill  ?  •  attention   has  been  drawn  to  the  state- 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- '  "^ent  in  The  Irish  Daily  Lidependent 
CHEQUER(SirW.HARCOURT,Derby):;Of  the  12th  July,  1894,  from  which  it 
I  have  always  stated  that  the  Scotch  I  appears  that  Lord  de  Freyne's  tenants 
Local  Government  Bill  .would  come  on  i  *^ave  offered,  as  a  Settlemeut  of  the  dis- 
after  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill.  1 1  pu*e,  that  the  taxed  costs  of  the  injunction 
was  asked  to  give  at  least  48  hours'  '  motion  shall  be  paid  by  the  tenants  ; 
notice,  and  I  take  this  opportunity  of  '  *^at  the  tenants  who  have  been  evicted 
sving  that  I  expect  the  Bill  will  come  i  and  the  tenants  against  whom  eviction 
on  early  next  week.  proceedings   were   pending   previous   to 

Mb.   HOZIER  :   Does  that  mean  on  i  •^^'t"^^'  ^f  ^  %^  *^  W  (where  judicial 

rents  liave  been  nxed)  two  years  judicial 

rent,  less  payment  on  the  last  year's  rent, 


Mb.  HOZIER:  Why  should  the 
Scotch  Bill  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  The  Govern- 
ment must  have  a  little  latitude  in  the 
disposal  of  their  own  business. 

Sib  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll): 
As  there  must  be  an  interval  between  the 
Committee  and  the  Report  stages  of  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill,  will  the  Go- 
vernment consider  whether  the  Scotch 
Bill  cannot  be  taken  in  that  interval  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  con- 
sider  the  question,  and  see  whether  I  can 
give  some  answer  to-morrow. 
♦Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
whether  the  Government  could  not  find 
facilities  for  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill  as  well  as  the  Rates  Bill  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

LORD   DE   FREYNE  ESTATE. 

Mr,  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask   the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 


Monday  or  Tuesday  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cannot  say. 


rrulr.'.ir.  •  ^.,^"°^^  «*^^-  and  to  receive  a  clear  receipt  to  May, 
The  Lquahsatiou  of  Rates  Bill  comes  on  |  j^g^  .  ^^^^  ^^  holdings  where  judicial 
to-morrow  ;  but  we  cannot  say  how  long  '  ^^^^  j^^^^  „^^  ^^  g^^j  the  future  rents 
It  vdl  take.  It  may  require  Mouday  ^j^^n  ^^  ^^^j^^  y^  arbitration  ;  that  half 
and  Tuesday.  Then  f here  will  be  the  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ejectment  shall  be  paid  by 
Report  stage  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  ^^^  ^^^„^  ^J  l^^l^  bv  the  landlord  ;  and 
boj;  in  the  present  circumstances  that  is  ^^^  -^  ^^^^  ^|^3  arbitrators  cannot  fix  the 
not  likely  to  take  very  long.  Therefore,  ^^^^  y^  gOth  July,  the  time  for  pay- 
I  hope  we  shall  by  Monday  or  Tuesday  ^^^^  /^  ^^^  first  year  shall  be  ex- 
have  -  disposed  of  that  Bill  and  of  the  ^^^^  ^^^jj  goth  August,  1894,  but  that 
Equalwation  of  Rates  Bdl ;  and  then,  of  j^^  ^^^  p  l^^  ^^j^aej  ^  entertain 
course,  the  Scotch  Bill  will  be  taken  these  terms  on  the  ground  that  they,  were 
immediately.  inadequate  ;    whether,  .in   view    of  the 

Mr.  HOZIER  :  Will  the  Report /stage  refusal  of  Lord  de  Freyne  to  entertain  as 
of.tbQ  Scotch  Bill  be  taken  before  the  ^  voluntary  settlement  the  terms  pro- 
Report  stage  of  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  p^ged,  he  will  endeavour  to  secure  that 
BjU.?..  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  shall  so  pass  as 

8m  W«  HARCOURT  2  I  cannot  state  to  provide  that  the  tenants  on  the  French- 

that  positively.    That  must  depend  very  park  property  shall  be  able  to  avail  them- 

:nAibh/moir  ther  nature  of  the  Amendments  selves  of  its  benefits  •. ;  and  whether,  pend- 

(toihe  Equalisation  of  Rates  BilLi       .  ing  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  he:  TiU  CQO- 
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ftider  the  advisability  of  withholding  the 
afteigtance,  bj  their  presence,  of  the 
forces  of  the  Crown^  at  the  further 
trampling  doWn  by  Lord  de-  Frejne's 
cattle  of  the  crops  sown  by  the  tenants 
for  their  maintenance  during  the  coming 
winter  ? 

Mr.  macartney  asked  whether 
it  was  a  fact  that  Archbishop  Walsh 
and  the  Trustees  of  Maynooth  College 
were  mortgagees  of  this  property  ;  whe- 
ther  they  were  not  the  real  evictors  ;  and 
whether,  therefore,  there  was  any  ground 
for  the  persistent  allegations  that  had 
been  made  as  to  the  evictions  on  this 
estate  ? 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  would 
ask  whether  that  question  is  in  Order  ? 
I  may  say  that  the  charge  that  has  been 
made  is,  as  I  know,  an  absolutely  false 
one. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  cannot  say  now 
as  to  whether  it  is  in  Order  or  not ;  but 
as  the  information  is  not  known  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, I  think  the  question  had  better 
be  put  down  on  the  Paper,  when  I  shall 
be  able  to  judge  of  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLE Y :  It  is  quite  true  I  do 
not  know  the  facts.  In  answer  to  the 
question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  I  am 
informed  that  the  terms  offered  by  the 
tenants  and  refused  by  Lord  de  Freyne  are 
summarised  with  substantial  accuracy  in 
the  first  paragraph.  With  regard  to  the 
second  paragraph,  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
reasons  why  the  evicted  tenants  on  this 
estate  should  not  participate  in  the 
benefits  to  be  conferred  by  the  Bill  now 
before  Parliament.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  the  Constabulary  will  give  no 
assistance  whatever  to  the  agent  of 
Lord  de  Freyne  in  trampling  down  by 
cattle  the  crops  sown  by  the  tenants, 
though,  of  course,  the  Executive  cannot 
in  any  way  abdicate  its  duty  of  maintain- 
ing the  public  peace,  whatever  the 
Executive  may  think  of  the  action  of  the 
landlord's  agent. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  asked  whether  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  Lord  de  Freyne  hail 
brought  iu  more  cattle  in  order  to  trample 
down  the  crops  of  other  tenants  who  had 
been  evicted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  fact  of 
which  I  am  not  informed* 

^fr,  Hayden 
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WlMBIiEDOK  RIFLE  BANGES. 

MR.MACDONA  (Southwark,  Rotber- 
bithe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Committee 
appointed  to  take  evidence  in  the  mutter 
of  the  Wimbledon  rifle  ranges  being  ^ 
dangerous  to  the  public  using  Wimble- 
don Common  has  yet  made  its  Report ; 
if  so,  will  he  communicate  its  puiport  to 
the  House  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Banxehmav , 
Stirling,  &c.) :  The  Committee  have 
rendered  a  Report,  the  purport  of  which 
is  that  the  two  long  ranges*- those  near 
the  cemetery — must  remain  closed  unless 
the  Volunteer  corps  concerned  and  the 
Putney  Burial  Board  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  will  enable  these  ranges  to  be 
used  in  safety.  As  regards  the  two 
short  ranges,  the  Conmiittee  recommend 
that  they  may  be  kept  open.  The  hon. 
Member  will,  no  doubt,  have  read  in  The 
Times  of  to-day  the  decision  of  Mr. 
Justice  North  with  regard  to  these  ranges 
and  the  undertaking  of  the  Volunteers  on 
the  subject,  which  seems  to  promise  a 
satisfactory  solution  of  the  question. 

FLOATING  DERELICTS. 

Mr.  MACDONA  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Departmental  Committee,  appointed 
to  take  evidence  as  to  floating  derelicts, 
has  yet  finished  its  inquiry  ;  if  so,  when 
will  its  Report  be  presented  to  the 
House  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  believe  that  the  Committee  have 
iinisbed  taking  evidence,  but  that  they 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  complete  their 
Report.  I  much  doubt  whether  it  will 
be  possible  to  present  it  before  the  end  of 
the  Session. 

THE  WALTHAM    EXPLOSIONS. 

Mr.  H anbury  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  War  when 
the  Report  on  the  most  recent '  explosion 
at  Waltham  will  be  circulated ;  and 
whether,  looking  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  dismissal  of  the  late  superintendent, 
Colonel  M'Clintock,  he  will  also  present 
the  evidence,  which  includes  that  of  this 
oflBcer  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
This  Report  will  shortly  be  presented. 
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and  the  Paper  will  inclnde  the  evidence, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  previous  Report  of 
the  same  Committee. 

STATION  HOSPITALS   IN  INDIA. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether, 
when  the  large  saving  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  was  effected  through  the 
institution  of  station  hospitals  and  the 
abolition  of  forage  allowances  to  certain 
medical  officers,  it  was  fnllj  understood 
by  all  parties  concerned  that,  in  accord- 
ance with  universal  precedent  and  cus- 
tom in  India,  a  certain  amount  of  the 
said  saving  would  be  returned  as  charge 
pay  or  statf  allowance  to  medical  officers, 
especially  brigade-surgeons  in  charge  of 
the  hospitals,  in  recognition  of  the  in- 
creased responsibilities — military,  medi- 
cal, and  financial — imposed  upon  them ; 
whether  it  is  on  record  that  the  claim  by 
these  officers  for  such  allowance  was 
considered  by  the  India  Office  in  1888  to 
be  a  just  claim  ;  what  were  the  grounds 
for  refusing  it ;  and  whether  it  wiJl  now 
be  re-considered  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  understanding  that  a 
portion  of  the  saving  effected  by  the 
institution  of  station  hospitals  in  India 
and  the  abolition  of  forage  allowance  to 
certain  medical  officers  would  be  returned 
as  charge  pay  to  the  medical  officers  in 
charge  of  such  hospitals.  There  is  no 
record  that  the  claim  for  such  allowance 
was  considered  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  in  1888  to  be  a  just  claim.  It 
was  refused  on  the  ground  that  the  pay 
and  allowances  fixed  for  the  Army 
Medical  Department  in  India  were  in- 
tended as  remuneration  in  full  for  all 
duties  which  might  devolve  on  officers  of 
that  department.  There  is  no  intention 
of  re-considering  the  previous  decision. 

POLLUTION  OP  THE  FORTH  AT 
CRUICKNESS. 

Mb.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  be^ 
,to  aakf  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called ; to  a  recent  correspondence,  in  The 
ScaU^naHj  complaining  that  the  Forth  at 
Cmiolkness  and  other  places  is  oontami- 
joMA  by  mud  brought  fitom'Gratigemmith 
in  bbats  ;  and  whether  the  Board  has 
Mij  Mwer  to  prevent  what  is  described 
an    kbp    correspondence    as    a    public 


nuisance ;  and,  if  so,  whether  that  p^wer 
will  be  used  ? 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  This  matter  has  been 
engaging  my  attention  for  some  little 
time,  and  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  the  Harbour  Authority  respecting 
it ;  but  as  I  cannot  at  present  give  a  full 
answer,  I  will  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to 
defer  his  question  for  some  days. 

PRACTICAL  MINERS  AS  MINES 
INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he  has 
vet  received  a  conmiunication  from  the 
Merthyr  Valley  Colliery  workmen  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  practical 
miners  as  Sub-Assistant  Inspectors  of 
Mines  ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Coroner's  Jury  on  the  Cilfynydd  Colliery 
explosion  in  favour  of  more  frequent 
inspections  of  mines  ;  and  whether  he 
will  re-consider  his  decision  and  appoint 
persons  from  the  ranks  of  the  workmen 
as  Sub- Assistant  Inspectors  of  Coal 
Mines,  as  he  has  recently  done  for  the 
Merionethshire  quarries  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  have  recently  appointed  two  men  of 
practical  experience  as  workmen  to  be 
Assistant  Inspectors  of  Quarries  and 
Metalliferous  Mines.  This  is  as  far  as  I 
can  go  in  the  present  year ;  nor  can  I  give 
any  pledge  as  to  the  future,  except  that 
I  will  give  full  consideration  to  these 
and  other  representations  in  the  same 
sense. 

THE  CITY  RATE. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  from  what  source  the 
rate  of  4s.  lOd.  in  the  £1,  which  was 
stated  to  be  the  approximate  rate  in  the 
City,  was  taken;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  rate  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Martin  Oatwich  for  the  last  12  months 
was  6s.  9d.  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lbpevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  It  appears 
from  Returns  received"  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  the  average  rates 
in  the  £1  on  the  Poor  Law  valuation  of 
the  total  rates  raised  in  the  City  of  London 
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during  the  three  jears  ended  at  Ladj- 
Daj,  1893,  were  48.  8d.,  48.  9d.,  and 
4s.  8d.  respectively;  and  allowing  for 
leakages,  which,  according  to  a  recent 
Return  amounted  to  3]^  per  cent.,  the 
total  average  annual  rate  in  the  City 
would  be  approximately  4s.  lOd.  The 
Return  published  by  the  London  County 
Council  in  April  last  gives  a  similar 
result.  I  do  not  know  what  is  the  total 
amount  of  rates  levied  during  the  last  12 
months  in  the  parish  of  St.  Martin 
Outwich.  That  parish,  I  understand, 
contains  25  houses  with  a  population  of 
102.  If  the  rates  for  the  past  year  were 
as  high  as  is  suggested  there  must  have 
been  a  considerable  increase  as  compared 
with  some  preceding  years,  and  pre- 
sumably from  some  exceptional  cause. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  :  I  will  supply 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the 
figures. 

ST.  KATHKRINE'S  HOSPITAL,  EEGENrS 

PARK, 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamentary 
Charity  Commissioner  whether  any 
changes  or  reforms  have  been  made  in 
connection  with  the  Charity  known  as 
St.  Katherine*s  Hospital,  situate  in  the 
Regent's  Park,  since  the  representative 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in  this 
House  described  it  as  a  **  scandal  "  ;  and 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners  are 
willing  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  statement  of  the  past  and 
present  position  of  the  Charity,  and 
the  efforts  which  have  been  made  to 
effect  reforms  in  its  administration  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevenson,  Suffolk,  Eye)  :  I 
must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  replies 
given  on  the  27th  of  May,  1889,  by  the 
late  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ;  on  the  loth  of 
September,  1893,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire ;  and  on  the  3rd  of  November, 
1893,  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian.  As  the  endow- 
ment is  above  the  £60  limit,  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  no  power  to  frame 
a  scheme,  except  upon  the  application  of 
the  trustees,  and  no  such  application  has 
been  made.  The  Lord  Chancellor  may 
frame  new  Rules,  if  so  empowered  by 
Royal  Warrant,  and  it  is  understood  that 
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I  the  subject  is  now  engaging  his  atten- 
tion. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  ABBITBATION. 

Mr.  CREMER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  pre- 
sent a  Return  of  the  total  cost  to  this 
country  of  the  Behring  Sea  Arbitration  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberbind,  Ber- 
wick) :  Certain  particulars  have  vet  to 
be  received  from  Canada,  but  directly  the 
account  is  complete  a  Return  of  the  total 
cost  will  be  laid. 

INDIAN  TROOPSHIPS. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretar)'  of  State  for  India 
whether  three  mercantile  transports  (two 
of  the  P.  and  0.  Company  and  one  of 
the  British  India  Company)  have  been 
hired  for  the  coming  trooping  season, 
without  previously  consulting  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  while  the  Warren 
Hastings  and  Clive,  belonging  to  the 
Indian  Government,  and  specially  con- 
structeil  for  the  purpose,  were  available  ; 
whether  on  previous  occasions  these  two 
vessels  have  been  employed  on  the  same 
duty  ;  and  what  is  the  cost  of  the  three 
hired  steamers,  deducting  Coal  and  Canal 
Ones  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  is  the  case 
that  three  steamers  have  been  taken  up 
for  the  trooping  service  to  India  this 
season.  They  have  been  bired  at  a  ton- 
nage rate  per  month,  so  that  the  full  cost 
of  the  service  will  not  be  known  pre- 
cisely till  the  end  of  the  season.  The 
hiring  of  transports  is  conducted  by  the 
Director  of  Transports  at  the  Admiralty 
in  communication  with  thq  India  Office. 
The  Indian  marine  steamers  Clive  and 
Warren  Hastings  were  provided  for 
local  trooping  in  Indian  waters,  and  it 
has  not  l)een  customary,  nor  is  it  desir- 
able, to  employ  them  on  the  home  service 
except  on  special  occasions. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  As  the  Government  of  India 
have  to  pay  for  the  transport,  is  it  not 
desirable  that  they  should  have  some 
voice  as  to  the  mode  of  conveyance  ? 
•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  As  to  the 
Government  of  India  paying  for  the 
transport,  that  is  a  matter  of  internal 
administration    into    which    I    will   not 
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enter.  There  are>rea8ons  for  the  course 
which  has  been  adopted  which  it  is 
undesirable  to  state  to  the  House ;  but  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  cod-  j 
fidenoe  in  me  to  that  extent  I  will  explain 
them  to  him  in  private. 

CHINA  AND  JAPAN. 

SiK  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  war  has  been  declared 
between  China  and  Japan  ;  and  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  information 
as  to  the  militarj  and  naval  operations 
that  have  taken  place  ? 

The  following  question  also  appeared 
on  the  Paper  on  the  same  subject : — 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  : 
To  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  several  Japanese  men-of-war 
attacked  and  sunk  the  merchant  vessel 
Koto  Chung;  whether  the  Kow  Chung 
is  a  British  vessel,  and  flies  the  British 
flag  ;  if  this  occurred  prior  to  a  declara- 
tion of  war  between  China  and  Japan  ; 
and,  if  these  facts  arc  correct,  what  steps 
the  Government  propose  to  take  for  this 
outrage  on  the  Britit^h  flag,  and  to  obtain 
adequate  compensation  for  the  families  of 
the  Englishmeu  who  perished  bj  this 
unusual  incident  in  naval  warfaro  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  reply  to  l)oth  of  these  ques- 
tions. War  has  been  declared,  but  we 
have  received  no  information  as  to  any 
military  or  naval  operations  except  the 
encounter  in  which  the  Kow  Chung  was 
sunk.  The  Koiv  Chung  is  a  British 
vessel  belonging  to  the  Indo  -  China 
Steam  Navigation  Company  chartered 
to  the  Chinese  for  the  conveyance  of 
troops.  The  hon.  Member  has,  no 
doubt,  observed  that  the  accounts  of  what 
has  taken  place  are  most  conflicting,  and 
till  the  facts  are  placed  beyond  dispute 
I  cannot  make  a  statement  as  to  com- 
pensation. The  Japanese  Government 
have,  however,  informed  us  spontaneously 
that  they  are  ready  to  make  full  repara- 
tion if  it  is  found  that  their  officers  were 
in  the  wrong. 

Subsequently, 

Mb*  WEBSTER  said,  he  could  not 
see  how  this  question  was  cooneoted 
with  that  of  the  hoip.  Member  for  Eccle- 
•ali«i..  It  wa^  pot  .on  all-fours.      He  had 


put  a  definite  question  as  to  whether 
oompensation  was  to  be  given. 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  already  said 
everything  that  it  is  possible  to  say  in 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  read  it  out  again.  I  will, 
however,  show  to  it  the  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  wish  as  to  see  it. 

BRITISH  RESIDENTS  IN  THE  TRANS- 

VAAL, 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
]  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
Transvaal  Volksraad  have  recently 
passed  a  law  denying  the  franchise  to 
all  foreign  residents  whose  parents  have 
not  been  naturalised  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  have  not  re- 
ceived any  official  information  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
But  I  would  ask  whether,  as  this  law  was 
passed  some  three  months  ago,  he  will 
endeavour  to  obtain  this  information  ? 

M;b.  S.  BUXTON:  We  have,  of 
co*irse,  seen  the  information  in  the 
papers,  but  we  have  no  official  informa- 
tion. 

Sib  E.   ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Can   the   hon.   Gentleman   not    tell    me 
whether  my  statement  is  true  ?  Have  we 
no  Representative  in  the  Transvaal  from 
j  whom  he  can  get  the  information  neees- 
,  sary  to  give  an  answer  ? 
I      Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  think  we  have 
I  all  the  information  we  require  about  it ; 
but  we  have  no  special  official  informa- 
tion. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Is  or  is  not  the  statement  contained  in 
my  question  a  fact  ?  Has  such  a  law 
been  passed,  or  has  it  not  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON :  I  believe  such  a 
law  has  been  passed. 

•Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Is  it 
not  the  duty  of  British  Representatives 
in  foreign  countries  to  report  to  the 
Home  Government  any  alterations  of 
law  atfecting  British  subjects  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON :  I  do  not  know 
what  the  actual  duties  of  British  Repre- 
sentatives in  foreign  countries  are. 

I 

!  DOMINIOA, 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Livv- 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
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Secretary  of  State  for  the  ColonieB  when 
the  Report  of  Sir  Robert  Hamilton  on  the 
affairs  of  Dominica  will  be  presented  to 
the  House;  and  whether  it  will  be  ac- 
companied by  Correspondence  indicating 
the  decision  of  the  Grovemment  as  to  the 
recommendations  contained  in  the  Report? 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.) : 
I  may  at  the  same  time  ask  when  Sir 
Robert  Hamilton's  Report  upon  the 
condition  of  Dominica  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  O'DRISCOLL  (Monaghan,  S.)  : 
I  may  at  the  same  time  ask  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  state  when  he  expects  to  be 
able  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Report  of  Sir  Robert  Hamilton  con* 
coming  the  condition  of  Dominica  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) :  The 
Report  of  Sir  R.  Hamilton,  and  the 
observations  of  the  Governor  on  the 
Report  (both  very  voluminous),  have 
been  most  carefully  considered.  I  will 
lay  the  Papers  as  soon  as  possible,  but  I 
regret  that  I  cannot  name  a  date.  They 
will  include  Lord  Ripon^s  Despatches 
dealing  with  the  subject. 

THE  BISHOP  OP  ST.  ASAPH  AND    THE 
MINISTER  OF  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  letter  from  the  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph,  which  appeared  in  The  Times 
of  31  st  July,  stating  that  it  was  much  to 
be  regretted  that  Mr.  Acland  should  have 
said  in  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  he  signed  a  Circular 
which  he  never  signed,  and  further 
stating  that  the  Circular  did  not  state 
that  the  school  was  undenominational  ; 
and  whether  these  statements  are  in 
accordance  with  the  facts  of  the  case  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  I  have  seen  the 
letter  to  The  Times  of  July  31st  from 
the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph.  The  Bishop 
appears  to  be  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion when  he  states  that  I  said  in  the 
House  that  he  signeil  a  Circular  which 
he  never  signed.  The  facts  are  as 
follows  :  I  was  asked  on  Friday  last,  in 
a  question  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Denbigh,  whether  my  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  certain  Circular,  of  the  year 
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1868,  relating  to  Ruthin  Grammar 
SchooL  I  repUed  that  I  had  seen  it,  and 
I  said  that  it  was  signed,  among  othera, 
by  the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph,  Mr.  Cotn* 
wailis  West,  and  Sir  John  Puleaton* 
The  date  of  the  Curoular — an  old  Giroolar 
of  more  than  six  years  ago — was  before 
the  House.  It  was  obvious,  I  think, 
that  the  only  person  who  could  sign  the 
Circular  in  1888  as  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph 
was  the  Bishop  of  that  time,  to  whom, 
of  course,  J  referred.  I  had  no  intention 
of  ^making  any  misstatement  about  the 
present  Bishop.  With  reference  to  the 
other  statement  of  the  Bishop  mentioned 
in  the  question,  which  runs  as  follows  : 
^'  The  Circular  did  not  state  that  the  school 
was  undenominational,'*  it  is  sufficient  to 
quote  from  the  Circular,  which  I  have  in 
my  hand  to-day,  as  I  had  on  Friday  last, 
the  following  words  : — "  The  school  is 
undenominational."  The  rest  of  the 
sentence,  which  it  is  not  really  necessary 
to  quote  for  this  purpose  is  as  follows' : 
''  and  the  pupils  are  not  subject  to  any 
religious  itesf  The  exact  date  of  the 
Circular  is  12th  May,  1888. 

BVICTI0N8  IN  COUNTY  SLIGO. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  N.) :  On  be- 
half  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Leitrim,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  James  MuUarkey,  of 
Toulistrane,  County  Sligo,  who  was 
in  1883  evicted  by  the  mort- 
gagees of  the  estate  from  his  farm 
of  64a.  Or.  12p.,  held  at  £100  a  year  ;  is 
he  aware  that  Thomas  Clarke,  of  Tober- 
curry,  bailiff  to  Lord  Harlech  and  others, 
was  put  into  the  farm  then  at  the  rent 
of  £77  a  year,  and  never  tilled  any  of  it 
since ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mul- 
larkey  afterwards  became  entitled  to 
£700  out  of  the  lands  of  Drummartin, 
whereupon  the  mortgagees  of  the  town- 
land  of  Tourlistrane  issued  a  writ  of  sum<- 
mons  against  Mullarkey  for  £450,  for 
which  they  got  a  charging  order  ;  whe- 
ther, notwithstanding  that  the  rent  was 
thus  satisfied,  Mullarkey  has  ever  since 
been  deprived  of  his  farm,  besides  the 
balance  of  the  £700,  and  is  now  in  a 
state  of  destitution  ;  and  whether  he 
will  make  inquiry  into  the  circnmstances 
of  the  case  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  appear 
to  be  correctly  stated.     The  arrears  of 
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rent  were  not  paid  until  1885,  when  the 
period  within  which  Mnlkrkey  oonld 
haYe  obtained  a  writ  of  restitutien  had 
expired.  I  am  informed  that  all  the 
dealings  with  the  estate^  including  the 
aoceptanoe  of  Thomas  Clarke  as  tenant, 
were  carried  ont  by  order  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  Clarke  uses  the  farm  for 
grazing  purposes,^  and  Mullarkey,  I  am 
informed,  has  no  employment  and  no 
means  at  present. 

THE  NATIONAL   GALLERY  OF 
IRELAND. 

Db.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  put  the  grant  in  aid 
to  the  National  Gallery  of  Ireland  on  a 
similar  basis  to  that  of  the  grant  to  the 
National  Gallery  of  England  ;  t.e.,  to 
permit  it  to  accumulate  from  year  to  year, 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  to  allow  the  Commissioners  to  carry 
over  the  unspent  balance  of  the  grant 
from  one  financial  year  to  the  following 
year,  so  as  to  allow  accumulation  for  the 
purpose  of  purchasing  more  valuable 
works  than  can  be  acquired  under  the 
existing  system  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J,  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham): 
The  Treasury  have  received  no  com- 
plaints of  the  working  of  the  system  of 
dealing  with  the  annual  grants  to  the 
National  Gallery  in  Ireland,  which  has 
been  long  in  force,  and  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  portion  of  the  grant  has  been 
surrendered  to  the  Exchequer  of  late 
years  ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  it  wpuld  not 
be  possible  to  turn  the  annual  grant  into 
a  ^'  grant  in  aid "  unless  there  was  an 
endowment  in  aid  of  which  it  could  be 
granted. 

FLOODS  AT  BELBEK. 

Mb.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
-ask-  the  Seoretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  great  discontent  is 
felt  among  the  fiurmers  along  the  Upper 
£me  at  the  delay  of  the  Local  Drainage 
Authority  in  opening  tho  sluice  gates  at 
Beleek,  thus  flooding  the  lands  and  allow- 
ing s6  great  a  mass  of  water  to  accumu- 
late that  it  cannot  be  allowed  to  run  off 
qaiekly  without  damaging  the  lands  be- 
low Beleek  ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  large  sums  whieh  hare  been  spent 
Jim  the  dramage  scheme^  the  Board  of 


Works  will  take  steps  to  advise  the 
Drainage  Board  as  to  tne  proper  manage- 
ment of  the  sluices  until  a  more  repre- 
sentative Local  Authority  can  be  const!* 
tuted  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  No,  Sir  ;  I 
am  not  aware  of  the  circumstances  stated 
in  the  first  paragraph.  The  matter  has, 
however,  been  referred  to  the  Local 
Drainage  Board  for  their  observations. 
The  Board  of  Works  are  not  empowered 
by  Statute  to  undertake  responsibilities 
with  respect  to  the  management  of 
sluices,  which  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Drainage  Board. 

Mb.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  into 
the  circumstances  and  into  the  insuf- 
ficiency of  the  Rules  ? 

SiB  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  no 
power  to  interfere. 

RABIES. 

Mb.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  resolution  of  the  Cavan  Board  of 
Guardians,  pointing  out  the  necessity  of 
power  being  given  to  the  Local  Authority 
to  order  the  destruction  of  animals 
affected  with  rabies,  paying  compensation 
to  the  owners  ;  whether  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil will  consider  the  reasons  given  in 
favour  of  the  proposed  change ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  a  recent  case 
the  Board  were  not  allowed  to  give  com- 
pensation for  cattle  slaughtered  by  order 
of  the  Veterinary  Inspector,  on  the 
ground. that  they  had  been  bitten  by  a 
mad  dog,  but  were  informed  that  they 
could  only  give  compensation  when  an 
Order  of  the  Boanl  had  been  made  pre- 
vious to  the  slaughtering  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  Attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  resolution  referred  to. 
The  reasons  given  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posed change  will  be  considered  with  a 
view  to  the  issue  of  such  an  Order  as 
may  be  deemed  necessary.  In  the  case 
indicated  in  the  third  paragraph,  in  which 
the  Guardians  inquired  whether  they 
could  pay  compensation  for  cattle  slaugh- 
tered in  consequence  of  having  beon 
bitten  by  a  supposed  rabid  dog,  th^y  were 
informed  that  Local  Authorities  were  not 
Empowered  to  pay  compensation  in  such 
cases. 
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HEB  MAJESTY'S  THEATRE,  PALL  MALL. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seore- 
tarj  to  the  Treasury  what  are  the  con- 
ditions as  to  building  in  the  lease  from 
the  Crown  of  the  site  of  Her  Majesty's 
Theatre  in  Pall  Mall,  which  now  lies 
vacant ;  who  is  the  lessee  ;  whether  the 
property  is,  in  effect,  in  the  hands  of  the 
mortgagee  ;  and  whether  he  can  state  the 
name  of  the  mortgagee  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  any  steps  within  his  power  to 
enforce  the  conditions  of  the  lease  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  site  of 
Her  Majesty's  Theatre  is  held  under 
building  agreements  entered  into  between 


tutes  do  a  great  part  of  the  work*  ^  The 
maximum  number  of  such  substitutes 
employed  in  any  one  week  daring  the 
past  12  months  is  15,  the  minimum 
number  5.  Until  recently  one  or  two  of 
these  substitutes  were  regularly  employed 
on  duties  terminating  at  1.30  a.m.  ;  but 
about  a  fortnight  ago  arrangements  were 
made  to  relieve  youths  under  18  years 
of  age  from  attendance  after  11.45  p.m. 

THE  EDUCATION  MINISTER  AND 
VOLUNTARY  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.    harry    foster    (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of   the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Mr.  G.  BT.  Tod  Heatly  and  the   Com- '  Education  if  he  is  aware  that  in  certain 
missioner  of   Woods,  the   conditions  of   cases    Her    Majesty's    Inspectors    have 
which  provide  for  the  completion  of  the  •  notified   managers  of  voluntary  schools 
new   buildings   before  March  81,  1896.    that  they  will  require  marching  space  to 
There  have  been  diflScuities  not  unnatural   'oe  provided  in  the  infants*  department  ; 
in  the  carrying  out  of  so  large  a  scheme    is  this  marching  space  included  in  the 
of  re-building  which  have  led  to  delay,    eight  square  feet  basis  specified  in  the 
but  the  Crown's  interests  have  not  been    Code  as  suitable  provision  ;  and  if  it  is 
prejudiced    thereby    at    present.       The    not,   what  further   provision  can  be  re- 
Commissioner  of  Woods  is  not,  however,    quired  under  this  head,  and  by  what  au- 
safisfied  with   the    present    position  of    thority  ;  and  will  he  consider  the  advisa- 
matters  ;  and  unless  progress  should  be  "  bility  of  not  withholding  any  portion  of 
made  at  an  early  date  with  the  works,  it .  the   variable  grant  under  Article  98  of 
may   become    necessary    to    take   more  ]  the  Code  on  the  ground  that  the  accom- 
active  steps  on  the  part  of  the  Crown.  |  modatiou  or  the  teaching  staff  approach 
It  is  understood  that  Mr.  Tod  Heatly's  '  too- closely  to  the  limits  laid  down  by  the 
interest  is  mortgaged,  but  the  Crown  rent    Department,  although  they  do  not  exceed 
is  still  paid  by  him.  them  ?     1  beg  also  to  ask  the  right  hon. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  Is  not  Lord  Clanricarde  Gentleman  whether  the  Department 
the  mortgagee  of  Mr.  Tod  Heatly's  have  reduced  the  variable  grant  under 
interest  ?  Article  98,  Section  (b),  of  the  Code,  in 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  believe  the  case  of  Christ  Church  Voluntary 
that  that  is  a  fact.  School,  Lowestoft,  notwithstanding   the 

fact  that  the  school  has  earned  the  ex- 
BELFAST  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE.         :  cellent  merit  grant  for  many  years  past ; 

Mk.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post-  what  is  the  reason  for  such  reduction  ; 
master  General  whether  his  attention  has  is  he  aware  that  the  reduction,  amount- 
been  called  to  the  complaint  that  substi-  ing  to  about  £25,  is  a  very  serious  mattw 
tutes,  at  12s.  a  week,  are  employed  to  do  to  the  school,  and  may  lead  to  its  being 
a  great  part  of  the  work  in  the  Belfast '  closed  ;  what  is  the  number  of  school 
Telegraph  Office  ;  what  is  the  maximum,  places  in  the  said  school  as  recognised  by 
and  what  the  minimum,  number  of  such  the  Department,  and  the  average  attend- 
substitutes  employed  at  any  one  time  !  ance  for  the  last  school  year  reported 
during  the  past  12  nK)nths  ;  and  whether  '  upon  ;  and  will  he  inquire  into  the  matter 
many  of  these  substitutes  are  employed  at  personally,  with  a  view  to  cancelling  the 
night  work  ?  ,  reduction  ?     And  I  further  desire  to  ask 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  :  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  if  the 
(Mr.  A.  MoKLEY,  Nottingham^  £.)  :  managers  of  Christ  Church  Infant 
In  addition  to  the  1 37  Established  officers,  ,  School,     Lowestoft^    should    refuse    to 


I  find  that  on  an  average  12  substitutes 
have  been  employed  during  the  past 
year  in  the  Belfast  Telegraph  Office.  It 
cannot  be  said,  therefore,  that  the  substi- 


admit  children  up  to  the  limit  of  aocom- 
modation  recognised  by  the  Department, 
they  will  eudanger  their  whole  grant 
from  the  Department ;  while  if  they  admit 
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oluldren  up  to  the  recognised  limit,  or 
even    up   to   last  yearns    average  only, 

/they  are  liable  to  redaction  of  the  grant 

/  for  crowded  accommodation  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  school  in  ques* 
tion  is  one  of  the  brightest,  best  lighted, 
and  healthiest 'schools  in  Lowestoft  ? 

Mr.  AOLAND  ;  The  three  questions 
of  the  hon.  Member  appear  all  to  refer  to 
the  Christ  Church  Infants'  School  at 
Lowestoft.  I  have  directed  a  special  in- 
qnirr  on  the  whole  matter  to  be  made 
by  Mr.  Sharpe,  Her  Majesty's  Senior 
Chief  Inspector,  who  will  visit  Lowestoft 
at  an  early  date  for  that  purpose.  He 
will  inquire*  into  the  reason  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  variable  grant  at  the  middle 
rate  of  4b.,  instead  of  at  the  highest  rate  of 
Gs.,  as  well  as  into  the  other  points  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member — the  march- 
ing space  and  the  premises  generally. 
I  shall  be  happy  to  communicate  any 
decision  arrived  at  in  the  matter  to  the 
hon.  Member  after  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering  Mr.  Sharpens 
Report. 

Mr.  harry  foster  :  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  one  of  my  qnesi 
tions  raises  a  general  priuciple,  and  does 
not  specifically  refer  to  this  school. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lonth,  N.)  :  Is 
the  hon.  Member  entitled  to  put  a  ques- 
tion of  principle  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  2  I  can  only  say  I 
will  give  this  matter  close  personal 
attention. 

EVICTED     FARMS      ON      THE 
MA8&ARBENE    ESTATE. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  District  Inspector  Browne,  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  Drogheda,  has  been 
in  the  habit  of  sending  a  horse  to  grass 
gratis  on  the  evicted  farms  at  Collon,  on 
the  Massareene  Estate,  County  Loutb, 
and  of  requiring  the  mounted  constable 
at  CoUon  to  look  after  the  horse  daily  ; 
and  whether  the  Inspector  General  will 
take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  District 
Inspector  to  whom  the  matter  has  been 
referred  states  that  there  is  no  truth  in 
the  allegations  in  question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  inqnired  of  anyone 
besides  the  Distriet  Inspector  ? 


Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  The  proper 
course  is  to  apply  to  the  officer  in  charge. 
The  incident  that  originated  the  report 
would  appear  to  be  this :  that  some  years 
ago  a  Shetland  pony  belouging  to  the 
wife  of  the  officer  in  question  grazed  a 
farm  in  the  locality. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when  the  Re- 
turn of  Building  Societies,  moved  for  on 
11th  January,  will  be  circulated  to  Mem- 
bers ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  George  Russell,  North 
Beds.)  :  The  whole  of  the  manuscript  of 
this  Return  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the 
printers  sioce  the  17th  ultimo,  when  it 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  by  the  House. 
I  understand  from  the  printers  that  tables 
of  figures  such  as  the  Return  consists  of 
take  longer  to  print  than  mere  letter- 
press. They  will,  however,  lose  no  time 
in  setting  up  the  type,  and  will  send  on 
the  proof  in  instalments  to  the  Home 
Office,  where  there  will  be  no  delay  in 
correcting  it. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Can  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  give  any  indication  when  we  may 
expect  it  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  No,  Sir  ; 
it  is  impossible  to  do  that, 

COLDBATH  FIELDS  MONEY  ORDER 

OFFICE. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral whether,  pending  the  alterations  to 
the  Money  Order  Office  in  Coldbath 
Fields,  he  will  arrange  for  the  staff  to  be 
accommodated  elsewhere.  Lord  Play  fair 
and  Dr.  Corfield  having  reported  that  is 
not  justifiable  to  continue  the  use  of  the 
offices  in  their  present  condition  ;  whe- 
ther the  floor  of  the  chapel  will  be  raised 
within  four  of  the  windows  as  suggested  ; 
and  whether  tbe  use  of  the  lower  rooms 
will  be  discontinued  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  answer  I  gave  on 
Friday  last  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Watford  Division,  that  the  alterations 
to  the  Money  Order  Office  can  be  carried 
out  without  interruption  to  the  use  of  the 
bnilding.  The  answer  to  the  last  para- 
graph 18  in  the  negative.     It  is  not  pro- 
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poted  to  raise  tile 'floor  ^f<lie  eM  ob«]^l, 
bat  the  windoiMre  are  bdiag  altered  Id  ao- 
cordance  with  the  recommendatioD  ia 
Lord  Playfair  and  Dr.  Corfield^s  Report. 

THE  APPLE  DORB  CONTBAOT. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pregi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
given  their  sanction  to  the  Appledore 
contract ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
formerly  the  work  was  looked  after  bj 
a  Board  of  Trade  Surveyor,  bat  since  the 
recent  appointment  of  a  London  foreman 
shipwright  the  sarveying  is  not  closely 
watched ;  whether  supervision  is  now 
used  to  see  that  the  work  is  properly 
done  ;  and  whether  the  names  and 
amounts  of  the  various  tenders  will  be 
supplied  when  the  contracts  are  finished 
as  agreed  upon  with  respect  to  certain 
Admiralty  contracts  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  statutory  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been  given  to 
the  Appledore  contract  accepted  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights.  The 
Commissioners  formerly  obtained  the 
services  of  the  surveyors  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  superintend  the  repairs  of  their 
light  vessels,  but  this  work  is  now  done 
by  their  own  foreman  shipwright  under 
the  direction  of  their  Inspector  of 
Lights.  They  inform  me  that  the 
superintendence  is  done  in  a  most 
thorough  manner,  and  that  the  strictest 
supervision  is  exercised.  The  names 
of  the  firms  tendering  and  the  amounts  of 
the  tenders  invited  by  General  Light- 
house Authorities  who  are  not  Govern- 
ment Departments  have  not  been  hereto- 
fore laid  before  Parliament,  and  I  am 
advised  that  in  the  absence  of  statutory 
authority  I  cannot  require  this  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  if  the  Fair  Wages 
Resolution  is  enforced  in  the  matter  of 
this  contract  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Board  of  Trade 
did  communicate  with  the  Commissioners 
of  Irish  Lights  on  the  question,  and  they 
required  that  they  did  not  feel  bound  to 
make  any  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  Am  I  to  understand 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  in  favour  of 
sending  Irish  work  over  to  England  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  certainly  understand  nothing  of  the 
kind.     The  fact  is,  we  have  noSiiog  to 

A/r.  A,  Morley 


do  witk  tha  Moeptance  of  these  contimots. 
I  can  do  nothing  farther  than  exercise  % 
parely  finanoial  oontrol. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.K) :  Is  the 
Irish  Boanl  responsible  to  no  authority 
in  this  House  for  failing  to  carry  oat  the 
Fair  Wages  Resolution  ? 

Mb.  BRYC£  :  X  think  nQt  It  ia  not 
a  Government  Department.  Itconudera 
it  is  not  bound  by  the  RoBolution  of  the 
House.  I 

Mb.  FIELD:  WiU  the  Board  of 
Trade^  in  conjanction  with  the  Chief 
Secretary,  endeavour  to  reform  the  god? 
stitntion  of  the  Board  ? 

Mb.  BRYCE:  As  my  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  the  other  day,  that  matter 
is  engaging  the  attention  of  Irish  Office 
and  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  use  coercion  in 
the  matter  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THE  CONVERSION  OF  THE  INDIAN 
FOUR  PER  CENT.  RUPEE  LOAN. 

Mb.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.) :  Will 
the  Secretary  for  India  inform  the  House 
what  has  been  the  result  of  the  conver- 
sion of  the  Four  per  Cent.  Indian  Rupee 
Loan  ? 

•Mr.  H.  IL  FOWLER  :  On  the  30th 
of  June  last  the  Secretary  of  State 
sanctioned  the  compulsory  conversion  of 
the  1842-43  Four  per  Cents,  into  Three- 
and-a-Half  per  Cents.,  and  at  the  same 
time,  gave  holders  of  the  other  rupee 
loans  the  option  of  a  similar  conversion. 
The  amount  of  the  1842-43  loan  was 
2,732  lakhs  of  rupees.  Of  these,  accord- 
ing to  a  telegram  from  India,  2,459  lakhs 
have  been  actually  converted,  and  61 
lakhs  more  have  been  deposited  for  con- 
version, the  owners  >»eing  at  present 
unable  by  reason  of  absence  to  give  the 
formal  signature  required.  This  leaves 
a  balance  of  only  212  lakbs  unconverted, 
but  more  than  half  of  this  is  in  the 
country  treasuries,  from  which  full  returns 
of  the  conversion  have  not  yet  been 
received.  The  other  Four  per  Cent. 
Rupee  Loans  amounted  to  about  6,777 
lakhs,  of  which  1,326  lakhs  have  already 
been  tendered  for  conversion.  Thus,  the 
total  amount  of  Four  per  Cent.  Rupee 
Debt  tendered  for  conversion  is  3,946 
lakhs  out  of  9,509  lakhs,  or  more  than 
two-fifths   of    the    whole.     I   hope   the 
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Ammo 'Will  think  thiB--*aB  indeed  iJie 
ladkn  Qovetnment  hold  it  to  be-*— »  most 
3aoeeaBfal  result. 

■ 

JABEZ  3ALF0UK. 

Mr;  STUABT-WOBTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Halkm):  1  beg  to  .eak  the  Under 
Secretar^r  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiurs 
whether  it  is  .tine,  as  stated  in  to-day's 
newspapers,  that  Jabez  Batfoor  is  on 'his 
way  to  this  oountry  ? 

Sir  E.  GBEY  :  Wt  hare  not  received 
any  eonfirmation  of  that  report,  nor  any 
information  with  regard  to  it. 

THE    RAILWAY   AND    CANAL  TRAFFIC 
(AMENDMENT)  BILL. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  Can  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheqner  undertake  to 
offer  any  facilities  for  this  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  1  am  happy  to 
hear  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the 
negotiations  with  the  parties  are  in  such  a 
favourable  state  that  he  hopes  to  be  able 
to  go  on  with  the  BllL 

Mr.  TOMLINSON :  Does  that  mean 
that  time  will  be  given  to  discuss*  it  ? 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  That  is  cer- 
tainly  my  meaning.  If  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  parties  is  arrived  at,  the  Bill 
will  come  before  the  House  in  its  natural 
form. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON:  What  will 
happen  if  no  agreement  is  come  to  ? 
This  is  a  Bill  which  interei^ts  a  very  large 
number  of  people,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  not  take  it  for  granted  that 
any  arrangement  will  be  binding  on  all  of 
us.  It  is  a  matter  of  public  importance, 
and  I  ask  if  an  opportunity  will  be  given 
to  discuss  it? 

Mr.  BBYCE  :  This  is  a  Bill  which  I 
hope  is  in  such  a  condition  that,  with 
certain  amendments,  both  parties  in  the 
House  will  be  able  to  allow  it  to  pass.  I 
cannot  say  more  than  this  at  present. 

THE  INDUN  BUDGET. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  May  I  inquire  whe- 
ther the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
.oan  give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
whether  a  time  can  now  be  fixed  for .  the 
desired  Debate  on  Indian  finance  ?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  now  name 
a'  day,  I  hope,  at  any  rate,  that  dne 
notice  will  be  given,  so  that  hon.  Mem- 


bers who  wish  to  take  part  ioitheDeHate 
may  mdcearFaogements  to  be  present.  - 

Sir  W.  HABOOUBT  <  Due  notloe 
will  certainly  be  given.  I  recognise 
the  great  importance  of  the  subject, 
and  hope  that,  at  the  beginning  of  next 
week,  I  may  be  able  to  name  the  day 
when  the  discussion  can  tnkt^  pl^ce.  . 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


EVICTED    TENANTS    (IRELAND)    ARBI- 
TRATION BILL. 

COMMITTES.     UProgiresSy  lit  August."] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
38y  after  the  word  *'  house,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  offices.** — {Mr.  Clancy.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words 
*  or  offices,'  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  had  given 
consideration  to  the  matter  since  last 
night,  and  had  been  able  to  arrive  at  a 
conclusion. 

J4r.  J.  MOBLEY  said,  he  had  con- 
sidered the  point,  and  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  word  '^  building  *'  in  place  of 
"  bouse." 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
38,  to  leave  out  ^^  house,"  and  insert 
*•  building."— (ilfr.  J.  MorUy.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Similar  Amendment  agreed  to  in  line 
41. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  in  page  3,  line  41,  after  ^^  house," 
IQ  insert  ^'  or  offices,  or  in  sowing  crops  in 
or  stocking  the  holding."  It  was  ridi- 
culous to  send  a  restored  tenant  into  a 
holding  and  leave  him  naked  and  unable 
to  make  use  of  his  farm.  But  he  did 
not  want  to  waste  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  arguing  the  matter.  He 
simply  made  this  observation  in  the  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
accept  the  Amendment. 
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Am^Ddmenl  proposed,  after  tbe  last 
Amendment,  to  insert  the  words  '^or 
offices,  or  in  sowing  crops  m  or  stocking 
the  holding.** — {Mr.  Clancy.) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/' 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  say  the  Government  could  not  consent 
to  extend  the  object  for  which  these 
advances  might  be  made.  They  had 
already  distinctly  declined  to  extend  that 
object. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  this  announcement.  He  believed 
Sir  James  Mathe  w's  Commission  had  made 
a  suggestion  that  a  charge  of  this  kind 
should  be  placed  by  the  Guandians  on  the 
local  rates.  That  seemed  to  him  a  matter 
that  the  Government  might  fairly  take 
into  account,  leaving  it  entirely  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Arbitrators.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  announced  that  the 
Arbitrators  would  be  a  body  who  would 
have  a  general  view  over  all  these  trans- 
actions. What  difference,  then,  could  it 
make  to  the  Government,  there  being  a 
good  case  for  relief  of  this  kind,  if  the 
Arbitrators  were  allowed  to  give  it  ?  The 
cases  where  it  would  be  required  might 
only  be  one,  two,  or  three  out  of  a  large 
number  ;  but  in  such  cases  he  did  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  seek  to  re- 
strict the  view  of  the  Arbitrators,  espe- 
ciallv  as  it  was  not  proposed  to  make  the 
ope^tion  mandatory. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  it  was  true 
this  was  one  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commission,  but  there  were  other 
recommendations  of  that  Commission 
which  the  Government  had  not  been  able 
to  embody  in  the  policy  of  the  Bill.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  one  which  they  might 
fairly  expect  the  tenant's  friends  to  effect 
for  him. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  was  still  un- 
willing to  abandon  the  hope  that  the 
rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman  might  consent  to 
adopt,  if  not  the  words  of  the  Amendment, 
at  all  events  some  modification  of  them. 
He  thought  **  sowing  crops "  and 
"  stocking  the  holding  "  were  large  words, 
and  it  might  be  desirable  to  substitute, 
say,  sowing  the  first  crop.  Might  he 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the 
position  in  which  the  incoming  tenant 
would  stand,  and  of  the  obligation 
which  would  lie  upon  him  ?     He  would 


have  to  provide  in  tat  ordinary  eMe  a 
yearns  rent  for  die  landlord  and  half  the 
sum  to  be  paid  to  the  outgoing  tenant, 
which  in  some  cases  might  be  a  con- 
siderable amount.  These  two  payments 
wonid  strain  the  resobrees  of  the  in- 
coming tenant.  There  were  about  4,000 
tenants.  About  2,000  would  have  the 
means  to  sow  their  crops.  Weil,  £6  or 
£10  a-pieoe  to  the  others  to  enable  them 
to  crop  their  holdings  would  only  mean 
some  £20,000.  That  would  be  a  small 
snm  to  deduct  from  the  £250,000.  He 
did  not  fiuppose  that  one  year's  rent 
would  amount  to  more  than  £20  per 
tenant,  on  an  average,  or  a  total  of 
£80,000.  That  would  leave  £170,000 
out  of  which  to  satisfy  the  new  tenants. 
A  considerable  sum  would  be  left  after 
those  tenants  were  satisfied.  Of  course, 
if  there  was  no  money  left,  the  Arbitra- 
tors would  not  make  grants  for  cropping  ; 
but  if  there  was  money  left,  surely  the 
Arbitrators  might  be  allowed  a  dis- 
cretion as  to  whether  or  not  it  should  be 
advanced  for  cropping  the  holdings. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  assented 
to  the  .hon.  Member^s  view  that  if  the 
Arbitrators  had  not  the  money  they  could 
not  make  the  advance.  But  the  hon« 
Member  forgot  how  many  applicants  for 
assistance  there  were  likely  to  be  under 
the  Bill.  It  would  not  be  a  wise  thing 
to  leave  the  Arbitrators  open  to  the 
temptation  to  make  larger  grants  to  some 
tenants  than  to  others. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  there  were  4,000 
evicted  tenants,  each  of  whom  would 
probably  receive  al)out  £20,  which  would 
make  £80,000.  There  were  1,500 
planters  who  would  receive  about  three 
years'  rent,  or  £60  each,  making  £90,000. 
The  £80,000  and  the  £90,000  would 
together  amount  to  £170,000,  leaving  a 
balance  of  £80,000,  out  of  which  a  grant 
of  £20  could  be  made  to  each  tenant  if 
necessary  for  a  first  year's  crop.  There 
were  many  who  would  not  require  any- 
thing, so  that  even  after  this  there  would 
be  a  large  surplus  left. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  in  cases 
where  there  had  been  a  large  mass  of 
tenants  evicted  the  calls  upon  their 
neighbours  would  have  been  heavy. 
They  knew  that  charity  grew  cold  after 
a  great  many  years,  even  in  regard  to  the 
most  deserving  cases.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  he 
did  not  wish  to  impose  upon  the  Arbi- 
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tniors  the  temptatioa  to  use  their  funds 
improvidently.  As  they  had  trusted  so 
much  to  the  discretion  of  the.  Arbitrators 
they  might  go  a  little  further,  and  trust 
them  to  husband  their  resources.  He 
fanoied  the  way  thej  would  work  would 
be  this  :  The  landlord  would  in  some 
eases  give  his  consent ;  then  an  order 
would  be  made  for  restoring  the 
tenant*  At  the  moment  of  restoration 
an  order  would  be  made  as  to 
the  amount  of  grant  that  would 
be  necessary  in  connection  with 
the  order  for  restoration.  The  second 
matter  of  grant  would  not  form  a  portiou 
of  the  first  order,  but  would  be  held  over. 
The  Commissioners  would  be  anxious  to 
see  what  the  total  amount  of  claim  on 
them  would  be,  and  what  drain  there 
would  be  on  their  resources.  Under  the 
circumstances,  it  did  not  seem  unreason- 
able to  say  in  the  Bill  that  the  Commis- 
sioners at  such  and  such  times  should 
haye  power  to  make  such  and  such  grant 
for  seeding  purposes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  forget  that  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  had  provided  some  thousands 
of  pounds  for  Turkish  refugees  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  them  to  seed  their 
Land— a  strong  order  for  a  British  Prime 
Minister  to  make  in  regard  to  the  inhabi- 
tants of  a  foreign  country.  This  was 
not  a  large  matter,  and  he  hoped  the 
Grovemment  would  make  the  concession. 
Mr.  J.  MOELEY  said,  it  was  true 
that  this  was  not  a  large  matter.  On 
the  previous  day  he  had  undertaken  to 
ooBSider  between  this  and  the  Report 
whether  he  could  carry  out  the  view  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  as 
to  migration.  He  indicated  that  he  was 
not  himself  very  sanguine  as  to  the  ope- 
ration being  possible,  but  the  intimation 
that  he  would  consider  how  far  he  co^uld 
entertain  this  proposal  met  with  great 
fayoor  from  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Grangway.  He  would  like  to  observe 
that  a  small  amount  devoted  to  the  pur- 
poses of  migration  would  derange  the 
calculation  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry. 

•Sib  a.  BOLUT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  thought  that  this  question  deserved 
most  serious  consideration.  If  the 
tenants  were  to  be  reinstated,  and  funds 
were  to  be  devoted  to  provide  buildings, 
as  the  House  had  already  determined, 
the  acceptance  of  the  present  proposal 
was  bat  a  small  step  further,  and  might 

VOL.  XXVII.    [fourth  sebixs.] 


be  the  means  of  rendering  this  Bill,  if 
passed,  really  effective.  He.  would  point 
out  that  in  all  the  efforts,  private  and 
public,  in  connection  with  the  subject  of 
the  dispossessed  tenants,  the  provision  of 
seed  had  always  been  an  important  ele- 
ment. It  was  one  of  the  powers  con- 
ferred on  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
and  it  was  one  of  those  measures  of 
relief  which  had  been  recognised  equally 
bv  Members  on  either  Front  Bench. 
The  provision  of  seed  was  one  of 
the  tnings  recognised  as  necessary^ 
and  for  that  reason  he  thought  there  was 
strong  ground  for  urging  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  this  step.  He  wished  to 
add  a  word  coming  direct  from  the 
evicted  tenants  themselves.  He  had 
seen  many  of  the  evicted  tenants, 
who  said  that  reinstatement  wjthout 
help  in  the  way  of  stock  and  seed  would 
be  comparatively  valueless.  He  still 
hoped  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Courtney)  that  there 
might  be  a  possibility  of  a  compromise 
on  this  question,  and  if  such  a  result 
were  happily  arrived  at  this  would  prove 
a  most  useful  power. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  said, 
it  would  be  better  for  the  prospects  of 
the  Bill  and  of  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land that  other  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition should  take  the  same  view  of  this 
subject  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  A.  Rollit),  who  had 
supported  the  Amendment.  The  action 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  in  strong  con- 
trast to  that  of  hon.  Members  who  by 
their  absence  had  shown  the  Irish  people, 
and  the  evicted  tenants  particularly,  that 
they  were  absolutely  indifferent  to  their 
fate.  For  his  own  part,  be  could  not 
understand  how  it  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  did  not  believe  the  acceptance  of  it 
would  mean  the  expenditure  of  a  large 
sum  of  money.  The  Chief  Secretary 
must  know  that  there  were  cases  of 
evicted  tenants  where  it  could  not  be 
necessary  to  expend  mnch  in  repairing 
the  property ;  and  there  were  many 
cases  where  no  such  expenditure  would 
be  necessa;*y,  and  where  the  balance 
which  was  proposed  to  allow  the  arbi- 
trator to  give  might  be  spent  in 
procuring  seed  for  the  tenant.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
had  it  brought  under  his  notice  that 
with      regard      to      the      tenants      of 

3  Y 
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Lord  de  Frejne,  thej  were  reinstated 
some  time  ago  not  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
but  nevertheless  they  were  reinstated, 
and  that  in  their  case  one  of  the  chief 
difficulties  was  to  procure  money  for  pro- 
viding them  with  seed  and  putting  crops 
into  the  land.  The  money  was  provided 
at  the  time  in  the  case  of  those  tenants, 
but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  since  then 
the  crops  had  been  wantonly  destroyed 
by  the  landlord.  Would  not  the  right 
hon.  Geptleman  opposite  say  that  it  was 
reasona'ble  that  wnere  money  was  ot>- 
tainable  ,for  buildings,  and  where  they 
were  not  necessary,  the  funds  might  be 
expended  in  assisting  the  tenants  to  go 
back  to  their  farms  to  crop  them  and  to 
work  them  ?  He  could  not  see  why  this 
amount  should  be  confined  to  the  repair 
of  buildings  alone,  and  why  it  was  not 
just  as  reasonable  to  ask  that  if  money 
of  this  kind  was  to  be  granted  to  help 
the  tenant  to  settle  again  it  should  not 
be  given  to  him  to  help  him  to  crop  his 
land.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  would  go  to  a  Division  on 
this  matter,  because  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  given  no  reason  why  the  Amend- 
ment should  not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  said,  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  pressed  to  a 
Division  he  should  vote  with  the  Irish 
Members,  because  he  thought  the  position 
of  the  Government  was  most  illogical. 
He  was  not  a  hearty  supporter  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  did  think  that  if  there  were 
tenants  who  were  to  be  reinstated  it  was 
no  use  acting  in  a  half-hearted  fashion. 
They  were  going  to  lend  money  for  re- 
building houses,  but  they  were  refusing 
grants  for  what  was  much  more  impor- 
tant— namely,  re-stocking  the  farms  and 
buying  seed.  He  had  said  on  previous 
occasions  that  there  were  certain  tenants 
who  ought  to  be  reinstated,  and  his  view 
was  that  the  thing  ought  to  be  done 
thoroughly  well  and  not  in  a  half-hearted 
way. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  put  them  to 
the  trouble  of  dividiug  against  him.  Their 
request  did  not  amount  to  a  very  large 
Order. 


•.ii 


Mr.    SEXTON  suggested    that    the 

Chief  Secretary  should  consider  between 

this  and  the  Report  >vhetber   it  was  not 

possible  to  accept  the  Amendment.  They 

Wight  be  able  in  confereuce  to   satisfy 

Mr.  fV.  Bedmond 


him  that  the  financial  objeetioDB  were 
not  insuperable. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  view  of  the 
pressure  that  seems  to  come  from  all  parta 
of  the  House,  I  will  consent  to  consider 
this  matter,  and,  if  possible,  come  to  an 
arrangement. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CLANCY  moved  to  amend 
Clause  4  by  striking  out  the  words 
limiting  the  grant  to  £50  and  inserting 
words  enabling  the  Arbitrators  to  make  a 
grant  of  such  sum  as  they  might  thitrk 
fit.  He  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  if 
the  Government  refused  to  accept  such 
an  Amendment  as  this  they  would  he 
showing  a  very  poor  opinion  of  the  three 
gentlemen  whom  they  proposed  to 
appoint  as  Arbitrators.  Surely  they 
must  leave  it  to  these  gentlemen  to 
decide  whether  the  sum  of  £50  should' 
not  be  increased  in  special  cases.  There 
were  many  cases  on  which  not  nearly 
£50  would  be  required.  In  sonie  cases 
perhaps  not  even  £10  would  be  asked 
for,  but  there  were  a  few  cases  in  whicli 
£50  would  not  meet  the  requirements. 
He  thought  it  would  be  a  most  ridicalous 
thing  if  they  could  not  trust  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Arbitrators,  and  if  they 
could  not  give  them  a  perfectly  free  dis- 
cretion and  a  free  hand  in  the  matter. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  41,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^^a  sum 
not  exceeding  fifty  pounds,*'  and  insert 
the  words  ^  such  sum  as  they  may  deem 
fit."--(Jfr  Clancy.) 

Questiou  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  cannot  accept  this  Amendment.  No 
doubt  in  many  cases  £100  would  not 
be  an  excessive  grant,  and  if  we  were 
dealing  with  an  unlimited  amount  1 
should  be  glad  to  give  it.  But  the 
sum  at  my  disposal  is  small,  and  might 
possibly  be  subject  to  a  treble  demand 
for  arrears,  compensation,  and  dilapida- 
tions, and  I  therefore  cannot  afford  to 
make  the  grant  more  than  £50. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  said, 
he  thought  that  the  Government  might 
very  well  have  left  this  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Arbitrators.  It  was 
presumed  that  they  were  reasonable  ami 
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special    and    exceptioual    clrcnmstances 
existed. 


Mr.    J.    MORLEY    thought     these 
special  and  exceptional  cases  ought  to  be 


1  «^   ^     xi-      A  1  •.    -L        I       met  by  Irish  ffcnerosity.     Did  not  hon. 
were  left   to   the  Arbitrators  he .  ^      /  i    *.  •     •*  *•       *u« 

Members    see   what   an    invitation   the 


impartial  men,  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
hamper  their  powers  on  such  a  point  as 
this.  There  were  many  oases  in  which 
£50  would  not  be  sufficient,  and  if  the 
matter 

did  not  think  any  harm  could  be  done,  j  Xmenlmentrif  "cHi^'iedrwwilTl^To  put 

bnrely  they  might  be  expected  to  keep  ^^^^     ^^     ^^^    Artitrators  ?       He 

tbeireyeonthepublicmoney  quite  as  well    f.        i  *    •*    i    *♦       *u  *    *i    * ««-.,->. 

.,   "^i-,!  .  i!  o        X          ¥T    J' J  L        xi  thought   it    better    that    that    pressure 

as  the  Chief  Secretary.  He  did  hope  the  ^y^^^^  ^  ^^^^              ^      .    ^^      j^^ 

right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  the  j^^  ^  ^        ;  ^^^^  {^^^  ^^^^ 

Amendment,  and  not  merely  meet  it  in  ^^^^^^  «^  ansisted   by  Irish  generosit:^ 

an  amiable   way   and    with,  a   pleasant  i  i      i            •    i.*                             '    ^ 

.,    ,                 "^  •      xi    i.  1            11  and  local  organisation. 

smile  by  announcing  that  he  would  con-  ^ 

sider  it  before  the  Report  stage.     While  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  said,  the  right 

he  gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  credit  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the 

for  good  intentions,  he  was  bound  to  say  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  extend 

the  promise  to  consider  the  matter  before  the   limit  of  £50  in  all  cases,  but  that 

the  Report  stage  was  not  a  very  alluring  was   not   their   intention.      They,  knew 

one,  because  they  might  anticipate  when  there   were    some   cases  in  which   £oO 

the  Report  stage  was  reached  that  the  would  not  be  sufficient ;  but  he  thought, 

Chief  Secretary  would  come  to  them  with  bearing  in  mind  that  in  other  cases  so 

an  equally  amiable  manner,  but  without  much    under    £50  would    suffice,   they 

his   smile,  and  say  that   he  would   not  might  in  a  few  eases  allow  the  limit  to 


accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  J,  REDMOND  (Waterford)  said, 
he  could  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman standing  out  for  some  limit  with 
the  view  of  checking  undue  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  the  Arbitrators,  but  he 
coold  not  understand  how  it  was  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  set  apart  only  £100,000  for  the 
purpose  he  had  the  limit  of  £50;  and  yet 
now,  when  he  had  increased  the  sum  to 
£260,000,  he  still  retained  the  same 
limit. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  argument 
was  a  very  ingenious  one ;  but  his  reply 
was  that,  though  he  was  only  able  to  put 
£100,000  in  the  Bill  originally,  he  had 
hoped  from  the  first  to  make  the  snm 
larger.  Considering  how  far  the  Go- 
vernment had  gone  in  putting  this  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill — ^and  £60  was  no  incon- 
siderable sum — he  hoped  hoa.  Members 
would  not  press  the  Amendment  to  a 
Division.  He  would  relieve  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Clare  on  this  occasion 
by  stating  that  he  could  not  even  promise 
to  reconsider  his  decision  before  Report. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  believed  that 
in  most  cases  £60  would  )>e  found  to  be 
sufficient^  but  he  would  like  to  ask  the' 
right  hon..  Gentleman  whether  it  would 
not  be  possible,  while  fixing  a  limit  for 
ordinary  cases,  to  give  the  Arbitrators  a 
discretion  in  cases  where  in  their  opinion 


be  extended  beyond  £60. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E)  was  understood  to  suggest 
to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  that  the 
extension  of  the  limit  beyond  £60  would 
seriously  restrict  the  chances  of  dealing 
with  the  claims  of  the  general  body  of 
tenants. 

Qaestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes   104 ;. 
Noes  64. — (Division  List,  No.  207.) 

Clause  6. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  the* 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  4,  line  2,  leave  out,  ^'one  hun- 
dred,** and  insert  '^two  hundred  and 
fifty." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  moved,  in  page  4, 
line  16, after  the  word  "say,"  to  insert — 

*<  Piers  Francis  White,  one  of  Her  Majesty*^ 
Ck)unBel  in  Dublin ;  George  Fottrell,  solicitor^ 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  the  County  and  City  of 
Dublin  ;  and  Edward  Greer,  solicitor  and  legal 
Assistant  Commissioner  to  the  Irish  Land  Com- 


mission. 

He  said,  the  Arbitrators  would  have 
power  to  make  their  own  rules  as  to  the 
form  of  their  procedure. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Db.  KENNY  moved  an  Amentlment 
to  omit  the  aecoud  paragraph  of  Sub- 
Bectlon  4,  whicli  proviiieE  tbat,  subject  to 
the  regulations  of  the  Treasury,  the  Arbi- 
trators should  employ  the  examiners  and 
valuers  of  the  Land  CommissioD  iu  car- 
rying out  the  measare.  He  coofeesed 
that  be  felt  little  confidence  in  those 
officials. 


-(Dr 


tnny.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  paragraph 
2  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  certainly 
Oonld  not  asaent  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CLANCY  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  some  reaaoD  for  bis 
jefusftl. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  a  great 
saving  both  of  time  and  money  would  be 
secured  by  employing  the  examiners  and 
valuers  of  the  Land  Commission.  Other- 
wise, a  very  heavy  charge  would  be  in- 
curred, and  without  the  prospect  of 
getting  better  men  for  the  wvrK.  The 
matter  bad  been  carefully  coDsidered. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  rect^oiaed  that 
expedition  in  applying  the  measure wasa 
point  of  great  importance;  and  as  the  ap- 
pointment of  other  examiners  and  valuers 
might  cause  considerable  delay,  be  should 
not  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  thought  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Govemmeat 
had  adopted  a  reasonable  course  in  the 
matter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  proposed,  "  Tbat  the  Clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  that  un  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
"'"  '  e  understood  the  Chief  Secretary, 


when  referr 

of  the  Arbitrators,  to  intimate  that  they 
might  sit  in  private.  He  did  not  koow 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
Ibougbt  the  matter  out,  or  spoke  merely 
from    personal    impresnion,   but  !) 


'  vate.  Considering  the  difficulties  that 
might  arise,  and  the  differences  that 
might  have  to  be  decided  upon  as  lietween 
petitioner  and  respondent,  he  feared  that, 
if  the  Arbitrators  sat  and  discussed  in 
private,  their  judgments  might  not  be 
received  with  the  confidence  they  ought 
to  be — that  the  defeated  party  might,  in 
such  circumstances,  easily  give  currency 
to  unfair  and  inaccurate  statements  re- 
garding the  action  of  the  Arbitrators, 
and  thus  cause  much  disaatisfaction. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  had  taken 
great  pains  to  ascertain  ^e  opinion  of 
persons  of  great  weight  and  experience 
iQ  Dublin  on  the  point  raised  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  their  judgment 
was  that  it  would  be  better  to  coodnct 
the  proceedings  in  private  than  in  public, 
for  very  often  in  cases  of  this  kind  the 
publicity  of  the  proceedings  between  the 
parties  were  burnished  up  and  exagge- 
rated by  public  prints,  which  natnrally 
caused  exasperation.  He  understood 
that  in  England  Courts  of  Arbitratioa 
were  atmoat  invariably  private.  He  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  as  the  Bill 
stood  it  would  be  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Arbitrators  to  hold  their  Court  in  public 
or  in  private.  No  doubt  if  they  thtnigbt 
a  case  required  publicity  they  would  hear 
it  in  public.  He  thought  the  matter 
might  be  safely  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Arbitrators. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  thought 
that,  iu  the  interests  of  the  landlords  as 
well  as  of  the  tenants,  the  Arbitrators' 
Courts  should  be  public.  Undoubtedly 
there  were  "  wastrel "  tenants  who  did 
not  deserve  any  consideration,  and  if  a 
man  sought  the  benefits  of  the  Bill  and 
the  protection  of  the  Court,  whose  disas- 
ters had  been  brought  about  simply  by 
his  own  misconduct,  the  landlord  should 
be  able  to  publicly  show  this.  There 
Id  be  no  ground  for  suspicion  that 


the  conduct  and  duties    tbe  Arbitrators  had  been  "ear-wigged" 


beforehand   to  take  particular  twses    . 
private.     The    rule    should    be  for  the 
Courts  to  be  public   unless  the   parties 
desired  the  proceedings  to  be  private. 
Mk.  CLANCY  said,  tbat  it  would  be 
fessed   thiit  he  heard  the  remark    with  ;  impossible  to  keep  the  proceedings  of  the 


lurpriae,  and,  from  such  attention 
as  he  had  been  able  to  give  to  the  ques- 
tion, it  appeared  to  him  tliat  it  would  be 
most  undesirable  that  the  Arbitrators 
ahoald  cnoduct  their  proceedings  in  pri- 


Courts  private.  If  any  attempt  were 
made  to  do  so,  uoaulhonsed — and  per- 
haps incorrect — reports  of  what  occurred 
would  appear  regularly  in  next  day's 
newspapers, 

\ 


1597 


Evicted  Tenanti 


{2Av<^V»X  I89i}  (Ireland) 4'^t'alionlitlt.  1598 


Mr.  sexton  Baid,  that  the  proceei]- 
ingB  of  the  Courts  should  be  public,  to 
■void  uDfounded  apprehensicHiB  aud  sus- 
pioioQB.  The  decisions  of  the  Court 
would  QOmmand  more  public  respect  If 
^ven  publicly.  He  was  Hnnly  coDviuced 
that  the  iuterests  of  landlords  aud  tenauts 
aod  the  eommuoity  would  be  beat  secured 
bj  aooepting  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bodmiu  (Mr.  Courtney), 
whose  euggestioDs  were  generally  sound 
sod  w^l-GODsidered. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  agreed  in 
the  argument  that,  generally  speaking, 
the  Arbitrators'  Courts  should  be  public. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  many  authori- 
tiee  in  Ireland  were  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Courts  being  private,  but 
after  the  expression  of  opinion  in  the 
House  he  would  further  consider  the 
matter. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. 


meat,  had  taken  a  most  unwise  course. 
It  was  because  the  Liand  Act  had  not 
been  anfKciently  general  in  its  applica- 
tion all  over  Ireland  that  so  many 
evictions  bad  taken  place,  aud  yet  it  was 
proposed  to  exclude  from  the  proviaioua 
of  this  Bill  every  tenant  who  had  not 
had  the  benefit  of  the  Laod  Act.  The 
result  of  adopting  the  Ameudment  would 
in  his  judgment  be  that  every  tenant  who 
was  excluded  from  the  Acts  of  1881  and 
1887  as  a  result  of  the  decisions  to  which 
he  had  alluded  would  be  now  held  to  be 
iocapablo  of  getting  the  benefit  of  the 
Arrears  Act,  and  would  practically  be 
regarded  as  au  outlaw  from  an  agrarian 
point  of  view. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  this  was  a  very 
difficult  and  complicated  matter,  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  precise  effect  of  the 
phrases  used  iu  the  Amendment  was 
within  the  comproheasiou  of  any  layman; 
but  he  had  given  them  the  best  con- 
sideration in  his  power,  aud  bo  thought 
they  were  open  to  commeut.  The  defini- 
tion of  a  "holding"  iu  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  was  "a  parcel  of  land,"  and  the 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  R.  Reid)  said  that 
a  parcel  of  land  might  be  beld  to  deuote 
a  houiie.  If  this  was  the  difficulty  to  be 
Id  be  cured  by  a  less  elaborate 
He  feared    that   the    tntro- 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  29,  at  end,  insert — 

"  The  eipresaioQ  '  holding '  means  a  holding 

as  defined  in  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881, 

which  Ii«gricaltaral  or  pastorul,  or  partly  agri- 

ealtural  and  partly  pastoral,  in  its  character, 

nnlew  the  teoancy  in  Bucb  holding  hoa  been  i  j'fll-lj'J^ 

decided  under  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,    aei"'"™-  ,   „   .  .  ... 

1881,  or  any  Act  amending  or  inoorporating  the  ,«""'"">    »'     "^'^    definition    might    have 

'    ■       ■  ■  serious  consequences  in  the  case  of  some 

tenants  who  would  otherwise  be  eutitled 
te  re-admissioQ  under  the  Bill.  There 
were  two  questions  which .  ought  to  be 
kept  separate  :  The  first  was,  as  to  what 
tenants  had  a  "ght  to  re-in statement  ? 
That  was  a  question  very  proper  for  the 
Aibitrators  to  consider.  The  second 
was,  what  was  the  legal  status  of  a 
tenant  in  regard  to  a  fair  rent  ?  This 
was  a  subject  which  need  not  be  treated 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  pointed  out  that 
a  Bub-Iet  holding  would  be  excluded  from 
the  scope  of  the  Arbitrators'  powers. 
There  were  a  iiu.nber  of  cases  in  which 
it  had  been  held  that  where  the  lease  of 
a   farm    contained  a  coveuaot   that  the 


teuant  should  give  up  five 


i  if  the  I  before  the  re-admission  of  tlie  tenant,  hut 
ight  he  dealt  with  afterwards.      Yes- 
had   laeeu  j  terday    two  Amendments   were  inserted 
"  '  'the    Bill,     one    of    them    providing 

that     the     tenant     after   re-in  statement 
kiud  of  tenancy  as 
httd  if  he  had  not  beea 


landlord  required  it  for  a  church 
cottages,  and   that  covenant    hai 
acted   upon,  the  holding  would  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act, 
The  Giovemmeot  proposed  to  import  into    sliould  have  tli 
this  Bill  all  the  decisions  disqualifying    he  would  have 
teaauts  from  availing  themselves  of  the    evicted,  aud  tbo  other  providing  as  to  the 


provisions  of  the  Land  Acts,  aod  to  make 

the  evicted  tenants  the  victii 

decisions.     It  seemed  to    hi 

Amendment,  if   adopted    in    its   preseut  i  although  he 

form,wouldab8olutelystereotypeevictioii.  i  fair  rent  fixed. 


who  might  have  their  rents  fixed. 
of  tlioae    Uuder    these    Amendments    tho   future 
that  the    tenant  would  l>e  entitled  to  re-admissioa, 
'er  had  a  right  to  have  a 
If  the  present  Amend- 
I  that,  whoever  advised    meat  werecarrioilcertainclassesof present 
the  Grovernment  to  bring  in  this  Amend-   teDants  or  persons  who  wouI4  have  been 
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praient  tenants  If  they  liad  not  been 
evicted  would  be  placeil  in  a  worse  posi> 
tioD  uDkler  ihis  Bill  than  that  which  the 
future  tenant  would  occupy.  The  closing 
words  of  the  Amendment  were — 

"  DnleM  the  tenancy  io  mtch  holding  ban  been 
decided  under  The  Land  Lnn  (Ireland)  Act, 
I881,  or  acy  Acl  amenrliiig  or  incorporating  the 
tame,  to  be  a  tenancy  within  the  exceptions  set 
forth  in  Section  6H  of  the  Miid  Act  of  \is\." 

Tlie  exceptions  of  Section  58  did  not 
apply  at  all  to  the  future  tenant,  because 
they  only  related  to  the  fixing  of  fair 
rent.  When  the  present  tenant  came 
forward  it  would  be  considered  whether 
be  was  a  person  entitled  to  have  a  fair 
rent  fixe<l.  The  Arbitrators  would  be 
obliged,  owing  to  the  wording  of  thiii 
Amendment,  to  decide  agaiunt  a  niau  who 
might  otherwise  hare  a  fair  rent  fixed. 
This,  he  thoiigbt,  was  a  conclusive  reason 
bgaiuat  the  iuaertion  of  the  latter  part  of 
the  Amendment.  Of  course,  it  was  clear 
enough  that  the  Itill  intended  that  the 
man  to  bo  roslored  to  his  holding  was  to 
be  a  farmer  and  not  a  townsman  ;  but  if 
tlie  Legislature  laid  on  the  Arbitrators  a 
strict  obligation  to  say  whether  the  hold- 
ing was  agricultural  or  pastoral,  it  laid 
upon  them  tlie  duty  of  deciding  a  most 
complicated  legal  question.  If  the  deci- 
sion were  given  against  the  landlord,  he 
might  set  ihe  law  in  operation  against 
them  on  the  ground  that  thoy  had  decided 
a -question  of  law  againut  tbe  t«iie  mean- 
ing oftliehiw.  The  difficulty  would  begot 
over  if  the  Amendment  were  so  altered  as 
to  make  the  opinion  of  the  Arbitrators 
on  the  subject  fiiiul  and  if  the  second  part 
of  it  were  left  out. 

Sir  K.  T.  REID  said,  this  was  a 
purely  legal  qnestion.  It  was  contended 
that  the  words  propoi'e<l  by  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  the  cfiect  of  narrowing 
tlie  possibility  of  reinstatement,  thereby 
excluding  some  of  those  caitcs  which  bad 
lieen  nireudy  decided,  and  putting  the 
<.-victed  lenant  in  a  worse  jiosition  than 
the  future  tenant.  That  ccrtuinly  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government;  but  as 
tlic  qiiuslions  liBil  been  raised,  he  would 
not  a-'k  the  Committee  to  accept  the 
Amendment  at  the  ptcsunl  stage,  but 
would  suggest  thut  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  should  assist  him  to  get  words 
wiiich'would  Iw  unobjcctionalilc.  It  was, 
of  conrnc,  H  mere  question  of  legal  deliui- 
iiou. 

JIt.  Sexton 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8. 

Sir  a.  HAYTER  (Walmll)  sug- 
gested that  the  short  title  of  the  Bill 
should  be  altered  to  "  Restoration  of 
Tenaota  (Arbitration)  Bill."  Tbe  Bill 
dealt  with  other  tenants  besides  those 
who  bad  been  evicted,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  omit  tbe  word 
"  Evicted." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  Evicted,"  in  order  to  insert  tbe 
words  "  Restoratiou  of,  "—(Sir  A. 
Haffltr.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Evicted  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  suggested  that 
the  short  title  of  the  Bill  could  be  altered 
in  the  Office  without  the  intervention  of 
the  House. 

The  CUAIRMAN  said,  that  was  not 
the  case.  If  it  were  thought  ucedfu)  to 
alter  the  short  title,  it  mnst  be  done  in 
Committee. 

Mk.  sexton  ol>served  that  in  his 
opinion  the  best  title  would  be  "  Former 
Tenants  (Arbitration)  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  I  do  not  see  why 
wo  should  not  make  the  short  title 
"  Tenants  Arl>itration  (Ireland)  Bill." 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposeil,  after  "arbitra- 
tion" to  insert  ("  Irelaud").— (Jtfr.  J. 
Morley.) 

Question,  "That('Ireland')  be  there  in- 
serted," jmt,  and  agreed  to. 


Sir  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  pnge  5, 
after  Clause  6,  to   insert   the   following 

(Apiilicntiuii  tif  Act,) 

■■(I)  Where  it  !ip|«;BtN  to  the  Arbitrators  thni 
tbe  (viinncy  in  a  hotrliii[r  Ih  held  for  the  land- 
Igiil,  or  thst  n  person  is  in  occupatiou  ai  the 
UitldinK  »*  tlie  nomiiioe  of  tbe  landlord,  the; 
shiill  <Iur1  with  the  loliiitic.v,  Rnd  this  Act  shatl 
apply  in  like  mniini'r  us  if  tbe  tenancy  hail  been 
dcterniiMcrl  and  ihc  holding'  were  in  Ihe  occu- 
lAlinnof  Hiebitidloni. 

(2)  Where  it  »pj«nr»  to  tbe  Arbitratore  that 
[lavlijfa  holding  iH  in  ibc  occupation  o£  the 
Iiiurlloid  and  nnrt  in  ilie  occuimtion  of  a  new 
tenant,  tlieystiHll  deal  witb  cucli  purt,  and  this 
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Act  ihall  Apply  in  like  manner  as  if  it  were  a 
aepamte  holding,  and  the  former  rent  of  each 
pMt  were  inch  portion  of  the  former  rent  of  the 
whole  holding  of  the  Arbitrators  fix.*' 

Clause  t)rought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  Tiiat  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  pointed  out  that 
the  ease  of  a  letting  for  temporary  oon- 
Yenience  had  been  omitted.  It  seemed 
to  him  absolutely  necessary  that  a  mere 
letting  for  temporary  convenience  should 
not  exclude  the  action  of  the  Arbitrators, 
and  he  would,  therefore,  move  that  there 
should  be  inserted  after  the  second  ''  land- 
lord "  in  Sub-section  1, 

^or  that  a  letting  has  been  made  for  tem- 
porary convenience  by  the  Land  Judges'  Court 
or  otherwise." 

It  had  always  been  held,  since  Mr. 
Justice  Butt  gave  his  famous  opinion, 
that  all  lettings  by  the  Land  Court 
were  for  temporary  convenience.  They 
oame  to  an  end  the  moment  the  holding 
was  sold,  and  at  the  longest  they  could 
only  last  for  seven  years.  The  Act  of 
1887  enabled  a  tenancy  to  be  broken  by 
other  means  than  that  of  shelving  him 
out.  The  tenant  had  six  months  in 
which  to  redeem,  and  frequently  the  land- 
lord made  a  letting  for  temporary  con- 
venience. As  it  was  in  the  option  of  the 
landlord  still,  to  avail  of  that  old  process 
where  the  value  was  over  £100,  the  mere 
letting  for  six  months  during  which  the 
redemption  might  be  running  would  ex- 
clude the  action  of  the  Arbitrators.  It 
seemed  necessary,  therefore,  that  some 
provision  in  the  case  of  lettings  made  for 
temporary  convenience  on  these  evicted 
farms  should  be  provided  for. 

Question,  ^^That  this  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time,*'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  Clause,  in  line  3,  after  the  word 
**  landlord,"  to  insert  the  words — 

that    the     letting   has   been   made  for 


"or 

temporary  convenience  by  the  Land  Judges' 

CJoort  or  otherwisa"— ( J/r.  T.  JT.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  new 
Clause.'' 

Sir  B.  T.  B£ID  ^aid,  the  object  of 
the  hoo.  and  learned  Member  was  to 
prevent  the  compulsory  powers  of  the 


1 


Act  being  made  nugatory  by  the  fact 
that  the  landlord  had  let  the  holding  for 
^^  temporary  convenience." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  the  ex- 
pression used  in  the  Land  Act. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  no  doubt 
that  might  be  a  legal  term  in  Ireland, 
but  it  was  not  in  this  country.  It  was 
to  be  presumed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  '*  a  letting  for  temporary  con- 
venience "  some  arrangement  which  did 
not  create  a  tenancy.  It  was  obvious 
that  it  was  not  intended  that  such  an 
arrangement  should  prevent  the  com- 
pulsory powers  of  the  Act  coming  into 
force.  He  thought  that  a  temp<»«ry 
letting  would  amount  to  the  landlord 
being  in  occupation,  and,  if  that  were  so, 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  necessary. 
At  any  rate,  it  was  impossible,  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment,  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  character.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  there  was 
room  for  doubt  he  would  consider  the 
matter  before  Report. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  law  in 
Ireland  was  rather  different  from  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
outlined.  Letting  for  a  man^s  whole  life 
in  Ireland  had  been  held  to  be  a  letting  for 
temporary  convenience.  It  was, therefore, 
necessary  to  be  rather  guarded  in  these 
matters.  There  was  something  to  be 
considered  why  they  should  not  insert 
the  words  "letting  for  temporary  con- 
venience,'^ leaving  the  other  questions  to 
a  later  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  see  their  way  to 
accepting  those  words. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  be  supposed 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by  the 
words  was  some  arrangement  which,  did 
not  create  a  tenancy.  It  was  obvious 
that  it  was  not  intended  that  such  an 
arrangement  should  prevent  the  compul- 
sory ^powers  of  the  Act  coming  into 
force.  He  thought  that  that  would 
amount  to  a  case  of  the  landlord  being 
in  occupation,  and,  if  that  were  so,  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  necessary.  It 
was  impossible  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
to  accept  an  Amendment  of  this  charac- 
ter ;  but  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man thought  it  was  not  clear  it  should 
be  made  clear  upon  Report. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
accept  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 
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hon&  fide  cases ;  otherwise,  of  coarse, 
the  purposes  of  the  Act  would  be  frus- 
trated. Unless  we  find  it  neoessarj  to 
insert  other  words,  which  we  may  find  it 
necessary  to  do  afterwards,  I  think  there 
are  objectious  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  was  free^  to 
admit  that  collusion  and  fraud  should  be 
prevented,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  bad  any  words  to  insert  to  make  it 
plain  he  should  be  glad  to  accept  them. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  thought  that  aU 
would  approve  of  the  principle  of  this 
clause,  which  was  to  facilitate  voluntaiy 
arrangements  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him,  as 
drawn,  to  be  open  to  another  objection 
which  was  more  serious  than  the  one 
that  had  beeu  raised — namely,  that  this 
course  could  be  taken  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, not  on  the  petition,  as  in  the 
Bill,  of  the  landlord  and  the  former  and 
the  new  tenant,  but,  by  the  wording  of 
the  clause,  by  the  landlord  and  the 
former  tenant  only,  and  that  would 
exclude  the  new  tenant.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  at  the  end  of  the 
third  line,  after  "former  tenant,*'  they 
should  insert  the  words — 

^^or  if  there  be  a  new  tenant,  then  by  the 
landlord,  former  tenant,  and  new  tenant.** 

Mr.  J.  MORL£Y  :  I  think  the  object 
we  have  in  view  is  the  same.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  will  withdraw  this 
clause  we  will  undertake  to  bring  up  a 
clause  in  our  own  words  which,  while 
meeting  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  will  be  less  open  to 
objection . 

Mr.  sexton  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary to  provide  against  fraud  and  col- 
lusion, and  he  also  thought  it  would 
be  necessary  to  provide  that  the  former 
tenant  should  be  a  person  out  of  occupa- 
tion at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  wished 
the  Government  also  to  consider  before 
the  Report  stage  this  further  point. 
There  might  be  such  a  case  that  the 
landlord  and  the  new  tenant  objected,  and 
therefore  the  old  tenant  would  be 
debarred  from  all  hope  ;  but  the  new 
tenant  might  be  willing,  if  be  got  some 
sum  which  otherwise  the  landlord  or  the 
new  tenant  would  get,  to  depart  and 
surrender  all  his  claims  in  the  holding. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  peace  might  be 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  sexton  thought  some  change 
was  necessary  in  the  language  of  the 
second  paragraph,  because  in  the  fourth 
line  of  that  paragraph  the  word  **  it  **  was 
ambiguous,  and  he  would  therefore  move 
to  omit  the  word  "it,'*  and  insert  the 
words  "  each  part." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CLANCY  moved  the  following 
clause  standing  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Harrington)  : — 

(Voluntarj  agreements.) 

"If  within  one  year  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act  a  joint  petition  with  respect  to  any  tenancy 
of  a  holding  described  in  Section  1  of  this  Act 
be  present^  to  the  Arbitrators  by  the  landlord 
and  the  former  tenant,  or  by  the  landlord, 
former  tenant,  and  new  tenant,  showing  that 
since  the  passing  of  this  Act  a  volantary  agree- 
ment has  been  entered  into  between  the  parties 
by  which  the  former  tenant  is  reinstated  in  the 
holding,  the  Arbitrators  may  give  to  the  parties 
respectively  such  terms  as  to  arrears  of  rent, 
compensation,  and  grant  for  building  as  they 
are  empowered  to  do  by  this  Act  in  the  case  of 
a  petition  by  the  former  tenant." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.*' 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  I  understand 
it,  the  clause  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  moves  is  that  wherever  the  land- 
lord, former  tenant,  and  the  new  tenant 
agree,  or,  in  case  there  should  be  no  new 
tenant,  the  landlord  and  the  old  tenant 
may  come  to  an  agreement  reinstating 
the  former  tenant  in  the  holding,  then 
the  arbitrator  may  give  to  the  parties 
respectively — that  is  to  say,  the  landlord 
and  the  new  tenant,  if  there  be  one — such 
terms  as  to  arrears  of  rent,  compensation, 
and  grant  for  building  as  they  are 
empowered  to  do  by  this  Act  in  the  case 
of  a  petition  by  the  former  tenant — that  is 
to  say,  the  voluntary  agreement  between 
the  parties  would  give  them  the  benefit 
of  this  Act.  No  doubt  that  would  facili- 
tate the  question,  but  one  would  have  to 
be  quite  sure,  and  the  Arbitrators  would 
have  to  have  full  powers  loft  them  to 
enable  them  to  make  quite  sure  there  was 
nothing  like  collusion — that  these  were 


1605        BmUing 


{2  August  1894} 


(No.  2)  BUL 


1606 


presenred  bj  thig  means,  and  that  it 
would  be  verj  desirable  both  in  the  ia* 
tereets  of  the  kndiord  and  the  old  tenant. 
Where  the  landlord  objected  and  the  new 
tenant  objected,  then  apparently  the 
former  tenant  would  tak^  no  benefit 
under  thb  Bill,  and  therefore  he  thought 
there  was  a  necessity  for  provision  to  be 
made  and  a  warning  given  to  the  former 
tenant,  if  he  were  willing  to  surrender  his 
claims,  which,  might  not  be  very  large,  on 
the  holding,  if  such  a  case  arose,  he  might  be 
entitled  to  be  awarded  such  sum  as,  had 
the  landlord  and  the  new  tenant  acceded 
to  the  petition,  they  would  have  got  in  his 
place.  He  hoped  in  the  interests  of 
peace  that  upon  Report  the  Government 
might  be  able  to  do  this. 
Mb.  J.  MORLEY  moved— 

Title,  page  1,  leave  out  *'of  evicted  tenants 
to  their  nokLings  in  Ireland,"  and  insert  *'  to 
their  holdings  in  Ireland  of  certain  former 
tenants  or  their  personal  representatives." 

•Mr.  sexton  thought  that  the  word 
^  theur "  before  '^  holdings  **  might  cause 
some  difficulty.  They  had  ceased  to  be 
the  tenants,  and  the  holdings  were  no 
longer  theirs  ;  therefore,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  omit  the  word  '^  their/* 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  considered 
that  point,  and  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  better  as  we  have  proposed  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  amended  Title  ; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Mon- 
day next,  and  to  l)e  printed.     [Bill  346.] 

BUILDING    SOCIETIES    (No.    2)    BILL. 

(No.  246.) 

Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, considered. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  in  the  absence  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr. 
T.  H.  Bolton),  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  whe- 
ther he  had  considered  the  new  clause 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, as  there  seemed  to  be  a  good  deal  to 
be  said  for  it. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  right  hon. 
Ctotleman  can  move  his  own  clause,  but 
he  cannot  move  the  clause  standing  in  the 
name  of  another  hon.  Grentleman. 

*8iR  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  in  that  case 
he  would  move  the  clause  standing  in  his 
own  name,  and  which  was  as  follows  : — 


.• 


(Provisions  as  to  money  borrowed  in  exoeis  of 
borrowing  powers.) 

"  (1)  Where  any  sum  has  been  borrowed  by 
a  Bailding  Society  by  receiving  loans,  deposits^ 
or  otberwise,  and  the  sum  woald  be  reooverable 
from  the  Society,  if  in  borrowing  the  sum  the 
Society  had  not  exceeded  the  limits  of  borrowing 
fixed  by  its  Rules  or  bv  the  principal  Act,  that 
sum  shall  be  recoverable  from  the  Society,  not- 
withstanding that  the  limits  of  borrowing  has 
has  been  exceeded. 

(2)  Where  any  sum  has  been  so  borrowed  by 
a  Building  Societv  in  excess  of  the  limits  fixed 
by  its  rules  or  by  the  principal  Act,  those 
persons  who  were  Directors  of  the  Society 
when  that  sum  was  borrowed  shall  be  jointly 
and  severally  liable  to  pay  an  amount  equal  to 
that  sum  to  the  Society." 

The  object  of  the  clause  was  that  where 
a  Building  Society  had  taken  money 
beyond  the  limits  of  its  powers  the 
officials  who  were  primarily  to  blame  and 
not  the  innocent  depositors  should  be 
made  to  suffer.  It  was  very  hard  that  a 
depositor  who  could  not  possibly  ascertain 
whether  the  Society  had  exceeded  its 
limits  should  lose  his  money  if  these 
limits  had  been  exceeded  and  that  the 
shareholders  should  get  the  benefit  of  it. 
And  this  was  not  an  imaginary  case.  It 
had  been  held  that  in  the  case  of  a  lady, 
who  had  deposited  £800  in  the  Portsea 
Island  Building  Society,  that  as  the 
amount  was  in  excess  of  that  which  the 
Society  was  entitled  to  receive  she  must 
lose  it,  and  that  the  shareholders  must 
get  the  benefit  of  it.  There  were  many 
other  similar  cases.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  this  was  reversing  the  usual  order 
of  things,  and  giving  shareholders  a  prior 
claim  over  depositors.  He  did  not  propose 
this  clause  in  the  interest  of  bankers. 
The  Building  Societies  Association,  of 
which  he  was  President,  thought  it  was 
not  only  prejudicial  to  their  interests,  but 
very  hard  upon  depositors,  that  an 
anomaly  of  this  kind  should  be  per- 
mitted ;  and  though  they  were  primarily 
interested  in  the  shareholders,  they  did 
not  wish  the  shareholders  to  receive  an 
advantage  to  which  they  were  not  fairly 
entitled. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed? 
'^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.*' 

•CoLONBL  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
thought  this  clause  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  necessary.  In  the 
Second  Schedule  of  the  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed to  repeal  the  existing  law  which 
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made  the  Directors  responsible  if  thej 
took  on  loan  more  than  two-thirds  of 
their  borrowing  powers.  He  wished  to 
know  what  was  to  be  put  in  the  Bill  in 
lieu  of  the  words  which  were  to  be  re- 
pealed ?  Unless  this  clause  was  passed  it 
gave  to  the  depositor  whose  money  had 
been  taken  wrongfully  in  excess  of  the 
borrowing  powers  no  remedy  against  any« 
body  whatever,  and  that  was  a  very  serious 
matter  indeed.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  strengthen  the  position  of  the  depositors ; 
and  even  if  these  words  were  not  taken 
out  of  the  Building  Societies  Act  of  1874, 
it  would  still  be  a  very  desirable  improve- 
ment, that  the  remedy  of  the  depositor 
whose  money  had  been  wrongfully  taken 
should  be  against  the  Society  which  had 
the  benefit  of  the  money.  At  the  present 
moment  each  individual  depositor,  seeking 
to  recover  a  deposit,  must  sue  the 
Directors,  who  were  in  default,  and  go 
to  the  trouble  of  ascertaining  which  of  the 
Directors  was  in  default.  He  knew  a 
case  in  which  a  liquidator  was  applied 
to  for  information  as  to  the  state 
of  the  deposit  account  at  the  time  his 
money  was  lent  to  the  Society,  and 
the  liquidator  would  not  give  that  infor- 
mation in  order  that  the  depositor  might 
bring  his  action,  except  on  payment  of 
some  £10  or  £15  for  a  copy  of  the 
accounts  showing  the  position  of  the 
Society  at  the  time  the  deposit  was  made, 
so  that  under  the  present  law  a  depositor 
had  considerable  difficulty  in  recovering 
that  which  the  law  said  he  had  a  right  to 
recover.  The  right  hon.  Baronet's  new 
clause  was  to  give  the  depositor  so  placed 
the  right  to  go  against  the  Society  which 
had  had  his  money,  and  the  Society  had 
a  claim  on  the  Directors  for  any  breach 
of  trust  they  had  committed.  In  this 
way  hundreds  of  actions  would  be  saved. 
This  was  a  highly  technical  subject, 
though  he  understood  it,  or  at  all 
events  he  had  had  40  years'  experience 
with  regard  to  Building  Societies,  and 
therefore  the  House  would  perhaps 
excuse  him  for  endeavouring  to  explain 
his  view.  He  very  much  regretted  that 
it  was  intended  to  repeal  the  existing 
rights  of  depositors  to  proceed  against  the 
Directors. 
•The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  said,  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  with  regard  to  the  repeal 
of  the  existing  law  required  attention. 

Colonel  Hughes 


He  thought  there  had  been  some  over- 
sight, and  he  would  undertake  that  the 
matter  should  receive  coosideration  either 
when  the  Schedule  was  reached  or  when 
the  Bill  reached  another  place.  The 
Government,  however,  could  not  accept 
the  proposed  clause.  It  wonld  have  a 
direct  tendency  to  increase  the  existing 
borrowing  powers  of  Building  Societies, 
and  he  thought  these  powers  were 
already  sufficiently  ample.  The  clause 
would,  in  addition,  introduce  an  ano- 
malous exception  into  the  general  law, 
which  provided  that  where  the  Directors 
of  a  Corporate  Body  acted  ultra  vires 
the  consequences  of  that  Act  should  not 
rest  upon  the  Society.  It  was  true  that 
the  clause  gave  the  Society  power  to 
proceed  against  the  Directors  ;  but  the 
class  of  Directors  most  likely  to  break 
the  law  were  in  many  cases  men  of 
straw,  and  the  burden  would  therefore 
fall  entirely  upon  the  Society, 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  could 
not  agree  with  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
Many  of  the  misfortunes  and  difficulties 
into  which  these  Societies  got  were 
owing  to  their  having  the  power  of  prac- 
tically unlimited  borrowing.  He  thought 
that  a  Society  ought  not  to  borrow  so 
close  to  its  margin  as  to  run  any  possible 
risk  of  getting  into  difficulties.  From 
their  inquiries  in  the  Committee  it  was 
quite  obvious  this  was  a  great  danger 
that  ought  to  be  avoided.  He  should 
support  the  Government  in  resisting  the 
proposed  alteration. 

Mr.  CLOUGH  (Portsmouth)  ex- 
pressed  surprise  at  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member,  as  the  Societies  under 
the  existing  law  could  only  borrow  up  to 
two-thirds. 

•Mr.  BANBURY  (Peckham)  pointed 
out  that  under  the  clause  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  existing  laAV  would  practi- 
cally be  abolished,  and  that  a  Society 
would  virtually  be  able  to  borrow  any 
amount  of  money  ;  because,  as  the  Society 
would  be  liable  to  the  lender,  whether 
the  borrowing  powers  were  exceeded  or 
not,  the  lender  would  be  under  no  induce- 
ment to  inquire  whether  or  not  the 
Society  were  exceeding  their  powers  in 
taking  bis  money,  and,  therefore,  the 
existing  limit  would  practically  be  swept 
awav 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  if  this  Amendment  was 
passed   the   limit   would    be   practically 


4609 


Soeieties        {2  Auovsr  1894} 


(No:  2)  Bill. 


1610 


swept  aWBj  with  regard  to  borrowing 
powers.  To  sweep  away  the  present 
limit  to  the  borrowing  powers  of  Build- 
ing Societies  would  be  a  very  dangerous 
change  to  malce.  He  did  not  see  why 
the  members  of  and  investors  in  Building 
"Societies  should  be  liable  for  debts,  per- 
haps improperly  incurred,  if  the  limit 
hitherto  imposed  were  nu  longer  to  be  a 
reality.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid 
the  principal  stress  of  his  case  upon  the 
hardship  to  depositors  ;  but  the  reason 
he  would  urge  for  rejecting  the  Amend- 
ment was,  as  his  hon.  Friend  bad  pointed 
out,  that  Building  Societies  in  a  practi- 
cally insolvent  condition  would  be  able  to 
go  to  banks  or  financial  establishments  and 
obtain  assistance  beyond  their  real 
borrowing  powers.  If  such  loans  were 
not  repayable  by  the  Societies  it  was 
quite  certain  that  bankers  and  other 
lenders  would  be  very  careful  in  making 
advances.  The  danger  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  far  more  than  counter- 
Kct  any  advantage  which  could  flow 
from  it. 

♦Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
said,  the  hardship  which  presented  itself 
to  his  mind  was  recently  exemplified  in 
the  case  of  a  Society  which,  with  a 
share  capital  of  £6,000,  and  liabilities  on 
deposits  and  loans  nearly  £60,000,  had 
assets  of  not  much  more  than  £10,000  ; 
80  that  depositors  after  the  Society^s 
borrowing  powers  had  been  exceeded  had 
no  claim  whatever.  That  was  a  matter 
which  required  alteration. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  said,  in 
his  opinion  the  Amendment  would  be 
productive  of  more  mischief  than  good. 
The  liabilities  of  Building  Societies  were 
of  three  kinds  :  first  came  depositors  en- 
titled to  a  first  claim ;  then  the  investors ; 
and  then  borrowers  who  might  be  liable 
under  the  Rules  of  the  Society  to  make 
good  losses  incurred.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  adopted  the  result  would  not 
be  the  protection  of  the  poor  members  of 
Industrial  Societies  which,  having  bor- 
rowed up  to  their  limits,  were  in  difii- 
cnlties,  and  might  obtain  from  their 
bankers  £60,000,  which  would  come  in 
•priority  to  the  investors,  the  poorest 
class  of  members.  That  was  an  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal.  Such  cases  had 
been  few,  simply  because  of  the  difficulty 
of  knowing  whether  Societies  were  not 
.'exceeding  their  borrowing  powers.  The 
matter  had  been  most  carefully  considered 


by  the  Committee  upstairs  with  a  result 
unfavourable  to  the  course  proposed  by 
the  Amendment,  and  he  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  adopted  now. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Pefck* 
ham)  moved  the  insertion  of  a  new  clause 
providing  that  gifts  or  commissions  not 
recognised  by  the  Rules  of  a  Society 
should  not  be  accepted  by  its  officials. 
Building  Societies  were  particularly 
liable  to  offences  of  that  kind,  and  the 
very  nature  of  the  offence  made  it  very 
difficult  to  obtain  any  direct  evidence  of 
the  practice.  The  prevalence  of  such  prac- 
tices was,  however,  brought  prominently 
before  the  Committee  last  year,  particu- 
larly by  a  former  Vice  Chairman  of 
the  County  Council  of  Monmouthshire 
and  chartered  accountant,  a  witness 
of  ability,  and  with  26  yeari'  ex- 
perience in  Building  Society  affairs,  who 
said  with  reference  to  over-advances 
that  they  arose  from  two  causes  :  one, 
want  of  knowledge  of  tho  value  of  pro- 
perty ;  and  the  other,  the  payment  of 
money  to  persons  reporting  upon  the 
advances.  That  witness  added  that  in 
one  case  he  had  good  reason  to  believe 
£60  was  paid  to  a  Society's  surveyor 
who  went  to  report  upon  a  property. 
One  of  the  chief  causes  of  Building 
Society  failures  was  found  in  over- 
advances, and  in  view  of  that  fact  it  was 
very  desirable  that  no  gifts  should  be 
accepted  by  Building  Society  officials, 
:  who  were  sometimes  induced  by  receiving 
I  *'  tips  "  or  commissions  to  enhance  the 
value  of  properties.  The  Amendment 
would  do  no  harm  to  officials  acting 
'  honestly. 

j      New  Clause — 

I  (Gifts,  &c.,  not  to  be  accepted  by  officials.) 
"No  director,  secretary,  surveyor,  solicitor, 
or  other  officer  of  a  Bailding  Society  shall,  in 
addition  to  the  recognised  remuneration  at- 
tached to  his  office,  receive  from  any  other 
person  any  gift,  bonus,  commission,  or  benefit, 
for  or  in  connection  with  any  loan  made  by  the 
Society,  and  any  person  paying  or  accepting 
any  such  gift,  bonus,  commission,  or  benefit 
shall  be  liable  on  summary  conviction  to  a 
penalty  of  £50  with  coet«,  and,  in  default  of 
payment,  to  be  imprisoned  with  or  without 
hard  labour  for  any  time  not  exceeding  six 
months,  and  the  persons  accepting  any  such 
gift,  bonus,  commission,  or  benefit,  shall  be 
ordered  to  pay  over  to  the  Society  the  amount 
or  value  oi  such  gift,  bonus,  commission,  or 
benefit,  and  in  default  of  payment  shall  be  liable 
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to  be  impriioned  wiUi  or  without  hard  labour 
for  any  tune  not  exceeding  six  months.**^ Jfr. 
Banbury,) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Clause  be  read  a  seeond 
time. 


9> 


Mb.  BARTLET  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
this  clause  should  be  made  not  only  to 
apply  to  Building  Societies,  but  to  other 
Institutions.  Officials  ought  always  to 
be  paid  fairly  according  to  scale,  and 
great  risk  was  run  by  winking  at  under- 
hand payments.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
mentioned  a  case  which  came  before  the 
Committee.  It  was  notorious  that  iu 
connection  with  the  operations  of  the 
Liberator  Society  large  commissions 
were  paid.  They  ought,  if  it  was  pos- 
sible, to  put  a  stop  to  the  practice  of 
giving  douceur 9,  When  it  was  known 
that  commissions  would  be  paid,  the  whole 
staff  of  a  Society  was  apt  to  become 
demoralised,  and  these  gifts  undoubtedly 
encouraged  fraud.  There  was  no  idea  of 
fraud  probably  iu  the  first  instance  when 
douceurs  were  given,  but  fraud  was  apt 
to  creep  in,  and  it  was  far  better  that  a 
clause  should  be  inserted  to  stop  all 
proceedings  as  absolutely  illegal. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middletou)  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  not  accept  the  clause.  No  one 
thought  it  wrong  to  receive  presents  in 
other  positions,  but  such  a  practice  was 
described  as  unbecoming  in  the  lowly 
condition  of  persons  attached  to  Building 
Societies,  though  almost  uuiversal  in  busi- 
ness classes.  If  sucb  an  Amendment  was 
adopted  in  one  direction  only,  anew  pre- 
cedent would  be  created  from  that  moment. 
He  could  not  see  the  justice  of  that,  and 
such  a  clause  would  require  more  con- 
sideration before  being  adopted  into  the 
Criminal  Code  of  the  countrv.  It  should 
certainly  be  necessary  to  show  something 
beyond  the  mere  act  of  receiving  money, 
which  might,  under  certain  circumstances, 
be  given  in  all  honesty. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  said,  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  see  how  there  could  be  any  ob- 
jection to  the  clause  or  that  the  officers 
of  Building  Societies  would  feel  them- 
selves specially  attacked  by  it.  A  simi- 
lar  provision  was  passed  a  few  years  ago 


applying  to  all  Local  Authorities,  and,  at 
all  events,  it  would  not  hurt  any  honest 
person. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  said,  if  persons  received  anything  ia 
addition  to  their  fees  they  would  probably 
be  liable  to  account  for  it  under  the  pre- 
sent law.  At  the  same  time,  those  who 
were  familiar  with  Building  Societies 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
a  great  deal  of  harm  had  arisen  in  conse- 
quence of  the  officials  of  such  Associa-' 
tions  receiving  something  in  addition  to 
their  official  remuneration,  with  the  result 
that  loans  had  undoubtedly  in  my  caaes 
been  improperly  made.  He  therefore 
supported  the  clause. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
prepared  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the 
clause,  and  would  take  care  that  words 
were  introduced  into  the  Bill  at  a  con- 
venient opportunity  to  carry  out  the  ob- 
ject of  the  clause. 

Mr.  CLOUGH  thought  that  where 
an  official  accepted  a  bribe  he  ought  not 
to  be  permitted  to  get  off  with  a  mere 
fine.  There  ought  not  only  to  be  no 
question  of  his  handing  over  or  repaving 
the  money,  but  he  ought  to  be  punished. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  added — 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  moved  the  insertion 
of  a  clause  providing  that  upon  charges 
arising  under  this  Act  the  defendant  and 
his  wife  should  be  admissible  as  wit- 
nesses. This  followed  what  had  been 
done  in  other  cases.  The  clause  was  not 
compulsory.  The  defendant  and  his  wife 
would  not  be  compellable  to  give  evi- 
!  dence  ;  but  it  was  right  that  a  defendant 
should  be  furnished  with  every  means  of 
bringing  out  the  truth  in  a  Court  of 
Justice,  and  he  or  his  wife  might  be 
coguisaut  of  many  circumstances  with 
regard  to  books  and  other  matters. 

New  Clause — 

(Wife  may  be  witness  in  certain  cases.) 

"  UiK)n  hearing  of  any  charge  involving  the 

'  infliction  of  fine  or  imprisonment  on  summary 

I  conviction  under  this  Act  the   defendant  and 

'  his  wife  shall  be  admissible  as  competent  wit* 

nesses.'* — (J/r.  Hopwood,) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.** 

\ 


i 
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'The  LOKD  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  B.  BiLFonit,  ClHukmanoBti,  &c.),  was 
willing  to  accept  the  clause.  Some  of  the 
offences  provided  sgaiDHt  in  the  Bill 
iToaiil  Dot  Admit  of  much  testimony  being 
given  in  defence  heyond  that  of  the 
persons  charged.  There  might  well  be 
matters  as  to  which  no  one  could  have 
knowledge  hut  the  defeadant  himself. 
The  Amendment,  ihoroforo,  seems  reason- 
able and  in  acconlance  with  recent 
precedents. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Clause  added. 


C.Vff.  g)  Bitl. 


Mb.  CUEMER  (Shoroditch.  Hagger- 
ston)  moved  a  olause  providing  that  the 
Begistrar'a  certilicate  appended  fo  the 
Rules  should  be  accompanied  by  a  state- 
ment that  it  was  not  to  be  taken  i 
guarantee  of  the  Society's  financial 
stability  or  of  its  good  maoagement. 
The  majority  of  persons  who  joined 
Building  and  Friendly  Societies,  w' 
they  saw  the  Registrar's  certificate 
appended  to  the  rules,  were  led 
believe  that  it  constituted  a  State 
guarantee  of  the  financial  soundness  of 
the  concern,  and  then  when  a  disaster 
occurred  confidence  in  Governments  was 
shaken,  if  not  destroyed.  Of  course. 
Members  of  the  House  knew  that  the 
certificate  ot  the  Registrar  did  not  afford 
any  guarantee  of  stability,  but  the  public 
too  often  interpreted  it  otherwise,  hence 
the  necessity  for  making  it  clear.  He 
believed  there  was  no  honestly -con  due  ted 
luilding  Society  that  had  any  objection 
the  change  which  would  be  effected 
■lause  which  he  proposed. 

Clause — 

Bgistraf's  eertiflcales  not  to  be  a  guarsotee  of 

flnanclal  stability.) 
"In  any  case  where  ihe  rules  ot  any  Building 
Miety  shall  liave  t>een  deposited  with  the 
Beicistrar  of  Friendly  Societies  and  the  certifi- 
cate ut  sDch  Begistrar  shall  have  been  appeDiIed 
thereto,  Buch  certiScale  shall  bear  on  its  face 
the  stalemiDt  that  it  shall  not  be  taheo  as  a 
gnaranlBS  of  good  management  or  fuisDcial 
•lability ."—(.Vr.  Cremer.) 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  fully  en- 
dorsed what  had  fallen  from  the  hou. 
Member  who  bad   just  spoken,  and   to 


avoid  the  possibility  of  the  public  beiuj 
misled  the  Amendment  was  desirable. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  promised,  on 
the  part  of  the  Goverument,  that  words 
carrying  out  the  principle  of  the  clause 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill  in 
another  place.  It  would,  however,  be 
better  to  carry  out  tho  hoo.  Member's 
inlentlou  by  amending  tlie  Schedule 
of  the  Act  of  1876,  which  defined  the 
form  of  certificate. 

Mr.  BARTLEV  said,  it  would  he 
belter  to  accept  the  clause,  as  these 
Societies  would  then  all  be  bound  to 
satisfy  those  conoerned  with  regard  to 
their  position  and  stability.  It  waa 
therefore  desirable  that  this  clause  shot 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  HOPWOOD  opposed  the  Ai 
me  lit,  and  submitted  that  the  House 
would  be  sanctioning  a  very  foolish 
arraugemeut  in  allowing  such  a  certificate 
to  be  given.  What  could  possibly  be 
the  effect  of  it  on  the  mind  of  the 
investor?  When  they  bad  appointed 
a  Registrar  to  whom  all  the  exlra'3rdi> 
nary  powers  he  now  possessed  were 
given,  and  who  appemltMl  his  certificate 
to  the  rules  of  a  Building  Society,  it  was 
impossible  to  say  this  was  not,  in  a  sense, 
a  State  guarantee  that  they  were  under 
good  management. 

Mk.  GERALD  BALFOUR  remarkeii 
that  the  certifiuate  only  applied  to  the 
rules  of  the  Building  Society.  How 
was  it  possible  that  the  mere  fact  of  a 
Building  Society  being  registered  could 
be  any  security  for  its  good  management 
or  finaucial  stability  ?  The  real  reason 
why  some  Amendment  of  this  kind  was 
needed  was  that  espterience  had  proved 
that  the  mere  faot  of  Societies  having 
such  certificate  had  been  taken  again  and 
again,  by  members  of  the  Society,  to  be  a 
guarantee  by  the  Government  of  good 
mBDBgoment  and  financial  stability, 
whereas  it  was  obviously  impossiblo  the 
Government  should  give  such  guarantee 
or  that  the  certificate  could  bear  tha^, 
meaning.  The  hon.  Member  opnp^te 
(Mr.  Hopwood)  seemed  to  holtQ  the 
opinion  that  we  were  living  io/^n  unreal 
world,  and  that  punishm'i^t  and  pre- 
cautions were  untiec'--*"'fry,  but  the 
majority  of  people  w  "^"^  foot  agree  with 
hira  in  that  opini';''*'  *^e  was  glad  that 
the  Goverumenf  intended  »q  accept  the 
principle  of  tb  «  Amendment  a^j  („  -^ 
effect  to  i"  '"  ■nether  place,     ^he  only 
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qneetioD  wu  whether  the  proposed  certi- 
ficate should  ftpply  to  all  Soaietie«  or 
only  to  new  SocietieB.  Ferbape  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wonld  give  them 
some  idea  bb  to  what  hiu  views  were. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  pro- 
posed to  be  extended  to  all  Societies 
according  to  the  new  clanse. 

Ur.  GERALD  BALFOUR:  That 
is  only  to  new  Societies. 

Mr.  JACKSON  thought  everybody 
would  agree  iu  tlie  dasiraliitity  ,of  .oArry- 
ing  out  what  was  designed  by  this  now 
clause  in  regard  to  the  ccrtifieate,  except 
ihe  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Hop- 
wood).  In  arranging  this  matter,  how- 
ever, care  would  have  to  be  talten  that 
there  was  not  one  certifioat«  for  one  tot 
of  Sooietiei  and  another'for  Miolher  class 
of  Societies.  Take  the  case  o{  an  old 
Society  which  hod  its  present  oertifioate. 
That  wonld  never  come  before  the  Regis- 
trar  except  in  the  case  of  an  alteration 
of  the  Rules,  and  therefore-  they  might 
have  a  large  number  of  Societies— which 
for  years  and  years  would  not  need  to 
come  to  the  Registrar's  office  for  ao 
alteration  of  the  Ralee — 'with  one  oerti- 
ficaCe,  and  they  might  hare  atl  other  Soci- 
eties, either  newly  formed  or  ooming  for  an 
alteration  of  the  Rules,  with  a  difFerent 
certificate.  That  would  obviously  not  be 
what  the  hon.  Member  desired,  beoause 
it  would  place  at  a  disadvaatage  the  new 
Societies  or  even  the  old  Societies  which 
made  any  alteration  in  their  Rules.  This 
was  a  serions  difficulty  which  ought  to 
be  obviated. 

"Mr.  BANBURY  considered  that  all 
Societies  must  be  put  on  the  same 
footing,  and  he  thought  that  it  would  be 
easy  to  draw  up  a  clause  which  would 
compel  all  existing  Soaieties  to  send  in 
their  certificates  for  revision. 

*Mk.  BYLES  said,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  him  (Mr.  Hopwood)  was 
not  entirely  alone  in  the  views  be  ex- 
pressed. He  firmly  believed  the  effect 
of  these  restrictions  and  restraints  upon 
the  operatious  of  Building  Societies 
would  most  inevitably  be  to  incrense  the 
fallacious-  belief  of  the  general  public 
that  there  WAiH  some  sort  of  Government 
gUHrantee  for  thi^ir  money  when  they  put 
it  into  such  Sociec)}?s,  aud  when  they  were 
entrusting  the  Ueg^trar  with  all  these 
new  powers  they  simply  t'iirthered  and  gave 
colour  to  tliBt  erroueoUK  opinion.  He 
agreed  .it  was  desirable,  asYar  aa  they 
Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


oonld,  to  state  on  the  face  of  the  Bill  that 
it  did  not  carry  any  guamntee,  and  so 
far  he  agreed  with  the  clause,  but  he  was 
hound  to  say  he  thought  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  perfectly  right  io 
saying  the  teodeacy  of  all  this  legislation 
would  bo  to  iucrease. that  wrong  opinion. 
If  the  public  were  only  left  to  make 
their  own  bargains  when  they  lent  their 
money,  just  as  they  had  to  do  with  any- 
body else,  they  would  be  more  likely  to 
be  careful . 

•Mr.  WHITTAKER  (York,  W.R., 
Speu  Valley)  remarked  that,  if  some  cer- 
tificates contained  a  statement  that  they 
carried  no  guarantee,  while  others  did 
not  contain  that  statement,  it  would  lead 
to  the  belief  that  the  latter  did  really 
carry  some  guarantee. 

•Mk.  J.B.BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment would  keep  in  view  the  points 
inferred  to  when  drawing  the  clanse  for 
insertion  in  another  place. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

C0L0.VEL  HUGHES  moved,  in  page 
1,  line  10,  to  leave  out  "  ouadvanced," 
and  insert   "investing."     He  said,  that 

investing"    was  a   modern   t«rm,  and 

luld  be  better  understood  than  the  word 

ID  advanced." 

Amendment    proposed,    in     page     I, 
le  10,  to  leave  out  the  word  "unad- 

vanced,"  and  insert  tlie  word  "  investing.*' 

— {Colontl  Hughet.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
unadvanced'  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wos 
advised  that  it  would  be  iucoovenient  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  as  the  word 
{advanced "  ran  all  tli rough  the 
former  Act. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
•Mr.  HOPWOOD  moved,  in   page   1, 
line  12,  to  leave  out  from  "  members,"  to 
end    of    Bub-eectioD.     The  words   pro- 
posed 10  be  omitteil   were  those  which 
provided  that  the  matters  to  bo  set  forth 
in  the  Rules  Bhould  include 
"  Tables,  where  ajiplirablc  in  tlic  opinion  of  (lie 
Registrar,  sho^'ing  ^hv  nmountdncfor  princijml 
and  inierest  »e[wn»te1y." 
His  reasons  for  moving  the  Amendment 
were  the^e.      They  introduced  here,  and 
in  this   Bill   generdlly,  the  Registrar  for 
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the  fint  time  as  a  cootroUing  power,  and 
the  Bailding  Societies  over  which  he 
exercised  sach  sapervisiou  would  be 
regarded  as  having  a  State  guarantee. 
He  suggested  that  that  was  a  mistake. 
The  Registrar  was  here  invested  with  a 
difloretion  ^^  where  applicable  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Registrar.**  The  Regis- 
trar, he  believed,  was  not  desirous  of 
having  this  jurisdiction  put  up6n  him, 
oi:  he  so  expressed  himself  in  his  evi- 
dence. This  would  throw  a  good  deal 
of  extra  work  on  the  Registrar,  and 
must  entail  an  increase  of  his  staff. 
Again,  he  should  like  to  know  why  the 
R^strar  was  to  govern  the  modus 
virendi  of  these  Societies,  which  the 
House  must  suppose  would  be  financed 
bj  people  who  knew  their  own  business. 
He  did  not  think  they  would  learn 
anything  profitable  from  the  Registrar, 
who  confessed  that  he  knew  nothing 
practically  about  the  business  of  these 
Societies.  He  'submitted,  therefore,  the 
House  should  pause  before  they  arrived 
at  the  eonclusion  that  they  were  so  much 
cleverer  than  these  people,  and  that  they 
could  settle  in  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
fixing  the  language  for  all  time,  what 
should  ^  done.  Without  injuring  the 
clause,  but  preserving  all  that  was 
essential  in  it,  the  words  he  suggested 
should  be  omitted '  ought  to  be  taken 
oat,  so  that  Building  Societies  should  be 
left  in  that  respect  to  do  what  they 
thought  was  right  for  the  independent 
government  of  their  concerns.  The 
more  they  controlled  these  Societies,  the 
more  they  prevented  their  usefulness  ; 
and  although  some  of  them  had  been  dis- 
honestly managed,  they  formed  but  a  very 
small  percentage  of  the  whole.  They 
would  lead  the  public  into  a  feeling  of 
false  security  if  they  led  them  to  be- 
lieve that  they  had  got  a  Registrar  on 
the  spot  who  was  always  looking  into 
these  matters,  and  always  taking  into 
consideration  the  interest  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '^  mem- 
bers,** to  the  end  of  Sub-section  (b),  of 
Clause  1 . — (Mr.  Hopwood.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words, 
*with  tables,  where  applicable  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Registrar  *  stand  part  of 
the  Bill.** 
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*CoLON£L  HUGHES  said,  that  in  any 
well-managed  Society,  with  definite 
regulations,  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
setting  forth  a  table  to  meet  every  case 
of  investment  or  advance,  and  nothing 
could  conduce  more  to  the  popularity  of 
a  Building  Society  than  that  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  contract  should  be  set 
forth  in  the  Rules.  It  was  a  distinct 
advantage  to  have  these  tables  in 
the  Rules.  They  were  set  forth 
in  the  Rules  of  the  Society  to 
which  he  belonged,  and  they  worked  with 
great  benefit  to  the  Society.  He  pointed 
out  that  this  was  not  obligatory  upon  a 
Society.  If  the  Registrar  was  satisfied 
that  tlie  tables  were  not  applicable  to  be 
put  in  the  Rules  of  some  Societies  they 
would  not  be  put  in.  If  he  thought 
they  ought  and  could  be  put  in  then  he 
would  direct  they  should  1>e  put  in. 
Such  a  provision  was  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  Societies  themselves  and 
everyone  concerned. 

*Mr.  BYLES  was  astonished  to  hear 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  it 
was  necessary  and  desirable  there  should 
be  these  tables.  Was  he  aware  that  in 
some  of  the  biggest,  most  prosperous, 
and  well-managed  Societies  they  had  no 
tables  at  all  ? 

Colonel   HUGHES:    The  officials 
must  have  a  table  to  work  by  themselves* 

*Mb.  BYLES  said,  they  had  no  table, 
but  they  worked  freely,  with  elasticity 
and  in  the  spirit  tbat  had  been  expressed 
by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  The 
whole  idea  of  this  Bill  was  that  there 
was  one  certain  sort  of  Building  Society 
and  that  they  could  make  them  all  alike 
in  their  methods  and  management.  The 
real  advantage  to  the  public  was  that 
Building  Societies  should  be  as  elastic 
and  free  as  possible,  and  thus  the  public 
got  the  maximum  advantage.  He 
heartily  supported  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  observed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for. Shipley  had 
said  that  the  House  appeared  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  Building  Societies 
were  all  of  one  kind.  How  could  he  say 
that  in  face  of  the  words  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middleton  proposed  to  omit  and 
which  set  forth  that  the  Rules  should 
only  be  published  where  they  wer^ 
applicable  in  the  opinion  of  the  Registrar  ? 
The  Registrar  would  not  insist  U{k>u  the 
tables  where,  in  his  judgment,  they  were 
jaot    applicable, ,  but   would  insist  upon 
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them  in  these  cases  where  they  were 
reallj  required.  The  hou.  Member  who 
moved  the  Amendment  seemed  to  fall 
into  an  obvious  error.  His  view  was,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  that  all  Societies  differed 
from  one  another,  and  ought  to  be  left  in 
that  condition.  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  fact  was,  that  Building  Societies  fell 
into  well-marked  classes — Terminable 
Annuity  Societies  and  those  which  were 
not.  It  was  abundantly  proved  before 
the  Select  Committee  that  the  Societies 
which  conducted  their  business  on  the 
principle  of  Terminable  Annuities  abso- 
lutely required  tables  to  work  by.  It 
was,  therefore,  eminently  desirable  that 
those  tables  should  be  inserted  in  the  Rules. 
All  that  Was  required  here  was  that 
if  the  tables  should  be  given  they  should 
be  duly  set  forth.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  said  if  this  Regulation  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill  it  would  give  the 
public  an  impression  of  false  security. 
If  that  were  the  case  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  it  was  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposed  the  new  clause  lately  moved, 
in  which  the  precaution  was  taken,  on 
the  face  of  the  certificate,  to  show  that 
no  such  guarantee  was  given.  All  the 
certificate  could  possibly  do  was  to  show 
that  the  Rules  had  been  drawn  up  in 
accordance  with  the  law  and  nothing 
more.  It  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  to 
see  that  the  Rules  of  a  Society  were  so 
drawn  up  as  would  be  most  likely  to 
ensure  that  good  management  and  finan- 
cial stability  they  all  desired  to  see  in 
their  Building  Societies. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  preponderance  of  the  best 
opinion  examined  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  in  favour  of  the  insertion  of 
the  tables,  in  order  that  the  investing 
public  should  know  distinctly  the  basis 
of  the  bargain  made.  A  great  number  of 
witnesses  stated  strongly  that  these  tables 
should  be  absolutely  made  the  law  in 
every  Society,  and  the  only  real  objec- 
tion was  in  the  case  of  some  small 
Societies,  where  the  cost  of  printing 
would  be  very  great.  There  was  some- 
thing in  that,  but  it  really  was  a  very 
unimportant  point  indeed.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  a  Society  which  could 
not  afford  to  print  the  Rules  was  not 
likely  to  be  much  of  a  Society  at  all.  The 
tables  were  practically  alike,  and  there 
would,   be  no  possible  difficulty  in  pre- 

J/r.  Gerald  Baljowr 


paring  a  taUe  from  some  other  Society 
without  incurring  much  expense.  It 
seemed  to  him  absolutely  necessary  that 
every  point  in  these  Societies  should  be 
as  plain  as  possible  to  the  investing 
public.  It  was  their  absolute  duty,  if  they 
had  any  special  laws  for  these  Societies, 
to  see  that  they  were  as  explicit  as  they 
possibly  could  be  made.  The  provision 
in  the  clause  was  fair*  and  reasonable ; 
it  was  one  to  which  no  banA  fide  Society 
could  possibly  object,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  fail  in  their  duty  if  they  did 
not  insist  upon  its  retention. 

•Mr.  H«  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
have  been  more  impressed  with  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Amendment  if  it  had  come 
from  any  of  the  Representatives  of  Build- 
ing Societies.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  London,  who  re- 
presented an  Association  comprising  a 
great  number  of  managers  of  Building 
Societies  had  not  put  down  an  Amen£ 
ment  of  this  kind,  and  he  was  not  there 
to  support  the  hon.  and  learned  Member* 
Though  it  was  true  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderable difference  of  practice  among 
Building  Societies,  he  believed  everyone 
would  admit  that  where  tables  were  pos- 
sible it  was  most  desirable  to  insert 
them  in  the  Rules.  He  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  was  wrong  in  alluding  aa 
he  did  to  the  Registrar  of  Friendly 
Societies,  because,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion put  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Leeds,  the  Registrar 
said  that  it  was  certainly  desirable  to 
insert  the  tables.  The  clause  as  it 
stood  was  a  necessary  and  a  good  clause, 
and  he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hughes,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  : — 

Page  1,  line  14,  after  'Mue,**  insert 
"  by  the  Society." 

Page  1,  line  17,  after  '^due/'  insert 
"  by  the  Society." 

Colonel  HUGHES  moved,  in  page 
I,  lines  26  and  27,  leave  oat  ^on 
redemption,"  and  insert  ^'  after  each  sti- 
pulated payment."  He  said  this  was  a 
necessary  corollary  to  the  tables  being 
published. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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and  not  becftDse  there  was  any  feeling 
that  the  Regiatru  would  not  be  compe- 
tent to  discbarge  the  duty.  He  was 
certain  that  the  most  capable  gentleman 
who  held  the  office  of  Chief  Registrar 
conld  be  fully  trusted  to  consider  the 
case  of  each  Society  on  its  merits,  and  to 
decide  the  matter  according  to  tbe  cha- 
racter and  special  circumstances  of  the 
Society. 

Ub.    JACKSON    hoped  the  Honse 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment,     He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
J^"ted'.  "a  f^w  mlMtee"a"io7h;  House  '  ^^  ^""""^  '' ™'l!"  ^f"^  «  *PP™'i".'« 
was  for  relying  on  tbe  ^istrar  in  all  l    *•«  "*«°°V  ?     tk    r         .  ?       i^ 
■     •  he  was  to  out  everythiuK  I  '*"  pr«'e°''  '<>r™-     The  hon.  and  learned 
\  .  '^  '..■?!  Gentlemau  must  admit  thattheremustbe 


•Mb.  HOPWOOD  moved,  in  page  2,  \ 
line  6,  to  teave  oat  from  "  relates,"  to 
"every,"  in  line  10.  The  clause  pro- 
vided that  there  should  be  an  annual 
aocount  and  statement  made  up  to  tbe 
end  of  the  year.  That  might  be  a  very 
proper  provision,  but  the  clause  pro- 
oaeded, 

"aad  AuM  be  In  aoeh  form  m  the  Rsglitrsr 
maj  from  tina  to  time,  wit,h  the  approTot  of 
the  Becretary  of  8tat«,  direct,  either  gencrallj 
or  with  respect  to  an;  Society  or  clara  of 
Society," 
and  it  was  to  those  words  that  he  ob- 


form  of  accounts  which  those  Build- 
Societies    were    to    famish  to  the 
Registrar.      That  being  so,  there  were 
two  alternatives.     One  was  to  prescribe 
a   fixed    form  ;  the    other  was  to  leave 


n  order  ;  bat  now  it  was  proposed  that 
the  Registrar  should  call  in  the  aid  of    ?° 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  was  already    L?^ 
overburdened  with  duties.     He  was  not 
opposing  the  Bill ;  he  was  giving  to  the 

House    the    opinions    of   many   of   the  -  ~  ,      ■  •     '■      i_         .^         ri<L    i> 

BuUding  Societies;  and  on  their  behalf  |  L^^^^'l^^Ji^^^y/"  l|V^:»*V.f!:  :,  ' 

be  moved  the  omiesioD  of  words  which 
he  thought  would  place  the  Building 
Societies  in  swaddling  clothes. 

Amendment  proposed.  Id  page  2,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  relates," 


mittee  were  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  prescribe  a  form  of 
account  which  would  be  applicable  to 
every  class  of  Society  ;  and  for  all  future 
time.  In  order,  therefore,  to  preserve  some 
I  elasticity,  and  avoid  a  rigid  form  of 
to  the  word  "every,"  in  line  10. — {Mr.    account,  the  Select  Committee  thought  it 


Qoeetion  propoaed, 


I  well  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Registrar    to  alter  the  form  of  account 


■"Hat  the  woi^ 'and  shall  be  in  such  form    from  time  to  time,  as  he  thought  oeces- 
and  shall  oontafn  inch  pattlculart  ai  the  B^»-  I  gary,  and  with  the  sanction  of  the  Secre- 

Mr.  BARTLET  said,  that  the  clause 
tnid  not    be    placing  the  Societies  in 


*Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  tbe  Go-  | 


vemment  oould  not  accept  the  Amend-    swaddling  clothes,  as  the  hon,  and  learned 
meat.     The  whole  question  of  Building    Member  who  moved  the  Amendmonthad 


Societies  was  j^ 

by  the  Select  Committee  last  year,  and 
the  Bill  was  framed  on  the  evidence, 
which  would  be  found  in  a  substantial 
Blae  Book.  He  quite  admitted  the  title 
of  his  boa.  and  learned  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  to  describe  him- 
self as  the  mouthpiece  of  individual 
Building  Societies  ;  but  it  was  a  signifl- 
oaat  fact,  aud.bis  right  hon,  Friend  tbe 
3(ember  for  London  University,  who  was 
Frendent  of  an  Association  representing 
120  Building  Societies  and  invested  funds 
unonoting  to  £25,000,000,  did  not  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  The  words 
"  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
State"  wwe  inserted  in  the  clanse,  on 
tbe  representation  of  witnesses  on  behalf 
of  the  Building  Society,  in  order  to  give 
tha  paUie  a  greater  feeling  of  security, 
TOL,  XXTU.    [rocsTH  stRiis.] 


I  most  carefully  remarked,  because  similar  Rules  applied 
to  Assurance  Societies,  railways,  banks, 
and  such  public  Companies  which  were 
obliged  to  make  Returns  of  this  nature. 
No  doubt,  if  we  lived  in  a  state  of 
primitive  simplicity  and  perfect  honesty 
no  Rules  of  the  kind  wonld  be  required  ; 
but  considering  tbe  weakness  of  human 
nature  it  was  not  at  all  unreasonable  that 
some  such  Rule  should  be  made  to  apply 
to  Building  Societies.  Tbe  Committee 
took  great  care  to  prevent  any  hardship 
arising  from  those  Returns.  It  was  felt 
that  circnmstances  might  arise  which 
would  render  a  different  form  of  certificate 
necessary,  and  so  the  Registn^r  was 
given  discretion  to  modify  it  when  neces- 
sary. The  Secretary  of  State  would  not 
be  continnally  troubled  to  make  altera- 
tions in  tbe  form  of  account.  Tbe  form 
8  Z  .    -      A 
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would  last  A  loDg  time,  but  it  was  con« 
ceivablo  that  oircumstanoes  might 
arise  when  it  would  be  necessary  to 
alter  it,  and  it  was  well  to  provide 
for  such  a  contingency.  If  there  had 
been  such  a  power  vested  in  a  Registrar, 
and  he  was  able  to  pnt  some  particular 
form  of  Return  before  the  Liberator 
Building  Societies,  it  was  quite  certain 
that  some  of  the  great  disasters  which 
followed  the  collapse  of  that  Society 
would  have  been  avoided.  One  of  the 
objects  of  the  clause  was  to  prevent 
cases  of  fraud  of  that  kind,  for  experi- 
ence proved  that  fraud  was  prevented 
when  definite  and  express  Returns  were 
insisted  on. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

^Colonel  HUGHES  asked,  who  was 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  which  the 
words  "  Secretary  of  State  **  in  the  clause 
applied  ?  Was  it  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Navy  or  for  the  Army  ? 
He  presumed  it  was  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  ;  but 
he  thought  that  should  be  clearly  stated 
in  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  words 
generally  used  in  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  ''one  of  Her  Majesty^s  principal 
Secretaries  of  State.**  He  did  not  thiok 
it  was  usual  to  limit  it  to  anyone  Secretary 
of  State,  though  the  matter  was  always 
referred  to  the  proper  Secretary  of  State, 
who  in  this  case  was  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  moved,  in  page  2, 
line  10,  before  "  provided,"  to  insert — 

"  The  form  of  annual  account  and  statement 
directed  by  the  Registrar  under  this  section, 
and  every  alteration  of  that  form,  shall  as  soon 
as  practicable  be  laid  before  each  House  of 
Parliament,  and  shall  not  come  into  operation 
until  the  expiration  of  three  months  from  that 
date." 

The  Buildiug  Societies  had  every  confi- 
dence in  the  present  Registrar  ;  but  they 
thought  it  reasonable  that  if  their  liules 
could  be  altered  without  their  consent, 
they  at  any  rate  should  have  notice  of  the 
alteration,  and  have  the  opportunity  of 
laying  their  views  before  the  Registrar, 
and  if  necessary  before  the  Secretary  of 
State.  He,  therefore,  lioped  the  House 
would  see  the  reasonableness  of  his 
Amendment. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if 
the  opening  of  the  Amendment  was  mode 
to  read — 

Afr.  Bartley 


''Every  form  of  annual  acocmnt  and  state- 
ment prescribed  for  general  use  by  the  Regis- 
trar under  this  section/* 

the     Government     would     accept     the 
Amendment. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  alteration  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
10,  before  the  word  "  provided,"  to  ins^t 
the  words — 

"  Every  form  of  annual  account  and  state- 
ment prescribed  for  general  use  by  the  Registrar 
under  this  section,  and  every  alteration  of  that 
form,  shall  as  soon  as  practicable  be  laid  before 
each  House  of  Parliament,  awl  shall  not  come 
into  operation  until  the  expiration  of  three 
months  from  that  date.'*— TiS'ir  L,  Lubbvek»J 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
asked  whether  the  Registrar  in  England 
or  the  Registrar  in  Ireland  would  draw 
up  the  forms  for  Ireland  ?  It  had  been 
suggested  to  him  by  Building  Societies 
in  Ireland  that  there  should  be  a  common 
control  over  the  Kingdom,  and  that  the 
Registrar  in  England  should  have  control 
over  the  forms  for  Ireland. 

•ilR.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  phrase 
'^  prescribed  for  general  use  "  which  the 
Government  had  inserted  in  the  Amend- 
ment ?  He  thought  there  ought  to  '  e 
in  the  clause  a  clear  definition  of  the  use 
to  which  the  forms  were  intended  to  be 
put. 

•Mk.  HOPWOOD  thought  that  the 
object  Avhich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  London  University  bad 
in  view — namely,  the  protection  of  every 
Building  Society  against  capricious 
charges  in  the  form  of  account  by  the 
Registrar — would  not  be  affected  by  his 
Ameudment,  now  that  the  general  words 
of  the  Government  had  been  accepted. 

Mk.  bartley  said,  the  Amend- 
ment would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  incon- 
venience and  confusion.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  form  being  laid  before 
Parliament,  but  he  could  not  conceive 
that  anything  but  mischief  would  arise  if 
that  form  was  not  to  be  available  until 
after  the  expiration  of  three  months 
from  that  date.  Take  the  present  time, 
for  instance.  Parliament  would  rise  at 
the  end  of  August,  and  would  not  meet 
again  probably  until  Febniary.  That 
would  mean  that  six  months  would  elapse 

^  .  ..l.rl.l'f 
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before  the  Registrar  could  lay  the  form 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  then  three 
months  more  should  puss  before  the  form 
would  come  into  operation.  Such  a  delay 
might  lead  to  the  shelteriug  of  tran- 
sactions in  a  Building  Society,  which  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  ought  to  be 
discovered  without  loss  of  time.  It 
seemed  to  him  unreasonable  to  insist  that 
persons  like  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Registrar,  who  would  have  no  in- 
terest in  the  matter,  except  the  public 
welfare,  should  be  hampered  in  the  way 
proposed  in  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  thought 
.  the  Amendment  would  require  careful 
consideration  before  it  was  accepted. 
Delay  in  the  operation  of  the  form  might 
unduly  be  prolonged,  if  the  latter  part  of 
the  Amendment  were  passed.  Again,  in 
the  form  which  the  Gorernmeut  proposed 
to  accept  the  Amendment  it  would  apply 
only  to  every  form  of  annual  account 
prescribed  for  general  use.  But  there 
were  three  kinds  of  form  contemplated — 
a  form  prescribed  for  general  use ;  a  form 
prescribed  for  a  class  of  Society  ;  an  I  a 
form  for  some  particular  Society.  If  the 
Amendment  were  passed  in  its  present 
shape,  the  form  of  account  to  which  it 
woald  apply  woald  be  the  form  for 
general  use,  and  not  the  form  for  the  use  of 
a  particular  class  of  Society.  He  did  not 
know  whether  that  was  the  intention  of 
the  Govemment-^the  matter  should  be 
made  quite  clear.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Middleton  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Registrar  might  use  this  power 
in  a  malicious  way  against  a  particular 
Society.  But  it  was  evident  that  the 
discretion  given  to  the  Registrar  to  pre- 
scribe a  particular  form  of  account  for  a 
particular  Society  was  intended  to  enable 
him,  in  the  case  of  a  Society  carrying  on 
a  special  business,  to  exempt  that  Society 
f  romithe  general  application  of  the  clause. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  in  accepting 
the  Amendment  was  verv  much  as  in- 
dicated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken — namely,  to  make 
a  general  rule  liable,  on  cause  shown,  to 
be  relaxed.  If  ^  there  was  any  doubt 
about  the  clearness  of  the  clause  it 
would  be  set  right  in  another  place. 

•CoLONBL  HUGH£S  said,  the  words 
**  prescribed  for  general  use ''  were 
quite  intelligible,  following,  as  they  did, 
a  section  which  said  *'  either  geheralty  or 
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with  respect  to  any  Society,  or  class  of 
Society."  As  to  the  nature  of  the  form, 
it  might  be  such  as  would  make  a  Building 
Society  disclose  information  of  a  private 
character.  While  the  House  took  care 
to  protect  the  public  they  should  do 
nothing  to  injure  the  Societies,  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  it  was  well  to  have 
the  form  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Mr.  BANBURY  thought  that, for  the 
reason  advanced  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Islington,  all  the 
words  after  "  House  of  Parliament " 
should  be  omitted  from  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"Parliament"  to  the  end  of  the  proposed 
Amendment. — (^Mr,  Banbury,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  agreed  that 
as  to  the  general  form  of  accounts  to  be 
applied  to  all  Societies  those  interested 
should  have  previous  knowledge  so  as  to 
enable  them,  through  their  Representa- 
tives in  the  House  or  in  some  other  way, 
to  raise  necessary  objection.  There 
could  not  be  a  doubt  that  protection  of 
that  kind  should  be  afforded.  He  was  in^ 
some  doubt,  however,  as  to  how^  the 
words  the  Government  proposed  to  insert 
would  1)0  interpreted.  Suppose  there- 
were  half  a  dozen  classes  of  Societies, 
some  containing  a  large  number  of 
Societies  and  some  very  few.  How 
would  the  form  of  account  that  would  bo 
applicable  to  the  smallest  class  of 
Societies  be  interpreted  as  coming  within 
the  form  of  account  prescribed  for  general 
use  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
term  "  general  "  must  be  taken  in  these 
matters  as  opposed  to  "  particular." 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  admit  that  there  was  a 
little  difficulty  in  the  words  selected. 
His  (Mr.  Jackson's)  desire  was  to  take 
care  that  they  did  not  put  into  the  clause 
words  which  might  be  interpreted  here- 
after in  a  sense  which  was  not  intended. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London  attached  great  importance 
to  the  period  of  three  months,  but  that 
certainly  appeared  a  long  time.  One 
month,  or  even  40  days,  would  be  suffi- 
cient. 
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Mr.  B ARTLEY  objected  to  the  period 
of  three  months,  for  the  reason  that  such 
a  delay  at  certain  seasons  would  frustrate 
the  object  in  view. 

Mr.  HOWELL  said,  the  ordinary 
course  in  matters  of  this  kind  was  to 
have  the  form  of  accounts  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  for  40  days. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  that 
if  the  words  in  question  were  omitted  the 
form  of  accounts  would  come  into  opera- 
tion at  once  instead  of  at  the  expiration 
of  three  months.  It  would  be  incon- 
venient to  wait  three  months,  and  then, 
if  Parliament  objected,  allow  the  matter 
to  go  back.  It  was  idle  to  enact  that  a 
certain  form  should  come  into  operation, 
and  then  allow  Parliament  a  kind  of 
posterior  power  of  review. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said,  the  object 
of  having  the  matter  before  Parliament 
would  be  that  corrections  might  be  made 
in  the  form  if  necessary.  For  this  pur- 
pose 40  days  would  be  sufficient,  but  to 
say  it  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  after  it  had  come  into  operation 
seemed  to  him  to  be  useless. 
•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  would  be 
willing  to  accept  the  period  of  40  days. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  "  three  months,**  and  inserting 
the  words  "  forty  days." 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

Mr,  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
move  to  omit  Sub-section  (b),  on  the 
ground  that  if  it  were  retained  it  might 
act  as  an  incentive  to  Building  Societies 
to  keep  their  properties  in  arrear,  and  not 
take  possession  of  them,  so  as  not  to  give 
full  particulars. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  2,  line 
24,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (b). — {Mr. 
H.  Gladstone.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-sec- 
tion (b)  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mu.  BYLES  said,  he  desired  to  move 
to  omit  Sub-soction  (c),  which  required 
that  every  annual  account  and  statement 
should  set  forth,  in  the  case  of  every 
mortgage  to  the  Society  where  the 
present  debt  exceeded  £5,000,  certain 
particulars  shown  in  the  first  part  of  the 
First     Schedule.       He  had  been    com- 


municated with  by  a  great  many 
Building  Societies  of  very  high  character, 
and  he  found  that  the  very  best  experts 
in  Building  Society  work — men  who 
were  most  trusted  and  relied  upon  for 
advice — were  unanimously  opposed  to 
the  proposals  contained  in  this  and  the 
next  sub-section  of  the  clause.  The 
development  of  the  town  of  Bradford, 
where  the  working  classes  were  as  well 
housed  as  in  any  town  in  the  Kingdom, 
was  in  the  main  due  to  the  operation  of 
the  large  Building  Societies.  The  whole 
community  had  profited  by  them.  They 
had  invested  their  money  in  them,  and 
had  built  their  houses  by  means  of  them. 
Now  it  was  proposed  that  those  Societies 
who  were  doing  a  beneficial  and  legiti- 
mate trade  should  make  such  returns  as 
would  undoubtedly  deprive  them  of  a 
very  large  and  profitable  portion  of  their 
business.  He  objected  to  legislation 
which,  in  endeavouring  to  catch  those 
who  were  dishonest  and  fraudulent  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty  injured,  and  to  a 
great  extent  destroyed,  not  only  the 
Societies  in  Bradford,  but  a  large  number 
of  other  Societies  in  the  West  Riding 
which  were  doing  a  similar  class  of 
business,  and  he  was  assured  on  authority 
which  he  could  not  doubt  that  that  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  sub-section.  He  quoted 
from  a  letter  written  to  him  by  Mr. 
Binns,  who  had  given  evidence  before 
the  Committee,  to  the  effect  that  the 
clause  would  practically  extinguish  the 
present  large  business  carried  on  by  his 
Society.     **  What,"  said  the  writer — 

*'was  a  Society  with  an  annual  income  of 
£600,000  a  year  to  do  ?  No  borrower  would 
apply^  if  his  circumstances  were  liable  to  be 
discussed  by  Tom,  Dick,  and  Harry,  at  an  annual 
meeting." 

There  were  other  Institutions  carrying  on 
precisely  the  same  business  who  were 
not  interfered  with,  and  the  inevitable 
effect  of  the  clause  would  be  that  persons 
who  wanted  to  borrow  large  sums  of 
money  on  mortgage  for  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate purpose  would  no  longer  go  to 
Building:  Societies  whose  directors  were 
members  of  the  highest  probity,  and  were 
by  their  character  t^he  best  possible 
guarantee  for  the  solvency  of  the  Society, 
because  their  transactions  would  be  ex- 
posed to  the  world  ;  but  they  would  go  to 
other  Institutions  which  escaped  these 
restrictive  conditions.  Thus  a  useful  and 
highly    legitimate     business    would    be 
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destroyed.      He,  therefore,    moyed  the 
omisgion  of  the  sub-section. 

Amendmeat  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
81,  to  leave  out  paragraph  (c),  of  Sub- 
section 1,  of  Clause  2. — \Mr.  Byles.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  ^  in 
the  case  of  every  mortgage  to  the 
Society,*  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

^Colonel  HUGHES  said,  that  the 
sub-section  which  it  was  proposed  to 
omit  was  very  necessary,  because  it  had 
been  proved  by  experience  that  Building 
Societies  had  often  gone  wrong  by  lend- 
ing large  sums,  to  contractors,  and  when 
a  Society  lent  on  mortgage  a  sum  of 
£5,000  and  upwards  it  was  necessary, 
for  the  protection  of  the  shareholders, 
that  the  fact  should  be  published.  The 
objection  raised  to  the  sub-section  was 
that  it  would  compel  the  disclosure  of 
business  transactions ;  but  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Schedule  which  would 
lead  to  identification  of  the  pro- 
perty. If  Building  Societies,  which 
were  really  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  their  shareholders  with  the 
means  of  acquiring  property  for  them- 
selves, and  in  most  cases  for  their  own 
occupation,  were  to  be  diverted  into 
agencies  for  enormous  loan  transactions 
for  the  building  of  large  blocks  of  build- 
ings on  estates,  forming  doubtful  security, 
it  was  necessary  that  the  shareholders, 
who  were  of  the  poorest  classes,  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the 
investments  ;  and  therefore  where  £5,000 
was  lent  on  one  mortgage,  it  was  right 
that  the  facts  should  be  published  by  the 
Building  Society. 

•Mr.  HOPWOOD  supported  the 
Amendment.  If  Building  Societies  were 
to  be  left  the  power  to  lend  £5,000  on  a 
mortgage,  why  impose  conditions  which 
would  prevent  the  exercise  of  the  power? 
Why  treat  their  managers  as  honest,  and 
at  the  same  time  take  security  against 
dishonesty  ?  He  had  been  told  a  few 
minutes  ago  that  a  number  of  public 
Companies  had  to  give  accounts.  He 
was  aware  of  that ;  but  no  public  Com- 
panies were  required  to  render  such 
accounts  ;  and  banks,  which  often  went 
wrong,  were  never  subjected  to  such 
degrading  conditions.  The  proposal 
went  beyond  the  due  bounds  of  legislative 
interference^  and  he,  therefore,  heartily 
supported  the  Amendment. 


•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  (Leeds,  W.) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Shipley 
Division  had  spoken  as  if  the  sole  object 
of  the  framers  of  this  Bill  had  been  to 
strangle  all  the  Building  Societies 
throughout  the  country,  and  seemed  to 
consider  that  the  sub-section  they  were 
considering  was  intended  to  dictate  to 
the  Directors  what  sort  of  business  they 
might  in  the  future  alone  engage  in, 
and  how  they  were  to  do  it.  That  was 
not  so  at  all.  The  main  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  give  protection  to  members 
of  Building  Societies,  and  he  considered 
that  the  members  of  Building  Socie- 
ties had  a  right  to  know  in  detail 
the  nature  of  the  transactions  that  the 
Directors  entered  upon.  He  could  not 
help  wondering  whether  the  hon.  Member 
had  really  seriously  considered  the  painful 
lesson  taught  by  the  failure  of  many  of 
these  Societies  that  had  taken  place 
lately  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  Many 
large  Societies  had  failed,  of  which  they 
had  heard.  But  numbers  of  smaller 
Societies  of  which  they  had  not  heard  had 
failed,  bringing  loss  or  ruin  to  the  poorer 
classes.  How  could  members  be  ex- 
pected to  know  the  state  of  the  law,  and 
after  the  experience  gained  by  consider- 
ing the  Liberator  failure,  did  his  hon. 
Friend  think  they  could  really  got  at  the 
true  character  of  the  people  they  were 
dealing  with  ?  His  hon.  Friend  said  also 
that  this  sub-section  would  have  the 
effect  of  stopping  Building  Societies  from 
advancing  large  sums  of  money.  That 
was  not  the  purpose  for  which  Building 
Societies  were  founded,  and  recent  ex- 
periences showed  pretty  conclusively  that 
that  kind  of  business  was  not  desirable. 
The  hon.  Member  had  quoted  from  a 
letter  of  Mr.  Biniis  in  support  of  his 
argument.  He  himself  had  examined 
Mr.  Binns  when  he  gave  evidence  before 
the  Select  Committee,  and  he  had  put 
this  very  point  to  him.  Mr.  Binns  then 
said  distinctly  that  he  had  no  objection  to 
offer,  so  far,  at  any  rate,  as  his  own 
Society  was  concerned.  He  felt,  there- 
fore, that  he  was  entitled  to  stand  by  the 
evidence  which  Mr.  Binns  had  given  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  rather  than  by 
the  opinion  he  had  expressed  in  his 
letter  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  quoted 
from. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shipley  Division  seemed  satisfied  with 
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existing  legislation,  but  he.  was  of 
opinion  himself  that  it  had,  at  any  rate, 
not  been  sufficient  to  protect  the  members 
of  Building  Societies  against  the  evil 
doings  of  the  officials.  He  maintained 
that  there  was  a  very  great  difference 
between  banks  and  Building  Societies. 
The  Birkbeck  was  the  solitary  exception 
that  he  knew  of  where  the  two  classes  of 
business  had  been  successfully  carried  on 
together.  He  pointed  out  that  Building 
Societies  were  not  founded  with  a  view 
to  carrying  on  business  of  the  same 
nature  as  that  of  banks,  and  on  that 
account  they  had  been  granted  special 
privileges.  It  was  exactly  this  very 
carrying  on  of  business  other  than  the 
strict  business  of  Building  Societies  by 
them  that  they  desired  to  see  checked. 
If  Building  Societies  wished  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  banks,  then  they  sbould 
register  themselves  as  limited  Com- 
panies. 

Mb.  BILLSON  (Devon,  Barnstaple) 
said,  that,  although  ho  approved  of  the 
clause  as  a  whole,  he  was  not  in  favour 
of  the  sub-section,  which  he  considered 
would  be  quite  unnecessary  if  the  classi- 
fication of  mortgagees  were  carried  a 
little  higher. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  if  there 
liad  been  such  a  Return  as  this  in  the 
ease  of  the  Liberator  Society,  where  there 
were  mortgages  amounting  to  £2,000,000 
or  £3,000,000,  was  it  conceivable  there 
would  not  have  been  some  alarm  taken 
years  before  ?  From  his  experience  he 
could  say  that  there  was  not  much  risk  in 
lending  a  number  of  small  sums  in  dif- 
ferent quartern,  but  the  danger  came  in 
where  large  sums  were  lent  not  for 
Buihliug  Society  purposes  proper,  but 
for  building  speculations.  Against  such 
risks  the  members  of  Building  Societies 
ought  to  be  protected. 

*Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shipley,  in  moving  the 
present  Amendment,  desired,  not  to 
amend,  but  to  kill  the  Bill.  He  hoped 
the  House  and  Building  Societies  also 
would  understand  that  that  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Member  quoted  a  high  authority  for  the 
statement  that  if  the  sub-section  was 
included  in  the  Bill  it  would  destroy  the 
most  profitable  Inisiness  of  Building 
Societies.  In  reply,  he  could  assert 
that  all  the  men  coming  before 
tl^  Select    Committee    who    had    had 


experience  of  the  winding-up  of  these 
Societies,  and  to  whose  judgment  great 
weight  ought  to  be  attached,  were 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  clause  as  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.  In  the  Select  Com- 
mittee there  was  not  a  single  Division 
upon  this  clause,  nor,  indeed,  in  regard 
to  the  whole  Bill  ;  the  Committee  were 
absolutely  unanimous  in  passing  the  Bill 
as  it  stood.  He  stated  boldly  and 
frankly  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Building 
Societies  Acts  were  never  intended  to 
carry  on  the  class  of  business  affected  by 
the  sub-section.  If  Building  Societies 
desired  to  lend  £20,000,  £30,000,  or 
£50,000  on  mortgages,  that  was  not  the 
kind  of  business  for  which  they  were  es- 
tablished. He  could  not  refrain  from 
saying — the  hon.  Member  forced  it  from 
him — that  it  was  a  remarkable  fact  that 
the  high  anthority  quoted  represented  a 
Society  that  made  no  return  of  its  pro- 
perties in  possession.  The  gentleman 
had  been  one  of  the  strongest  oppo- 
nents of  this  Bill.  He  made  rather 
an  extraordinary  statement  to  the 
members  of  the  Building  Societies 
Association.  He  took  the  position  that 
the  safest  mortgages  were  the  largest 
mortgages.  Mr.  Binns,  however,  spoke 
with  two  voices,  because,  when  he  came 
before  the  Select  Committee,  he  stated, 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  by  himself, 
that — 

"The  more  you  spread  the  risks  and  the 
smaller  the  intUvidual  amounts  the  better  for 
everybody  concerne<l.''  « 

That  was  not  quite  consistent  with 
the  opinion  this  high  authority  ex- 
pressed ill  the  Association.  He  thought 
the  House  might  take  it  that  Mr. 
Binns  before  the  Committee  con- 
firmed the  view  that  really  the  danger 
was  in  the  larger  mortgages.  Reference 
had  l>een  made  to  the  fact  that  the  re- 
quirements contained  in  this  clause  were 
not  put  upon  bankers  and  others.  There 
had,  however,  been  a  very  pressing 
demand  for  investigation  as  to  the  invest- 
ments of  large  Trust  Companies.  That 
demand  had  been  resisted  by  the  Directors 
of  such  Companies  for  a  long  time,  but 
had  at  last  been  conceded.  In  his  opinion, 
if  such  a  power  as  was  given  by  the  sub- 
section had  l)een  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  members  of  Trust  Companies  an 
enormous  proportion  of  the  disasters  that 
had  resulted  from  the  operations  of  such 
Companies  would,  in  all  probability,  have 
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been  areided.  He  did  uot  think  it  was 
desirable  to  subjeot  busiue^s  to  too  maoj 
legiglatiye  restrictions,  but  tlie  business 
with  which  this  Bill  dealt  was  of  a  par* 
ticular  kind.  The  sub*section  was  in- 
tended to  protect  small  people  against, 
it  might  be,  the  officers  of  Societies.  All 
that  was.  asked  for  was  that  the  members 
of  business  Societies  should  be  placed  in 
such  a  position  that  they  would  be  able 
to  ascertain  more  accurately  and  in  greater 
detail  how  such  Societies  stood.  He 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  the  infor- 
mation referred  to,  and  that  it  was  infor- 
mation which  would  be  of  the  greatest 
value  to  the  Societies,  whilst  at  the  same 
time  it  would  not  do  a  particle  of  injury 
to  a  sound  and  solvent  Society.  Although 
this  Bill  had  not  become  law,  a  large 
proportion  of  the  Societies  which  had  held 
their  annual  meetings  since  the  return  of 
properties  in  possession  was  moved  for 
in  tile  House  of  Commons  had  taken  up 
the  question  and  given  the  information  to 
their  Members.  He  was  certain  that  if 
the  information  were  not  required  by 
Parliament  it  would  be  demanded  by  the 
members  themselves  in  the  future.  There- 
fore there  could  be  no  harm  in  inserting 
.  this  provision  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BYLES  :  Therefore  there  can  be 
no  good. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  hardly  sees  the  tendency  of  his 
argument.  Why  do  not  the  members  get 
the  information  now  ? 

Mr.  BYLES  :  They  do  in  our 
Society. 

Mr. 'JACKSON:  If  so,  I  do  not 
quite  see  why  the  giving  of  it  in  future 
can  doany  harm,  and  why  Members  should 
not  have  a  statutory  right  to  demand  it. 

Mr.  BYLES:  It  is  given  in  the 
aggregate,  and  not  in  such  a  manner  that 
every  individual  mortgage  can  be  traced 
to  the  detriment  of  business. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  the  fact  was 
that  it  was  given  in  a  form  that  the 
Members  could  not  understand.  The  Bill 
did  not  provide  that  there  should  be 
given  name  or  locality  or  description  of 
property,  and  therefore  nobody  without 
special  knowledge  would  be  able  to 
identify  any  one  of  the  properties  given. 
In  his  opinion,  without  the  Schedules 
the  Bill  would  uot  be  worth  the  paper  it 
was  printed  on.  They  were  the  vital  part 
of  the  measure,  and  the  hon.  Member 
knew  it  perfectly  well.     What  was  the 


hon.  Member^s  reason  for  opposing  th^ 
sub-section  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  could  not 
say.  The  hon.  Member^s  object  was 
not  to  amend  the  Bill  but  to  destroy  it, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not  assent 
to  his  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  ugreed  to. 

*Mr.  BYLES  moved  the  omission  of 
Sub-section  (d),  explaining  that  he  did 
so,  so  as  to  have  the  opportunity  of  re- 
plying to  some  of   the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Jackson).     As  to   Mr.  Binns,  he  (Mr. 
Byles)  could  see  nothing  in  the  evidence 
given  by  that  gentleman  that  was  incon- 
sistent with  what  he  had  stated.     It  was 
perfectly  clear  that  Mr.  Binns  was  sus- 
picious of  any  information  being  asked 
for  which  would  enable  individual  mort- 
gages to  be  traced.  When  he  (Mr.  Byles) 
said  that  there  was  unanimity  he  meant 
that  amongst  the  many  correspondents 
from    whom   he    had    had   letters,  and 
who  represented  good   Societies,   there 
was  practical  unanimity.     Mr.  Binns  had 
been    perfectly   consistent   all   through, 
and  there  was  nothing  in  the  evidence 
he  gave  before  the  Committee  to  show 
that  he  did  uot  object  to  returns  which 
would     result    in      revelations     being 
made.     The     right    hon.     Gentleman 
said    he  believed    that    no  particle   of 
injury  would  be  done  by  this  provision, 
and  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  trace 
particular  properties.  All  he  (Mr.  Byles) 
could   say  was   that  the  authorities  who 
had   been   in  correspondence   with   him 
thought  that  injury  would  be  done,  and 
that  the  properties  could  be  traced.    He 
was   told   that  in  the  West  Biding  of 
Yorkshire     (which     was      a      Register 
county)  everyone  who   liked   would  be 
able  to  ascertain  the  name  of  the  mort- 
gage, the  estimated  value  of  the  property, 
and  the  state  of  the  Building  Society's 
account  in  regard  to  it.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member  behind 
him   (Mr.  G.  Balfour),   as  well   as   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone) 
iu  charge  of  the  Bill,  were  Members  for 
the  Borough   of   Leeds.     There   was   a 
great  Society  at  Leeds,  and  some  Build- 
ing Society  experts  thought  they  could 
see  the  hand  of  that  Society  running  all 
through  this  Bill.     It  was  a  little  un- 
fortunate that  three  influential  Members 
representing  one  borough  should   have 
been  on  the  Committee,  and  should  be 
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promotiDff  this  Bill  when  they  were  told  ' 
by  Uembera  from  other  puU  of  the 
conntry  that  the  meuare  was  extremely 
objevtionable  to  other  Societies.  Snb* 
BectioD  (d)  propoeed  that  additional  par- 
ticulan  should  be  given  of  properties 
in  poaaesalon.  He  believed  that  to  give 
such  particulara  in  the  manner  proposed 
in  the  Scbednle  would  hie  detrimetita] 
ftnd  misleading.  One  of  the  particulars 
asked  for  was  the  original  valuation  of 
the  property.  Of  what  good,  be  aiike>l, 
would  sncb  iuformation  be  ?  He  could 
give  instances  of  properties  which  had 
been  added  to  since  they  came  into  the 
poasessiun  of  the  Society,  and  which 
were  now  worth  a  great  deal  more  in 
coneequence.  He  could  give  instancw 
of  other  propertieB  where  fires  had 
occurred,  and  where,  perhaps,  half  the 
properties  had  been  destroyed.  What 
was  really  wanted,  if  anything  was 
wanted,  was  the  present  value  of  the 
property.  The  only  effect  of  asking  for 
particulars  of  properties  in  possession  was 
to  oblige  the  Societies  at  once  to  realise 
such  properties.  [Criet  of  "No!"] 
That  would  be  the  natural  effect,  because 
the  Societies  would  wish  to  get  their 
borrowing  limit  restored.  They  would, 
therefore,  be  almost  forced  to  realise  pro- 
perties at  a  time  wlien  they  cod1<1  not  be 
favourably  realised,  and  the  Societies 
would  consequently  suffer  very  con- 
siderable loss.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  gentlemen  who  were  taking 
part  in  the  Debate  in  favour  of  tlie  Bill 
were  thinking  of  a  totally  different  class 
of  Building  Societies  from  thatwhicb  he 
had  in  his  mind.  There  were  no  doubt 
many  insolvent  Building  Societies,  aod  it 
might  be  desirable  to  subject  such 
Societies  to  the  legislative  restrictions 
proposed  by  the  Bill,  but  there  was  also 
a  class  of  Societies  of  great  importauce, 
magnitude,  and  value  which  were  abso- 
lutely trastcd  by  their  members;  which 
were  doing  legitimate  and  beneficial 
business,  and  which  would  be  seriously 
injured  by  the  proposals  of  this  Bill. 
This  legislation,  which  was  aimed  at 
dishonest  Societies,  would  inevitably 
injure  honent  Societies.  In  casting  the 
net  to  catch  the  guilty  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  were  catching  the  righteous  too. 
He  could  not  help  suggesting  in  regard 
to  the  bad  Societies  which  the  Bill  was 
aimed  at  that  there  was  no  certainty  that 
true   returns   would    be   obtAined  from 
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them.  The  Direetors  of  saoh  Sooietiea 
M  the  Liberator  were  surely  very  skilful 
in  fraud  and  in  tbe  prooeas  of  driving  r 
eoacb-and-six  through  Acta  of  Partik- 
ment.  When  this  Bill  was  passed  it 
would  be  found  that  it  would  be  laughed 
at  by  such  men.  Thoee  who  were  fma- 
dulent  would  be  fraudulent  still,  and  tiie 
returns  they  would  send  in  would  be  nn- 
trostworthy.  He  firmly  believed  thftt 
this  kind  of  legislation  ought  to  be  more 
carefully  thought  out.  It  was  legislation 
in  a  pauic.  It  was  legislation  that  had 
been  suggested  by  the  Liberator  fntnds. 

An  hon.  Mbmbeb  :  They  were  two 
years  ago. 

•Ur.  BYLES  B«d,  the  BUi  wonld 
never  have  been  thought  of  but  for  thoee 
frauds.  He  had,  of  course,  no  desire  to 
defend  fraudulent  Companies.  He  should 
be  very  glad  if  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
got  ell  the  rascals  into  their  net,  and  he 
should  not  care  much  what  was  done  with 
them,  as  he  thought  there  was  nothing 
worse  than  defrauding  honest  working 
men.  He  had  no  arrure  petuit  in  pro- 
posiog  the  Amendment.  It  was  the 
honest,  straightforward,  well  and  demo- 
cratically managed  Societies  that  be  bad 
in  mind,  and  be  asked  tlie  House  t«  be 
careful  how  it  imposed  upon  them  re- 
strictions which  would  destroy  their 
legitimate  business. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  35, 
to  Icnve  out  paragraph  (d),of  Sub-section 
1,  of  Clause  2.— {Mr.  Bylcf.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  iu  the  case  of  every  property  of  which 
the  Society '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

"Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  no  one 
would  suspect  tbe  hon.  Member  of  any 
arriire  pensee  in  this  matter,  or  that  his 
wish  was  other  than  to  promote  tbe  good 
of  Building  Societies.  He  was  a  little 
surprised  to  hear  it  said  that  the  object 
of  his  hon.  Friend  and  those  with  whom 
he  acted  was  to  destroy  the  Bill.  Having 
beeo  iu  frequent  communication  with  tbe 
bon.  Member  on  the  subject,  he  (Sir 
J.  Lubbock)  felt  bonnd  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Member's  desire  was  to  make 
the  Bill  a  good  Bill.  It  was  not  the  fact 
that  all  the  authorities  were  in  favour  of 
this  sub-section  ;  and  if  the  Committee 
on  tbe  Bill  did  not  divide  on  these 
points  it  was  ouly  because  the  minoritr 
knew  that  they  would  be  ootroted,  and, 
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therefore  did  not  put  the  Committee  to 
the  trouble  of  taking  Divisioos.  It  must 
not  be  Buppoeed  that  the  Committee  were 
in  favour  of'  all  these  suggestions.  He 
▼erj  much  feared  that  tbe  clause  would 
have  the  effect  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Shipley  Division  had  indicated  ; 
but  he  recognised  that  hi^h  authorities 
believed  its  advantages  to  outweigh 
its  disadvantages.  He  would  suggest, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  might  meet  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shipley  by  modifying  the 
Schedule.  It  might  in  two  particulars 
be  altered  to  meet  in  some  degree  the 
objections  which  had  been  urg^.  The 
publication  of  the  roll  number  of  the  pro- 
perty secured  no  particular  advantage, 
while  it  made  identification  easier  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  there  was  nothing  to 
be  gained  by  requiring  a  statement  of 
the  amount  of  debt  when  possession  was 
taken. 

Mr.  HOWELL  said,  that  one  of  the 
advantages  of  the  Schedule  was  that  the 
amount  of  the  debt  was  stated. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  it  was 
desirable  that  that  statement  should  be 
made,  but  it  would  be  given  in  column  9. 
He  had  spoken  in  regard  to  column  8. 

Mr.  HOWELL  said,  that  the  Leeds 
Society  set  an  example  to  other  Societies 
all  over  the  country  ;  and  it  would  be 
highly  advantageous  to  have  their  Rules 
universal.  Under  their  Rules  one  could  see 
in  a  moment  from  the  accounts  the  amount 
of  the  debt  remaining  to  be  paid  and  the 
amount  of  the  redemption  wanted  on  the 
property. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  sometimes 
too  much  was  made  of  the  bogey  of  identi- 
fication. No  doubt  it  was  not  desirable 
that  every  property  should  be  advertised, 
and  that  everything  al>out  it  should  l)e 
known,  but  the  importance  of  identifi- 
cation was  over  estimated.  If  property 
was  in  arrear  over  £o,000,  he  did  not 
think  any  great  harm  would  happen  if 
somebody  knew  about  it.  He  laid  great 
stress  on  column  8  of  the  particulars.  It  was 
very  important  that  people  should  sec 
the  amount  of  debt  when  possession  was 
taken,  for  that,  together  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  present  amount  included  in 
assets,  show^  whether  the  property  was 
getting  worse  or  better.  No  doubt  there 
were  cases  in  which  the  property  taken 
over  was  quite  good,  but  they  were  speeial 
oases.    As  a  general   rule,  it   was  the 


worst  property  which  came  into  possess 
sion.  It  did  not  follow  that  because 
property  was  valuable  over  and  above 
the  advance  it  would  not  come  into  pos* 
session,  or  that  the  owner  would  not  like 
to  sell  it.  But  as  a  rule  these  were  pro- 
perties which  were  of  the  least  value,  and 
the  value  of  which  was  getting  less  and 
less.  These  two  columns  would  show 
everybody  the  class  of  property  and 
whether  it  was  improving  or  not.  Con- 
sidering the  great  importance  to  de- 
positors and  those  interested  in  the 
Societies  of  knowing  whether  the 
Societies  were  developing  or  deteriorating 
these  two  columns  should  remain. 

*Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
afraid  the  suggestions  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Londop  University  as  to  the 
Schedule  could  not  be  accepted.  He  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  requiring  a 
statement  to  be  made  of  the  present 
debt  on  properties  in  arrear,  and  to  re- 
quire a  statement  of  the  amount  of  debt 
on  taking  possession  was  only  one  step 
further.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shipley 
thought  that  there  was  a  sinister  in- 
fiuence  from  JLeeds  at  work  to  fnime  the 
Bill  so  as  to  injure  all  Societies  out  of 
Leeds.  But  no  lefss  than  four  Bills  were 
brought  forward  last  jear,  and  two  of 
them  did  not  emanate  from  Leeds. 
So  far  as  the  Government  Bill  was  con- 
cerned it  was  drawn  on  the  lines  sug- 
gested by  the  Registrar  from  his  own 
large  experience.  With  regard  to  the 
particular  Amendment  under  discussion 
he  might  say  that  he  could  not  accept  it, 
hut  he  propt>8ed  to  accept  that  which 
stood  upon  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Speu  Valley  Divi- 
sion of  Yorkshire,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  providing  that  properties  in 
possession  should  not  be  scheduled  until 
after  they  had  been  12  months  in  pos- 
session. He  thought  that  that  would 
meet  the  practical  objection  to  the  clause 
which  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
Building  Societies*  authorities.  In  the 
case  of  well-managed  Building  Societies, 
when  properties  came  into  possession  a 
considerable  amount  of  money,  sometimes 
equalling,  or  exceeding  the  rental,  was  w 
expended  upon  them  in  order  to  make  «<«9i 
the  best  of  the  properties  with  a  view  to 
disposing  of  them  to  the  best  advantage. 
As  he  had  said,  during  the  first  year  it 
often  happened  that  the  outgoings  on  the 
property  actually  exceeded  the  income. 
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Thai  might  have  a  ver j  deleterious  effect 
on  the  selliDg  value  of  the  properties,  and 
HO  the  GovemmeDt  had  concluded  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
which,  he  thought,  really  met  any  serious 
objection  to  tlie  clause.  He  had  only 
one  more  remark  to  make  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  opinions  of  various  authorities 
had  been  referred  to,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shipley  had  said,  in  connection 
with  the  Liberator  Society,  that  a  skilled 
auditor  would  be  able  to  drive  a  coach 
and  six  through  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  skilled  evidence  taken  on  the  subject 
did  not  support  this  view.  Mr.  Stewart, 
the  liquidator  of  the  Liberator  group  of 
Societies,  was  asked  whether  it  would 
have  been  possible  for  creditors,  if  this 
clause  had  been  passed  into  law  at 
the  time,  to  remain  in  ignorance  of 
the  position  of  the  Society,  and  he  re- 
plied that  if  the  auditor  had  done  his 
duty  and  acted  up  to  his  certificate  it 
would  have  been  impossible.  The  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  alter  the  certificate 
of  the  auditor,  and  he  believed  that  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  what  happened 
in  the  case  of  the  Liberator  would  be 
practically  impossible.  The  opinion  of 
Mr.  Stewart  was  upheld  by  other  experi- 
enced gentlemen,  amongst  them  being 
Mr.  Peek,  who  was  the  official  liquidator 
in  the  Portsea  Island  Building  Society's 
case.  Under  the  circumstances  the  Cto- 
vernment  must  ask  the  House  to  reject 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Whittaker, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to  : — Page  2,  line  35,  leave  out 
and  insert  '*  has  been  12  months." 


IS 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
37,  after  Sub-section  (d)  to  insert  the 
words — 

"In  the  case  of  every  mortj^ajs^e  to  the  Society 
where  the  repayments  are  upwards  of  12  months 
in  arrear  at  the  date  of  the  account  or  state- 
ment, the  particuhirs  sliown  by  the  tabular 
form  in  Part  III.  of  the  First  Schedule  of  tins 
Act."— (J/r.  //.  GliKhtonf-r) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  amended,  by  inserting, 
after  the  word  "  society,"  in  line  1,  tiie 
words  **  not  included  in  Part  I.  or  Part  II. 
of  the  First  Schedule  of  this  Act." — 
(Mr.  Whittaker:) 

Mr.  H.  Gladstone 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  lina  1,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ^*  repayments  are,**  and  insert  the 
words  ^Mnterest  is.** — {Sir  J.  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  the  words 
'  repayments  are  *  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment.** 

*Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  they 
would  meet  the  point  by  adding,  after 
the  word  '^  repayments,**  the  words  ^  or 
interest  where  no  capital  is  overdue.** 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  further  amended,  by  in- 
serting, after  the  word  "  repayments,*'  in 
line  1,  the  words  '*or  interest  where  a 
part  of  the  capital  is  overdue,'*  and  by 
leaving  out,  in  line  2,  the  words  **  date 
of  the  account  or  statement,**  and  insert- 
ing the  words  **  end  of  the  official  year.** 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  moved,  in  page 

3,  line  3,  after  the  word  ^^  him,**  to  insert 

the  words — 

**  and  it  Bhall  be  the  duty  of  every  auditor  to 
^^  verify  and  sign  a  book  containing  a  record  of 
*  all  the  deeds  relating  to  each  ot  such  mort- 
gages." 

He  said,  in  well  regulated  Societies  a 
deed  book  was  kept,  which  contained  not 
only  the  statement  that  there  was  a 
bundle  of  deeds  but  as  to  every  deed  in 
the  bundle,  and  the  auditors  should  be 
responsible  for  examining  each  of  these 
bundles  thoroughly.  He  had  known 
many  Societies  where  wrong-doing  had 
taken  place,  and  one  frequent  source  of 
dishonesty  had  been  the  abstraction  of 
deeds  either  by  or  through  the  negli- 
gence of  officials.  Unless  the  deeds 
were  signed  for  on  the  occasion  of  the 
audit  they  could  never  prove  whether  the 
auditor  saw  them  or  not.  This  book 
containing  a  record  of  deeds  would  be  au 
additional  security,  and  he  therefore 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 

3,  after  the  word  "  him,"  to  insert  the 

words — 

"  And  it  shall  \ie  the  duty  of  every  auditor  to 
verify  and  sign  a  l)ook  containing  a  record  of 
all  the  dee<l8  relating  to  each  of  such 
mortgages." — (^Colimel  Jlvghes.') 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

V 
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Mb.  CR08FIELD  (Linooln).  ventured 
to  hope  that  this  Ameodment  would  not 
l>e  accepted.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  very  cumhersome  dutj  the  hoo.  Mem- 
ber sought  to  impose  upon  an  auditor 
would  defeat  the  very  object  of  the  audit. 
Those  hon.  Members  who  were  at  all 
acquainted  with  property  would  know 
that  a  Tery  small  area  of  ground  might 
involve  a  very  large  number  of  deeds. 
These  deeds,  in  practice,  were  made  up 
into  a  bundle,  and  they  remained  in 
possession  of  the  Society  for  many  years 
in  succession.  The  auditor  would  be 
required  to  verify  the  schedule  and  list  of 
these  deeds  for  each  annual  account.  He 
would  never  do  that,  but  in  practice  he 
went  over  them.  The  first  time  they 
appeared  in  the  Society's  book  he  would 
make  them  into  a  bundle,  and  if  he  knew 
his  business  he  would  put  his  own  seal  on 
that  bundle.  The  next  time  he  verified 
these  deeds  he  did  not  do  it  by  breaking 
his  own  seal,  but  he  satisfied  himself  that 
the  seal  had  not  been  broken  and  again 
certified  that  he  had  seen  the  bundle  of 
deeds.  Surely  to  ask  a  man  to  see  every 
document  in  the  bundle  of  deeds  would 
be  an  impossibility. 

Mr.  H0W£LL  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  the  Amendment.  Some  time  ago 
he  was  solicited  to  become  a  trustee  of  a 
Society.  He  consented,  after  a  good 
deal  of  negotiations  and  upon  certain 
conditions,  the  first  of  which  was  that  he 
should  see  for  himself  the  deeds  repre- 
senting the  property  of  the  Society.  He 
was  told  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
this,  that  the  deeds  had  been  examined 
and  were  all  right,  and  so  on.  He  was 
told  that  he  might  feel  quite 
assured  that  everything  was  perfectly 
safe.  This  did  not  satisfy  him, 
and  if  he  was  to  become  a 
trustee  he  insisted  on  the  fulfilment  of  the 
condition  that  he  should  see  the  deeds. 
He  had  no  fiuiher  communication  from 
the  Society  for  a  period  of  three  months, 
when  some  of  the  Directors  wanted  to 
know  why  it  was  that  he  did  not  lake  his 
position  as  trustee.  The  object  in  the 
particular  instance  to  which  he  referred 
was  to  obtain  his  consent  to  act  as 
trustee  of  the  Society  without  the 
possibility  of  seeing  the  deeds  represent- 
ing the  property  for  which  he  was  to 
become  trustee.  The  bare  fact  that  an 
Institution^— and  an  Institution  in  Lon- 
don— ;9l)0uld  imagine  for  a  single  moment 


that  a  man  would  accept  the  position  of 
trustee  without  an  opportunity  of  verify- 
ing  the  deeds  for  hunself  ■  showed  the 
absolute  necessity  of  putting  provision  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  He  hoped  that 
for  the  protection,  of  members,  officers, 
and  trustees  of  Societies,  as  well  as 
auditors,  the  Government  would  accept 
this  Amendment. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
could  quite  understand  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  became  trustee  of  a  Society  he 
might  have  been  careful  to  go  through 
every  deed  seriatim.  But  supposing  it  was 
part  of  the  duties  of  a  trustee  to  go  through 
every  deed  every  year,  the  hon.  Member 
and  many  others .  would  hesitate  before 
they  accepted  the  officer  of  trustee.  He 
very  much  doubted  whether  the  words  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  really 
carried  the  meaning  which  he  gathered 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  he  in- 
tended they  should  carry.  He  doubted 
whether  the  words 

"  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  auditor  to  verify 
and  s'gn  a  book  containing  a  record  of  kll  the 
deeds  relating  to  each  of  such  mortgages," 

carried  with  them  any  further  meaning 
than  that  the  auditor  should  satisfy  him- 
self that  the  deeds  were  there.  If  the 
auditor  bad  adopted  the  very  common 
plan  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln — namely,  of  once  for  all  looking 
through  the  packet  of  deeds  and  sealing 
it  with  his  own  seal,  it  would  be  quite  un- 
necessary for  him  each  year  to  go  through 
all  the  deeds.  He  understood  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  satisfied  with  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  auditor 
should  satisfy  himself  that  all  the  deeds 
were  there,  which  he  could  easily  do 
without  going  though  them  seriatim  each 
year. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
Government  could  not  accept  this  Amend- 
ment because,  although  they  were  all 
agreed  as  to  its  object,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  went  much  beyond 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  The  Bill  pro- 
vided that  the  auditor  should  certify  that 
he  had  actually  inspected  the  mortgage 
deeds  and  other  securities  belonging  to 
the  Society.  If  a  document  was  missing 
and  he  certified  the  number  as  correct  he 
gave  a  false  certificate.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  sub-section  as  it  stood  was 
quite  sufficient  if  they  had  an  honest 
auditor.     Of  course,  if  they  had  a  dis** 
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honest  one  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  no  pro- 
tection at  all.  That  was  how  the  matter 
struck  the  Government,  and  therefore 
they  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
, .  *CoLON£L  HUGHES  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  tbe  Amendment. 

Amendment,  hj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CREMER  desired  to  move  an 
Amendment  hj  waj  of  addition  to  that 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Woolwich. 

An  hon.  Member  :  It  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CREMER  said,  he  should  then 
address  a  question  to  Mr.  Speaker  as  to 
what  course  he  ought  to  pursue,  and  if  he 
should  be  able  to  move  the  words  as  a 
separate  Amendment.  The  words  be 
desired{to  add  were  these^ 

^  And  if  such  mortgages  have  been  effected 
on  houses,  the  auditor  shaU  state  whether  such 
houses  are  occupied,  and  if  unoccupied  how  long 
they  have  been  so." 

The  object  of  such  an  Amendment  would 
be  manifest  to  anyone  who  had  any 
practical  acquaintance  with  Building 
Societies. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  As  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  been  withdrawn,  the  bon.  Gentleman 
cannot  add  the  addition  to  it  which  be 
has  indicated,  but  he  can  bring  up  the 
words  as  a  separate  Amendment  imposing 
that  duty  on  tbe  auditor. 

*Mk.  CREMER  intimated  that  he 
wonld  take  tbe  opportunity  of  doing  this 
at  a  later  stage,  when  be  should  be  able 
to  adduce  what  be  thought  would  be 
deemed  to  be  sufficient  reasons  for  giving 
this  information  to  tbe  shareholders.  He 
would  ask  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  whether  be  could  not  see  bis  way 
to  requiring  that  this  information  should 
be  duly  set  forth. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  be  was 
afraid  tbe  bou.  Member  (Mr.  Cremer)  was 
proposing  something  which  was  entirely 
beyond  tbe  scope  of  tbe  auditors'  duties. 
The  business  of  tbe  auditor  was  to  look 
through  the  books  and  documents  placed 
before  him  and  to  verify  what  be  saw, 
but  it  was  a  matter  of  outside  information 
altogether  whether  the  houses  or  pro- 
perties were  occupied  or  not.  If  that 
information  was  required,  it  would 
require  to  be  demanded  in  another 
form,    . 

Mr.  H.  Gladstone 


*M]i.  GREMEB  said,  lie  would  move 
it  in  the  form  of  a  new  column  to  the 
Schedule. 

^Colonel  HUGHES  said,  the  next 
Amendment  he  desired  to  move  raised 
the  very  important  question  as  to  the 
proportion  of  members  who  might  ask 
for  an  inquiry.  An  inquiry  must 
naturally  put  a  Society  not  only  on  its 
defence,  but  almost  lead  to  a  cessation  of 
business,  because  people  were  naturally 
timid,  and,  although  he  thought  it  a  most 
desirable  thing  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry,  it  was  a  most  serious  matter  for 
a  going  concern,  and  should  not  be  done 
on  the  motion  of  a  few  discontented 
people,  who  might  have  had  some  dispute 
with  the  Society  which  they  ought  to 
have  referred  to  arbitrators.  As  the  Bill 
now  stood,  any  10  members  oould  combine 
and  harass  and  even  ruin  a  Society  on 
the  suspicion  of  something  being  wrong. 
It  was  true  tbe  Registrar  had  got  to  grant 
it,  but  the  application  was  a  thing  which 
would  be  known,  and  this  in  itself  might 
do  a  great  deal  of  harm.  It  seemed  to 
him  a  pity  not  to  make  it  some  sort  of 
proportion  of  tbe  total  number  of  mem- 
bers— say,  one- tenth  of  the  whole  number. 
By  the  present  proposal  he  thought  they 
were  giving  10  people  a  power  for  mis- 
chief which  they  ought  not  to  have,  and 
for  the  security  of  tbe  bulk  of  tbe  share- 
holders it  ought  at  least  to  be  a  tenth  of 
tbe  whole  number.  Then  the  question 
was,  whether  it  should  be  tbe  whole 
number  of  members  or  only  those  who  were 
investors  ?  He  did  not  think  a  borrower 
had  much  right  to  an  investigation  unless 
he  participated  in  profits.  There  were 
Societies  of  different  kinds.  In  a  Society 
to  which  he  belonged  tbe  whole  of  the 
profits  and  losses  belonged  to  the  invest- 
ing shareholders.  The  borrowers  were 
exempt  by  the  Rules  from  any 
liability  for  loss.  In  that  case  he 
did  not  think  the  borrowers  ought 
to  have  tbe  right  to  investigate  tbe 
affairs  of  a  Society  of  their  own  motion, 
or  to  join  with  others  in  investigating  the 
affairs  of  the  Society.  He  did  not  attach 
so  very  much  importance  to  this  point, 
but  he  did  lay  great  stress  upon  the 
proportion  of  one-tenth  of  tbe  whole 
number. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
19,  to  leave  out  tbe  word  ^  ten,**  and 
insert  tbe  words  '*  one-tenth  of  the  whole 
number  of  tbe." — {Colonel  JIugkes.) 
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Qaeetion  proposed,  "  That  the  vord 
*  ten  *  stand  pert  of  tfae  Bill." 

Ub.  hartley  auid,  he  did  not 
thinV  they  conld  pOBsibly  agree  to 
such  a  propoaal  as  this,  becaase  in  the 
hirger  Societies  it  would  render  it  quit« 
impossible  to  have  an  inquiry  at  alL  The 
Bobsequent  sub-clauses  were  so  carefullj 
drawn  that  he  thought  it  prevented  an^ 
poBsibilitj  of  such  a  case  happening  as 
the  boo.  Gentleman  (Colonel  Hughes) 
had  referred  to.  First  of  all,  the  Regis- 
trar was  to  be  the  judge,  and  then  all 
expenses  incidenl&J  to  ^e  inquiry  were 
to  fall  upon  these  persons  if  it  was  a 
fictitious  case.  He  thought  persons 
would  be  very  careful  in  bringing  up  a 
case  of  this  sort  where  thejr  were  liable 
to  pa;  the  coats  unless  there  was  some 
foundation  for  it.  The  Committee 
thought  over  this  a  great  deal,  and  the; 
saw  the  ditficultj  of  fixing  any  number 
without  making  it  unreasonable  for  some 
Societies.  In  giving  the  Registrar  the 
discretion  he  thought  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
reallj'  covered  all  JifGculties,  and  to  make 
the  proportion  one-tenth  would  render 
the  clause  practicall}'  useless. 

Mr.  field  said,  he  thought  there 
ought  to  bo  some  ratio  of  the  total  num- 
ber of  members.  He  knew  perfectly  well 
that  discontented  persons  who  had  to  do 
with  Building  Societies  could  do  a 
great  deal  of  harm  unless  this  section 
was  drawn  in  the  way  suggested.  This 
would  give  greater  security  to  those  who 
had  perhaps  sunk  all  their  money  in  one 
of  these  Societies. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  had  failed  to  observe  that  the 
protection  he  desired  was  provided  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  He  believed  that  if 
an  application  were  made  and  actually 
refused  by  the  Registrar  the  probable 
effect  would  bo  not  to  weaken  but  to 
fltrengtbeu  a  Society. 

*Mb.  BANBURY  said,  he  thought 
if  some  words  were  pnt  in  limiting  the 
10  to  those  who  were  shareholders,  and 
who  shared  in  the  profit  and  lose,  it  would 
meet  the  esse.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
borrowers  who  did  not  share  in  the  profit 
and  loss  should  have  tfae  power  in  their 
hands.  Anyone  who  had  had  experience 
of  shareholders  knew  the  tremendous 
difficulty  it  was  to  get  a  body  of  share- 
holders   to    more,    and    if    they    made 
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it  too  large  a  number  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  in  many  cases 
to  have  an  inquiry  at  all.  As  It 
was  entirely  with  the  discretion'  of  the 
Registrar,  and  as  a  oertain  sum  had  to 
deposited  and  the  expeusee  defrayed  by 
those  making  the  application,  he  conld 
not  think  any  harm  could  possibly  result. 
Mb.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  asked  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
evening  as  to  the  position  of  the  Regis- 
trar in  Ireland,  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber iu  charge  of  the  Bill  gave  him  an 
answer  privately  that  he  was  practically 
subordinate  to  the  Registrar  here.  Since 
then  his  attention  had  been  directed  to 
the  words  "  Chief  Registrar "  in  the 
21st  section,  and  he  would  like  to  ask 
what  was  the  difference  between  "  the 
Registrar  "  and  "  the  Chief  Registrar  "  ? 
•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
Registrar  practically  included  the  two 
gentlemen  in  London  who  were  at  the 
head  of  the  Office.  Their  jurisdiction 
was  superior  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Registrar  in  Ireland  or  in  Scotland.  He 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment  for  the 
reasons  which  bad  been  stated  by  pre- 
vious speakers,  and  with  which  he  quite 
agreed.  He  thought  the  provision  woe 
adequately  safeguarded,  and  that  the 
Registrar  would  not  graot  the  inquiry 
unless  satisfied  that  there  was,  at  any 
rate,  a  primd  /aeie  case  made  out.  He 
thought  it  might  be  assumed  that  he 
would  take  care  to  ascertain  what  the 
position  of  the  Society  was,  and  that  he 
would  not  give  his  permissiou  for  an 
inquiry  nnless  he  felt  there  was  a  good 
case  made  out. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  would  take 
the  case  of  one  of  the  Leeds  Societies,  in 
which  there  were  11,250  members. 
One-teuth  of  the  tots)  number  would 
require  1,120  members  of  that  Society  to 
make  an  application  to  the  Registrar, 
and  when  ho  said  he  believed  that  at  the 
annual  meetings,  although  great  efforts 
were  made  from  time  to  time  to  get 
members  to  attend,  it  was  with  tfae 
greatest  possible  difliculty  they  conld  get 
500  members  present,  he  thought  tt 
would  be  seen  that  the  Amendment  was 
qui  to  impracticable. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
■CoLOifEi.  HUGHES  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  sufficient  that  the  appliea- 
tion  should  be  made  by  disseDtient  share- 
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holders,  and  that  the  Registrar  should 
•  decide  od  that  ex  parte  application  whe- 
ther there  was  to  he  an  investigation  or 
not.  He  thought  that,  before  he  could 
judge  as  to  whether  it  was  neces- 
sary to  act  under  Section  4,  ho  ought 
to  give  the  Society  notice  of  the  appli- 
.  cation  and  ask  for  evidence  in  support  of 
the  application.  He  did  not  say  what 
evidence  he  should  have,  but  some- 
thing that  was  to  his  satisfaction. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
24,  after  the  word  **  follows,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

*'  (a)  The  application  shall  be  supported  by 
such  evidence  as  the  Registrar  may  direct,  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  applicants 
have  goKxl  reason  for  requiring  the  inspection 
to  be  made ;  and  (b)  Such  notice  of  the  appli- 
cation shall  be  given  to  the  Society  as  the 
Registrar  may  direct ;  and."  —  (^Colonel 
Hughett.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  was  neces- 
sary, and  be  thought  in  some  degree  it 
might  be  injurious.  The  words  were 
^^  if  he  thinks  fit,"  and  of  course,  anyone 
exercising  his  discretion  would  require  to 
see  such  a  prima  facie  case  as  was 
satisfactory  to  himself.  That  might,  or 
might  not,  require  evidonco  to  l>e  gone 
into.  A  frivolous  npplicutiou  ho  Avould 
refuse  at  once,  and  the  liegiHtrar  would 
certainly  take  such  methods  as  he 
thought  were  necessary  to  enable  him 
to  judge  whether  he  should  grant  or 
refuse  an  application.  The  Amendment 
Avould,  accordingly,  fetter  him.  It 
might  compel  him  to  ask  for  evi- 
dence, where  there  was  not  a  prima 
fa^ne  case,  to  go  any  further.  Then  as 
to  notice  to  a  Society.  That,  surely, 
was  a  thing  which  hardly  came  in  here, 
because  it  was  a  duty  to  be  performed  by 
the  Registrar,  and  if  the  Registrar  kncAv 
his  duty  he  need  not  say  anything  to  the 
Society  until  an  application  was  made. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  this  really  arose 
in  the  Committee  on  the  proposal,  Avhich 
was  largely  supported,  that  there  should 
be  the  power  to  an  individual  member  of 
a  Society  to  inspect  the  books  of  the 
Society,  Opinions  varied,  but  the  Com- 
mittee ca\ne  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
Avere  a  great  many  objections  to  allowing 
an  individual  member  of  the  Society  to 
go  worry iDg  the  officers  from  time   to 

Colonel  Hughes 


time,  and,  in  all  probability,  if  he  did  he 
would  get  no  advantage,  because  every- 
body knew  that  if  a  man  who  had  no 
knowledge  of  accounts  were  simply 
turned  loose  into  the  office  to  inspect  the 
books,  he  might  inspect  the  whole  of 
them  and  be  no  wiser  afterwards  than  he 
was  before.  But  it  was  felt  there  might 
be  cases  where  the  officers  were  refusing 
to  give  information,  and  that  in  principle 
it  was  right  that  members  should  have 
the  power  to  inspect  the  books.  There^ 
fore,  the  Committee  adopted  this  form  as 
being,  in  the  interests  of  members  in  such 
a  case,  the  most  effective  manner  of  their 
obtaining  the  information  they  wanteil. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  see 
that  the  other  important  question 
he  had  raised  was  provided  for  in  the 
next  clause,  and  that  in  that  case  notice 
was  given  to  the  Society.  Obviously, 
in  this  case  where  information  might  be 
desired  they  ought  to  have  the 
means  of  obtaining  it ;  but  at  the 
same  time  there  ought  to  be  the  protec- 
tion to  the  Society  and  to  the  officers 
that  they  should  not  be  harassed  and 
worried  by  cantankerous  persons  who 
might  obtain  no  benefit  from  the  result 
of  their  inspection.  It  was  suggested 
the  number  should  be  three  members,  but 
that  was  thought  too  few,  and  so  the 
number  of  10  was  adopted  in  order  to  give 
some  protection  to  the  Societv. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said, 
he  could  quite  understand  the  reasons  for 
which  this  was  adoprcnl,  and  the  reasons 
which  suggested  to  the  Committee  that 
it  would  be  an  extremely  bad  thing  for 
Building  Societies  that  they  should  be 
liable  to  be  harasseil  by  the  inspection  of 
single  members.  But  it  really  did  not 
seem  to  him  that  any  answer  had  been 
given  to  the  suggestion  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  a  useful  one.  What  had  been 
said  was  that  if  the  Registrar  was  doing 
his  duty  he  would  require  k  prima  facie 
case  to  support  the  application.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  phrase  ^^  prima  facie 
case."  It  meant  anything  or  nothing,  as 
the  case  might  be,  and  he  thought  there 
ought  to  be  some  satisfactory  reason  for 
granting  this  inquiry.  It  was  appointing 
an  accountant  or  an  actuary,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Society,  to  go  all  over  the 
books  of  the  Society  to  examine  them, 
and  if  it  was  conceded  that  the  Registrar 
ought  to  have  some  evidence  before  him 
before    he    grantexl    the  application    he 


BuiUtng  Sacietiet        {2  Auotrgt  1894}  ('.Vo.  2)  Bill. 


16i9 

thought  it  onght  to  be  specified  ia  the 
clause.  Ae  the  clause  now  stood  the 
Segiatrsr  might  for  any  reasoa,  or  for 
no  reason,  quite  frivolous!;  grant  this 
expensive  inquiry,  and  there  were  no 
meaus  of  checking  it  at  all.  It  was  ad- 
mitted he  ought  to  have  some  reason  for 
granting  the  inquiry,  and  why  was  it  not 
allowable  to  put  in  some  evidence  before 
him  in  order  that  it  might  be  decided 
otherwise  ?  It  appeared  to  him  a  matter 
of  such  importance  that  it  ought  to  be 
put  on  the  face  of  the  clause,  and  be 
thought  the  Araeudment  was  vrorth 
while  accepting ; 

Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
thought  it  was  clear  tbe  Registrar  would 
be  grossly  neglecting  his  duty  if  he  were 
not  to  act  in  the  sense  of  the  Amendment, 
BO  long  as  he  proposed  to  grant  that 
appticatiou ;  but  if  it  appeared  to  him,  ou 
the  very  face  of  it,  that  the  application 
was  a  frivolous  one,  why  should  he  be 
compelled  by  Statute  to  give  notice  to  the 
Society  ?  It  would  be  far  better  vben 
this  evidence,  which  he  considered  per- 
fectly  frivolous,  was  laid  before  him,  he 
should  be  able  immediately  to  tell  the 
applicants,  *'  No,  you  hare  made  out  no 
case,  and  I  decline  to  proceed  any  further 
in  this  matter." 

Uk.  CARSON  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  the  argument  just  adduced  to  tbe 
House  was  the  very  strongest  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  but  the  hon. 
Member  said  that  before  he  granted  an 
inquiry  the  Registmr  ought  to  insist  on 
having  the  particular  matter  before  him 
that  they  said  tbe  Amendment  provided 
for.  Surely  if  the  Registrar  ought  to  do 
it,  there  was  no  harm  in  having  tbe 
Amendment  there,  and  seetug  that  he  did 
do  it.  It  occurred  to  him  that  if  it  was 
necessary  to  put  this  limitation  upon  the 
power  of  tbe  Registrar  in  Section  5,  it 
was  equally  necessary  to  put  it  in  the 
4th  section. 

'Mr.  TOMLINSOX  (Preston)  said,  it 
seemed  to  have  escaped  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  there  was  already  some  security 
against  frivolous  applications,  ioasmucb 
as  it  was  provided  that  the  npplicautfi 
should  deposit  such  sum  for  security  an 
the  Registrar  might  require.  That,  he 
believed,  would  do  something  to  check 
frivolous  applications. 

Qiwstioa  put,  Mid  negatived. 
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Mb.  DAN£  (Fermanagh,  \.)  said,  tbe 
Amendment  which  he  desired  to  move 
was  for  tbe  purpose  of  constituting  an 
appeal  from  Sections  4  and  5.  By  those 
xeetions  the  Registrar  was  given  very 
large  and  very  unlimited,  and,  in  some 
degree,  judicial  powers.  These  unlimited 
jKiwers,  iu  his  opinion,  ought  to  have 
itome  controlling  effect,  and  therefore  he 
proposed  by  hin  Amendmeut  that  the 
Society  might  appeal  to  the  Court  in  the 
manuer  prescribed  by  it.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  Registrar  would  not 
set  on  merely  slight  evidence,  or  that  he 
would  uot  act  in  a  frivolous  or  vexations 
way.  But  the  best  way  to  secure  that 
was  to  have  an  appeal  to  some  tribunal 
which  would  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  public  Bfl  well  as  the  confidence  of 
members  of  the  Society,  and  the  Conrt 
which  he  had  suggested  in  his  Amend- 
ment was  to  be  the  Court  which  wan 
defined  in  Section  4  of  the  Act  of  1874. 
A.gaiu,  there  was  no  definition  in  the  Bill 
of  the  word  "  Uegislrar,"  and  he  found  in 
UiB  21st  section  tiie  words  "Chief 
Registrar,"  which  showed  that  there  must 
be  a  difference  between  "  Registrar  "  and 
"Chief  Registrar."  He  hud  carefully 
gone  throueh  all  the  Buildiug  ISocieties' 
Acts,  which  were  to  be  considered  as 
oue  with  this  Bill,  and  the  only  definition 
of  '^Begistrar"  he  could  find  was  one  in 
tbe  principal  Act  of  1674,  which  described 
the  Registrar  as  the  Registrar  for  the  time 
being  of  Friendly  Societies  in  England, 
Scotland,  or  Ireland,  as  tbe  case  may  be. 
Therefore,  the  wide  powers  given  under 
this  Bill  would  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
gentlemen  whom  he  might  call  District 
Registrars  throughout  the  Kingdom. 
Surely  there  ought  to  be  some  check 
upon  these  gentlemen,  and  therefore  an 
appeal  ought  to  be  allowed  to  the  County 
Court  iu  England,  to  the  SberiS's  Conrt 
in  Scotland,  and  tbe  Civil  Bill  Court  in 
Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  4,  liiie 
43,  after  ttie  word  "  members,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  A  Society  may  appeal  to  the  Court  in  maDner 
to  be  pratcribed  by  it  from  any  deciaion  of  the 
ReKistrar  made  under  this  or  the  prccedtd); 
section,  and  thereupon  the  Court  may  mak^ 
such  order  resciading,  oonfirmiog,  and  varying 
Buch  deciaion  and  upon  each  terms  as  to  costs  or 
otherwise  as  to  the  Court  ihall  seem  proper." — 
(Jfr.  Bane.-) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  insertM." 
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•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
Goveniinent  were  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  With  reganl  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Registrar,  there  were  two 
officials  in  London — ^a  Chief  Registrar 
and  an  Assistant  Registrar,  and  thej 
acted  together  in  England.  In  Scotland 
and  in  Ireland  there  was  a  Registrar,  and 
both  were  subordinate  to  the  Chief  Regis- 
trar, and  therefore  the  members  and 
officials  of  a  Building  Society  could 
appeal  to  the  Chief  Registrar  against  the 
decisions  of  the  Registrar.  It  appeared 
to  the  Government  that  the  functions  of 
the  Registrar  under  the  clause  were 
executive  and  devolved  upon  him  subject 
to  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  This  clause  was  practically  taken 
from  the  23rd  section  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act,  1875,  and,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  no  difficulty  had  been  experienced 
in  the  working  of  that  section. 

Mr.  CARSON  admitted  that  there 
were  reasons  why  the  Government  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  and  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
matter  was  to  a  large  extent  one  of  an 
executive  character.  So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  speaking  on  behalf  of  a  very 
large  Building  Society  in  Dublin,  he 
should  be  content  if  there  was  an  appeal 
in  all  cases  to  the  Chief  Registry  in 
LondoD  ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  had  looked  carefully  through  the 
principal  Act — the  Act  of  1874 — ^and  he 
could  find  in  it  no  provision  for  an 
appeal  from  the  Registrar  to  the  Chief 
Registrar. 

Me.  H.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Friendly  Societies  Act  of  1875  con- 
tains it. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  Why  not  make  it  clear 
by  introducing  it  into  this  clause  ? 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Colonel  HUGHES  moved  to  add  at 
the  end  of  the  last  sub-section  of  Clause 
5,  which  enacts  that  where  evidence  is 
furnished  by  a  statutory  declaration  of 
not  less  than  three  members  of  facts 
which  iu  the  opinion  of  the  Registrar  call 
for  investigation,  or  for  recourse  to  a 
meeting  of  members,  the  following  new 
proviso  : — 

"  Provided  that  the  Registrar  shall  forthwith, 
on  receipt  of  such  declaration,  send  a  copy  and 
notice  thereof  to  the  Society,  and  such  Society 
shall,  within  14  days  from  the  sending  of  such 
copy  declaration,  be  entitled  to  give  the  Regis- 
trar an  explanatory  statement  in  writing,  by 


way  of  replj  thereto ;  which  statement,  if  re- 
ceived, shall  also  be  sabmitted  to  the  said 
Secretary  of  State." 

The  Building  Society  seemed  to  be 
ignored  altogether  in  the  transaction. 
Surely,  both  sides  ought  to  be  heard  in 
the  matter.  When  a  declaration  was 
made  against  a  Society  it  was  only  fair 
that  the  Society  should  be  sent  a  copy  of 
it,  and  have  the  opportunity  of  answer- 
ing it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 

4*3,  after  the  word  ^'  members,**  to  insert 

the  words — 

"^  (d)  Provided  that  the  Registrar  shall,  forth- 
with, on  receipt  of  such  declaration,  send  a  copy 
and  notice  thereof  to  the  Society,  and  sucn 
Society  shall,  within  14  days  from  the  sending 
of  such  copy  declaration,  be  entitled  to  give  the 
R^istrar  an  explanatory  statement  in  writing, 
by  way  of  reply  thereto,  which  statement,  if 
received,  shall  also  be  submitted  to  the  said 
Secretary  of  State."— ((^oiw/  HugkM,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mr.  J.B.BALFOUR  said,  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment minus  the  words  at  the  end— 
'*  which  statement,  if  received,  shall  also 
be  submitted  to  the  said  Secretary  of 
State." 

Colonel  HUGHES  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  omission  of  those  words. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  ''  which  statement,  if  received, 
shall  also  be  submitted  to  the  said  Secre- 
tary of  State." 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  present." — 
{Mr,  Dane.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  present  * 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  the  words  "present  at 
the  meeting,"  and  insert  the  words  "  of 
the  Society." — (3/r.  Brookjield.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  'present 
at  the  meeting,'  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
20,  after  the  word  "  Society,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  (3)  A  notice  of  any  such  meeting  stating 
the  nature  of  the  propo8e<l  scheme,  together 
with  a  form  of  proxy,  shall  be  sent  by  post  to 
every  member  of  the  Society  at  least  14  days 
before  the  date  of  the  meeting,  and  members 
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shall  be  at  liberty  to  vote  at  such  meeting  by 
proxy."— (Jfr.  Bousfield.) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
Government  would  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SiK  E.  CLARKE  asked,  as  the  words 
'^  present  at  the  meeting  **  were  retained 
by  the  Government,  what  was  the  use 
of  agreeing  to  the  sending  of  proxies  ? 

Mr.  HARTLEY  said,  the  Amendment 
would  introduce  trouble  and  expense. 
It  meant  that  the  Societv  would  have  to 
go  to  the  trouble  and  expense  of  sending 
proxy  forms  to  everybody. 

Mr.  FIELD  said,  that  everyone  having 
an  interest  in  a  Building  Society  should 
be  consulted  as  to  its  affairs. 

•Mr.  CREMER  thought  that  if  voting 
by  proxy  was  introduced,  in  the  majority 
of  cases  of  Societies  in  which  malpractices 
had  taken  place  the  officials,  if  they  de- 
sired unduly  to  influence  the  members, 
would  have  a  splendid  opportunity  for 
doing  so. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  said,  that  words 
enabling  *'  those  present  in  person  or  by 
proxy  **  would  have  to  be  inserted  in 
order  to  make  sense  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he 
would  take  care  that  adequate  words 
were  inserted. 

Mr.  CARSON  moved,  in  page  7,  line 
26,  after  ** Scotland,"  insert  "or  Ireland." 
The  Amendment  would  have  the  effect 
of  enabling  Building  Societies  in  Ireland 
as  well  as  in  Scotland  to  lend  upon  the 
security  of  second  mortgages.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  distinction  should 
be  drawn  in  this  matter  between  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  as  the  system  of  lend- 
ing on  second  mortgages  was  identical 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland.  The  difficulty 
in  England  with  regard  to  lending  on 
second  mortgages  was  that  there  was  no 
registration,  but  in  Ireland,  owing  to  the 
system  of  registration,  it  was  easy  to  see 
what  security  there  was  in  a  second 
mortgage.  One  of  the  largest  Building 
Societies  in  Dublin,  which  had  lent 
£1,500,000,  had  ailvanced  considerable 
sums  upon  second  mortgages,  which  had 
turned  out  satisfactory  in  every  way,  and 
there  had  been  no  difficulty  in  realising 
them.  If  the  Bill  passed  as  it  stood,  it 
would  prevent  loans    in  Ireland   being 
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made  upon  the  security  of  second  mort* 
gages,  so  far  as  Building  Societies  were 
concerned. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  :   Not  affecting 
existing  securities. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  saw  no  dis- 
tinction drawn  in  the  clause  between 
existing  Societies  and  Societies  to  be 
formed  hereafter ;  nor  was  there  any 
distinction  between  existing  securities 
and  securities  to  be  created  hereafter. 
If  it  were  made  illegal  to  lend  on  second 
mortgages,  he  was  inclined  to  think  that 
those  Societies  would  have  to  realise 
their  securities  on  second  mortgages  in 
order  to  bring  themselves  within  the  Act, 
which,  in  the  case  of  the  Dublin  Society 
he  had  mentioned,  would  mean  that  the 
Society  would  have  to  be  wound  up.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  Ireland  should  be 
placed  in  a  different  position  to  Scotland, 
and  he  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  some  explanation. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
26,  after  the  word  "  Scotland,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  or  Ireland." — {Mr.  Carson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  or  Ireland  '  be  there  inserted." 

*Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was 
with  some  misgiving  that  the  Committee 
put  this  clause  into  the  Bill.  They  con- 
sidered that  second  mortgages  were  dan- 
gerous. They  had,  however,  a  great  deal 
of  evidence  from  Scotch  Building 
Societies  which  showed  that  a  large 
number  of  them  made  a  practice  of  lend- 
ing on  second  mortgages,  and  on  very 
strong  representations  being  made  the 
Committee  consented  to  put  the  clause  in 
the  Bill.  As  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned 
no  representation  at  all  had  been  made, 
and  no  evidence  was  tendered  to  the 
Committee  by  any  Irish  Society.  He 
was  afraid  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment offhand,  but  he  would  undertake 
to  make  inquiries  into  the  subject,  and  if 
the  circumstances  in  Ireland  were  found 
to  be  identical  with  the  circumstances  in 
Scotland  the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  include  Ireland  in  the 
clause. 

Mr.  FIELD  said,  he  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  personal  ex- 
perience that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
money  lent  by  Irish  Building  Societies 
on  second  mortgages,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Irish  Societies  would  not  be  placed 
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.in    a   worse    position   than   the    Scotch 
Societies. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  thought  that 
most  Irishmen  would  be  inclined  to  ask 
for  that  which  was  conceded  to  Scotland. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  was  disposed  to 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  do  well  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. Unless  the  Committee  had  distinct 
evidence  on  the  point  and  acted  on  it,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  omit  Ire- 
land from  the  Bill.  It  would  be  rather 
a.  hardship  on  the  general  body  of  pro- 
perty-holders if  they  were  debarred  from 
obtaining  loans  on  second  mortages. 

*Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  explained  that 
a  second  mortgage  in  Scotland  was  quite 
a  different  quality  of  security  from  second 
mortgages  in  England,  and  he  believed 
also  in  Ireland.  But  if  it  were  found 
that  in  Ireland  second  mortgages  consti- 
tuted the  same  class  of  security  as  in  Scot- 
land, the  Government  would  be  willing  to 
grant  the  concession  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said  that,  as  far  as 
England  was  concerned,  he  would  rather 
see  the  Bill  go  than  that  English 
Societies  should  be  allowed  to  lend  on 
second  mortgages. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed.  The  law  of 
Ireland  approached  very  closely  to  the 
law  of  England,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  it  would  seriously  depreciate 
the  value  of  the  securities  of  these  Socie- 
ties in  Ireland  if  they  were  allowed  to 
lend  on  second  mortgages. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  that  on  the  assur- 
ance that  the  matter  would  be  coriSidereil 
and  if  necessary  the  Amendment  inserted 
in  another  place,  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.  BYLES  said,  he   felt  bound  to 

move  the  Amendment    standing  in    his 

name  for  the  omission  of  the  1 3th  clause, 

for  the  reason  that  several  Societies  had 

expressed  to  him   their  objection   to  the 

provision   very   strongly.       What  did  it 

propose  ?    It  provided  that  in  calculating 

the  amount  for  the  time  being  secured  to 

a  Society    under  the  Building  Societies 

Acts  by  mortgages  from  its  members,  for 

the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  limits  of 

its  power  to  receive  deposits  or  loans  at 

interest,    the    amount    secured    on    pro- 

pertieSf  the  payments  in  respect  of  which 

were  upwards  of  12  months  in  artevxT  ^it 

J/r.  Field 
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the  date  of  the  Society's  last  precedin® 
annual  account  and  statement,  and  th 
amount  secured  on  properties  of  which 
the  Society  was  in  possession  at  the  date 
of  such  account  and  statement,  should  be 
disregarded,  provided  that  the  section 
did  not  effect  the  validity  of  any  deposit 
or  loan  which  was  within  the  limit  pro- 
vided by  law  at  the  time  when  it  was 
received,  and  should  not  come  into 
operation  until  the  expiration  of  12 
months  from  the  passing  of  the  Act.  It 
was  absurd  to  suppose  that,  because  the 
property  upon  which  money  had  been 
advanced  was  in  possession,  therefore  it 
ceased  to  be  of  value,  or  that  it  ceased 
to  be  of  value  so  soon  as  the  re- 
payments fell  into  arrears.  He  hoped 
therefore,  if  the  Government  did  not  see 
their  way  to  omitting  the  clause  from  the 
Bill  altogether,  at  any  rate,  they  would 
greatly  modif}-  its  application. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
32,  to  leave  out  Clause  13. — {Mr, 
Byles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  In  calculating  the  amount,^  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

•Colonel  HUGHES   said,  this    w^as 
really  the  most  important  matter  in  the 
entire    Bill.      Many    Societies  had    un- 
doubtedly  taken    loans  by  way   of  pre- 
caution,  and  they  might    have  done  to 
the  extent  of  two-thirds  of  their   mort- 
gages.    Take  a  Society  with  ^£300,000 
mortgages.     By    loans    it    might    have 
secured  on  them  £200,000.     There  might 
be    on    property    dealt   with    over   some 
years,   involving  millions  of  money  ad- 
vanced,  some    £60,000   due    on    lapsed 
properties.     The  property  on  which  that 
money  was  due  could  not  be  worthless. 
£40,000  of  deposits  might  be  borrowed 
on    security   of   it,    and    it   did    seem    a 
strong  thing  to  require  from  a  solvent 
Society   the   paying   within    12    months 
of  this   £40,000    to   the  depositors,  the 
depositors    having    given    no   notice   of 
withdrawal.     The  transaction  had  Ueen 
Walised  bv  the  Act  of  1874.    He  should 
have  no  objection  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  London, 
by  which  the  clause  would  have  applied 
to    future    Societies.     But    for   existing 
Societies,  which  were  in  the  position  of 
having  two-thirds  of  the  amount  of  their 
mortgatres  borrowed  on  deposits,  to  have 
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their  business  sudUenlj  restricted  iD  tliia 
way  would  be  most  unfuir.  Tbe  clause, 
he  felt  sure,  wotitJ  work  a  very  great  in- 
justice to  these  established  Societies  tbal 
hftd  just  managed  to  struggle  through  the 
crisis  of  the  last  two  years  aa<l  were  now 
lookiug  forward  to  better  times.  These 
Societies  wore  to  be  attacked  not  by  the 
public  nor  the  ilcpositors,  but  by  the 
Legislature,  who  would  say  to  them, 
"You  shall  shrink  your  deposits  by  this 
large  sum  of  £40,000,  which  is  lent  on 
mortgages  of  £60,000."  Only  75  per 
cent,  of  tbe  value  was  lent,  leaving  a 
further  margin  of  26  per  cent.  It  was 
not  reasonable  to  require  a  person  in 
trade,  because'  ho  happened  to  have  done 
a  wise  thing  in  having  gone  into  pes- 
seBsion  because  the  parties  were  three 
months  to  aiTCar  with  payments — it  was 
not  a  wise  thing  to  require  him  to  reckon 
bis  asset  at  nothing.  Such  difflculties 
should  not  be  placed  in  the  way  of  Socie- 
ties which  liad  hitherto  weathered  tbe 
storm.  If  these  Societies  were  called 
Upon  to  find  this  money  tbey  would  have 
to  sell  whatever  property  they  could 
realise,  and  that  within  the  short  space 
of  12  months  from  tbe  passing  of  tbe 
Bill.  It  might  compel  them  to  stop  their 
business.  Unless  some  assurance  were 
given  them  that  the  clause  in  its  present 
form  should  not  apply  to  existing  So- 
cieties, or  some  other  concessions  were 
made,  he  hoped  that  the  matter  would  be 
pressed  to  a  Division. 

•Mb.  HOFWOOD  said,  that  he  also 
bad  had  an  Amendment  down  to  leave 
out  this  clause.  He  thought  tbe  Go- 
vernment would  make  a  great  mis- 
tAke  if  they  insisted  od  re  tain  log 
it  in  all  its  defonnity.  While 
smarting  under  a  terrible  calamity  caused 
by  dishonesty  the  Committee  was  being 
urged  in  a  fit  of  panic  to  proceed  with 
severe  legislation  in  regard  to  Societies 
which  were  perfectly  unimpeachable,  the 
result  being  to  probably  destroy  them  and 
to  inflict  injury  ou  millions  of  persons, 
Tbe  Government  could  not  foresee  the 
extent  of  what  tbey  were  now  doing.  But 
ha  would  not  enter  into  the  matter  more 
fully,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
Opposite  (Colonel  Hughes)  had  dealt  with 
the  clause  thoroughly.  He  was  sure  the 
experience  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gien- 
tleman  would  weigh  largely  with  many 
|toa.  Members  in.  tbe  House.  It  was 
m^mate  and  of  long  standing.    He  (Mr. 
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Hopwood)  would  divide  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member. 

Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  be 
was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
Liberator  catastrophe  was  the  only  cause 
of  this  Bill  being  called  for,  nor  that  it 
was  legislation  in  a  panic,  Tbe  Bill  had 
been  before  Parliament  for  at  least  two 
years,  and  bad  been  carefully  considered 
in  the  Committee  upstairs  and  again  in 
the  Grand  Committee.  With  regard  to 
this  particular  Amendment,  while  he 
himself  would  not  be  personally  indis- 
posed to  give  a  certain  period  of  grace 
before  the  clause  came  into  operation,  he 
must  say  be  did  trust  that  tbe  Govern- 
ment would  stand  to  the  clause.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  spoken  of  the 
hardship  it  would  be  to  existing  well- 
managed  Societies  if  tbe  clause  was 
passed  ;  bnt  he  did  not  think  that  well- 
managed  Societies  should  borrow  up  to 
the  edge  of  their  borrowing  powers.  Ho 
supported  tbe  clause,  because  it  would 
discourage  borrowing  up  to  the  limit  of 
two-tbirds  of  tbe  amount  at  present 
allowed  by  law.  In  his  opinion,  Societies 
ought  to  be  most  careful  to  keep  »  long 
way  from  that.  It  was  undesirable  that 
Societies  should  be  tempted  to  maintain 
properties  in  possession  instead  of  selling 
them.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  provisions 
introduced  into  the  Bill  compelling  dis- 
astrous sales,  bnt  be  imagined  that  if  a 
period  of  grace  were  given,  the  terms  of 
the  clause  and  of  tbe  Bill  were  such  that 
they  would  not  bring  about  rapid  and 
disastrous  sales,  but  wonld  put  gentle- 
pressure  on  tbe  Directors  of  Societies  to- 
realise  property  in  possession, 

Mb.  BILLSON  (Devon,  BarnBtaple> 
said,  the  Government  might  adopt  tbe 
period  of  five  years  in  the  clause. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  hoped  th« 
Government  would  not  accept  that.  He 
thought  the  clause  would  do  a  great  deal 
of  good,  and  that  it  might  be  modified  in 
two  respects.  He  would  appeal  to  th& 
Government  or  rather  suggest  that  tbejf 
should  make  an  alteration  to  the  eSbct 
that  the  clause  should  apply  not  to  pro- 
perty in  possession  but  to  property  which 
bad  been  12  months  in  possession.  That 
would  be  an  alteration  rather  conee- 
quential  on  what  had  been  already  done. 
As  to  the  period  of  grace,  he  might  say 
that  as  far  OS  be  hwt  betn  able  to  form 
an  opinion  on  tbe  sobject  he  thought  tbe 
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greatest  importance  should  be  attached 
to  the  clause,  and  to  the  influence  which 
would  be  brought  to  bear  on  Societies  to 
get  rid  of  properties  in  possession.  He 
had  seen  a  list  of  15  Lancashire  Societies 
which  {showed  that  the  total  mortgage 
assets  were  £1,300,000  and  the  total 
amount  of  properties  in  possession 
£574,000.  He  did  not  think  that  bore 
out  the  statement  that  Societies  did  not 
neeil  stimulating  in  this  matter.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  adhere  to 
the  clause.  If  the  Government  would 
make  a  concession  that  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  as  regarded  this  section  should 
be  two  years  instead  of  one,  that  would 
be  a  fair  compromise.  That  would  allow  a 
longer  time  for  getting  rid  of  these  pro- 
perties in  possession. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  that  in 
line  39  the  word  '^  was  ^*  was  struck  out, 
and  the  words  '^  society  has  been  12 
months  "  were  inserted.  If  "  two  years  " 
were  put  in  in  the  second  line  of  the  next 
page  that  would  give  three  years^  grace. 
They  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  desirability 
of  bringing  about  a  reduction  in  the 
amount  of  property  in  possession. 

•Mr.  BYLES  :  I  will  take  what  I  can 
get. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to  : — 

Page  7,  line  39,  leave  out  "  was,"  and 
insert  "  had  been  twelve  months." 

Page  8,  lino  2,  leave  out  "twelve 
months,"  and  insert  **  two  years." 

Mr.  DANE  moved  to  amend  Clause  1 4 
by  providing  that  a  Society  established 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  should  not 
use  any  name  or  title  other  than  its 
registered  name,  and  should  not  accept 
any  deposit  except  on  the  terms  that  not 
less  than  one  month's  notice  might  be 
required  by  the  managers  before  repay- 
ment or  withdrawal.  This  would  pre- 
vent a  grievous  wrong  being  done  to 
Irish  Societies.  ^ 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
3,  after  the  word  "  Acts,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  established  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act."— (i/r.  Dane.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  this 
clause   originally   was  prepared  by   the 
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Building  Societies  themselves,  and  ap- 
peared in  the  Bill  brought  in  on  their 
behalf  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London. 
The  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment,  which  had  been  carefully 
considered  by  the  Committee  upstairs. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  accept  a  modi- 
fication of  the  clause.  He  himself  had 
put  down  an  Amendment,  but  exempting 
Societies  established  prior  to  the  Build- 
ing Societies  Act,  1874.  He  had  l^een 
addressed  on  this  matter  by  a  large  Build- 
ing Society  in  Dublin — he  thought  the 
largest  Building  Society  in  Ireland — in 
whose  case  banking  was  a  large  part  of 
the  business  done.  When  they  had  been 
engaged  in  such  operations  Parliament 
should  not,  at  a  time  like  the  present, 
take  away  from  them  what  was  one  of 
the  most  substantial  parts  of  their  busi- 
ness. If  the  House  passed  the  clause 
unamended  they  would  practically  enact 
that  Societies  that  had  long  and  honour- 
ably done  banking  business  would  have 
to  be  wound  up.  While  they  wanted 
to  protect  the  public  against  bogus 
Societies,  Societies  which  had  flourished 
for  25  years  should  be  protected  by  suit- 
able limitations. 

Mr.  field  said,  he  understood  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  strengthen 
the  working  of  solvent  Building  Societies 
rather  than  destrov  them.  What  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Carson)  was  quite  correct. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

It  being  Midnight,  Further  Proceeding 
stood  adjourned. 

Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

RAILWAY  AND   CANAL  TRAFFIC    BILL. 

(No.  166.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whe- 
ther he  was  in  a  position  to  state  to  the 
House  what  were  the  prospects  of  the 
Bill,  the  passage  of  which,  if  possible 
without  undue  concessions,  was  anxiously 
looked  for  bj  traders,  and  especiallj  bj 
those  who  were  being  paid  bj  the  Railway 
Companies  in  excess  of  the  rates  of  1892  ? 
The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtoe,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
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said,  that  after  a  great  manj  conferences 
between  Members  representing  one  set  of 
interests  and  Members  representing 
another,  certain  Amendments  had  been 
agreed  to  which  he  believed  fairly  repre- 
sented a  compromise  which  both  parties 
were  likely  to  consider  satisfactory.  He 
was  pitting  down  Amendments  which 
would  represent  the  views  the  Board  of 
Trade  took  in  the  matter.  He  hoped  on 
an  early  day  to  ask  the  House  to  take 
the  Bill  and  to  afford  an  opportunity  for 
as  much  discussion  as  was  necessary  to 
enable  hon.  Members  to  express  an 
opinion  on  the  subject.  He  trusted  that 
the  Bill  would  be  taken  and  carried 
through  in  the  same  amicable  spirit  that 
had  marked  the  proceedings  hitherto. 

Sib  a.  ROLLIT  asked  when  the  BiU 
would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  BBYCE  said,  he  could  not  say  at 
present. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow. 
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(No.  340.) 


SECOND   READING. 


Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** — {Mr.  Asquith.) 

•Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  that  without  desiring 
to  oppose  or  delay  this  Bill,  he  wished  to 
make  an  observation  about  it.  The  Bill 
made  it  an  offence  for  any  employer 
to  influence  by  a  threat  of  dismissal 
a  workman  in  the  appointment  of  a 
check-weigher.  He  believed  that  that 
was  a  very  necessary  and  proper  thing, 
but  he  would  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  important  consequences 
which  would  follow  from  that  doctriue. 
It  practically  put  the  threat  to  dismiss  a 
workman  in  the  same  position  as  an  act 
of  intimidation.  When  it  was  done 
with  the  intention  of  persuading  a  person 
not  toldo  that  which  he  had  a  legal  right 
to  do,  it  put  him  to  that  extent  under 
intimidation.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
oounterpArt  of  the  refusal  of  employment 
was  the  refusal  to  give  services,  and  it 
was  notorious  that  in  many  cases  the 
threat  to  refuse  services  was  made  use  of 
for  the  purpose  of  inducing  employers 
not  to  do  that  which  they  had  a  legal 
right  to  do. 

VOL.  XXyn.  [fourth  series.] 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Asquith,  Fife,  E.)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  quite  within  his  right  in  referring 
to  this  matter.  He  thought  there  was 
no  real  difference  of  opinion  on  either 
side  of  the  House  as  to  the  expediency 
of  this  proposal.  Parliament  had  de- 
liberately enacted  that  the  workmen 
should  have  a  right  to  appoint  a  check- 
weigher,  who  should  have  a  right  to 
take  observation  of  the  weight  of  coal 
brought  up,  and  for  that  purpose  have 
access  to  the  weighing  machine.  The 
Coal  Mines  Act  of  1887  penalised  the 
employer  for  impeding  or  interfering 
with  the  check-weigher,  and  this  BiU 
was  brought  forward  to  penalise  him  for 
an  obvious  evasion  of  that  Act — that 
was,  that  the  employer  should  not  have 
a  right  to  say  to  the  men  that  he  would 
dismiss  them  if  they  continued  to  employ 
a  particular  person  as  check-weigher. 
He  was  certain  that  the  House  would 
agree  that  that,  though  not  an  infraction 
of  the  Act  of  1887,  was  an  evasion  of  it. 
Clearly  the  intention  of  Parliament  had 
been  that  the  workman  should  have  the 
right  to  select  and  continue  in  his  em- 
ployment a  check-weigher  who  possessed 
their  confidence. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  he 
did  not  oppose  the  Bill ;  but  as  it  had 
only  been  delivered  to-day,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  before  reading  it  a  second  time 
further  opportunity  of  considering  its 
provisions  should  be  given  to  persons  in- 
terested in  the  subject. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN  BILL  [Z*rrf#].-<No.  242.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  ^e  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** — {Mr.  Asquith.) 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  that  this  Bill  had  not  yet 
been  printed.  They  had  passed  a  Bill 
on  this  subject  this  year,  and  there  was 
another  on  the  Statute  Book,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  like  to  know  whatfthe 
piesent  measure  was. 
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Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  it  was  a  Bill 
of  coDBolidation  merelj.  There  were  two 
Acts  in  existence  on  the  subject,  and  the 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was  to  consoli- 
date them.  It  effected  no  change  in  the 
law.  The  Bill  had  passed  through  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  scrutiny  of  many 
eminent  lawyers. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had 
gone  through  the  Bill,  and  had  failed  to 
find  in  it  anything  about  consolidation. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  had  great  objection  to  reading  a 
Bill  a  second  time  before  it  had  been 
printed. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  believed 
the  Bill  was  correctly  described  as  being 
a  consolidation  Bill.  It  was  carefully 
considered  by  a  Joint  Committee  of  both 
Houses,  of  which  he  was  a  Member,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  thought  there  was  a 
strong  objection  to  passing  a  Bill  which 
had  not  been  printed. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  that  as  a 
matter  of  Order  a  Bill  should  not  be  read 
a  second  time  before  it  had  been  printed, 


whether  it  came  from  the  House  of  Lords 
or  not. 
*Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  for  the  House 
to  judge.     There  is  no  question  of  Order. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  object. 

Second    Reading    deferred    till    To- 
morrow. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES   PRO-  "^ 
VISIONAL  ORDER   (No.  11)  (LAGAN,  &c. 
CANALS)   BILL   \hy  <9r<fer].— (No.  267.) 

As    amended,   considered ;    read    the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

PRIZE  COURTS  BILL  [Zorrf#].— (No.  311.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I. 

Committee   report    Progress;    to   sit 
again  To-morrow. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Twelve  o'clock. 
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Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Bryce)  ;    Objestion 
taken ;    Motion  postponed  July  17,  274 

ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D. 
(Vice  President  of  the  Couucil  on 
Education),  KorA,  fV.R.j  Rotherham 

Anderby  Church  School,  Lincolnshire,  1261 

Ashperton    and     Canon    Ffromc    National 
Schools,  1129 

Bamley-in-the- Willows  National  School,  656 

Cleckheaton  School  Accommodation,  19, 1138 
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ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D.^cont. 

Darwen  Trinity  Infant  School,  1257 

Dublin  and  Kcw  Botanic  Gardens,  658 

Elementary  Education,  2R.,  115 

Fcckenham  National  School,  661 

Grants  —  Public     Elementary     Schools  — 
"Warne<r'    Schools,    1138 

Grants  for  Rural  Districts,  661 

Hever  Schools,  657 

Kensington  Local  Examinations,  550 

Lambeth  School  Accommodation,  1001 

Lowestoft  —  Christ    Church    Infant  School, 
1133,  1581 
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ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D,—c(mt. 

St.  Augustine's  Boys'  School,  Kilburn,  25 
Supply— Lowestoft  Schools,  1489 

Voluntary  Schools 
Education  Department  Requirements,  1581 
Fee  Grants,  1560 

Wales 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  Mr.  Acland,  1575 
Denbighshire      Intermediate      Education 

Scheme,    1137 
Grants  to  Public  Elementary  Schools,  1138 
Rhuddlan  School,  St.  Asaph,  1252 

Westminster  School  Accommodation,  1001 

AcLAND-HooD,  C»ptaia  Sir  A,y Somerset, 
Wellington 
India— Waziri  Expedition  Medal,  671 

Acts  of  Parliament,  Dilatory  Publica- 
tion of 

Q.  Sir  J.  Leng;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  19, 
359 

Adjournment  Motions   under  Standing 
Order  17 

Return  ordered  July  26, 1108 

Advertisements,  Pictorial,  Importation  of 

Q.  Mr.  Farquharson  ;   A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  20, 

548 

Africa 

Anglo- Belgian  Agreement,  Q.  Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley  ;    A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  1(5,  28 

Corresjyoiidenee  (»»,  Qs.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  July  17,  170;  Q.  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  17,  173  ; 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  19, 
378 

France,  Q.  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ;  A.  Sir 
E.  CjVity  July  10,  30 

Zohehr  Pasha,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell  ; 
A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  30,  1264 

(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply. 
July  30,  1310,  &c.) 

British  East  Africa  Company — References 
to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  July  30, 1315.  &c. 

Cajye  Customs  Duties,  Q.  Sir  J.  Lubbock  ; 
A.  iMr.  Buxton  July  21,  811 

Conyo  Treaty  (see  sMh-hdnlmg Anglo- Belgian 
Agreement^ 

Kassala — Oecupatiou  of  by  Italiafis,  Q.  Sir 
E.  Ashniead-Bartlett  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
July  28,  ()6(; 

Matahrl eland  and  Mashonaland  Agreement — 
References  to,  iu  Debate  on  Supply y 
July  31,  1480,  c^c. 

Pondoland,   Anne.ration   of — References   to. 

in  Debate  on  Supply^  July  31,  1468,  &c. 
Sierra    Leo)ie,  Defence  of,  Q.  Sir   C.  Dilke  ; 

A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  26, 1002 

Sir  Francis  Scotfs  Expedition,  Q.  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  Jul]i  24,  79'i 


Africa— c(m^. 

Sauith  African  Contention^  Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke ; 
A.  Mr.  Buxton  July  24,  797 

Swaziland  Convention,  Q.  Mr.  Cayzer  ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  July  23,  668 

Transvaal 
Britiih  Subjects — References  to,  in  Debate 

on  Supply,  July  31,  1461 
Commandeering,  Q.  Mr.  Macdona  ;  A.   Mr. 

Buxton  July  24,  813 
Franchise  Denied   to  Foreign  Residents, 

Qs.    Sir     E.    Ashmead  -  Bartlett,    Mr. 

Tomlinson ;    As.    Mr.    Buxton    Aug   2, 

1574 
Restricting  Rights  of  Public  Meetings,  Jj^c, 

Q.    Sir    E.    Ashmead- Bartlett ;   A.   Mr. 

Buxton  July  19,  380  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Tomlinson, 

Mr.    W.    Johnston  ;    As.    Mr.    Buxton 

July    24,    804 ;    Q.    Sir    E.    Ashmead- 

Bartlett ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  J}dy  26,  1019 


Agricnltnral  Ednoation  in  Elementary 
Schools   Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  Aug  \,  1554 


AOBICULTTTBE.  BOABD  OF 

President — Mr.  H.  Gabdneb 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  Q.  Mr.  J.  B. 
Ellis  ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  19,  366 

(References    to,    in    Debate    on    Supply, 
July  30,  1357) 

Canine  Rabies — Muzzling,  Q.  and  Obs.  Barl 
of  Rosse,  Lord  Ribblesdale  July  23,  647 

Mersey  Docks 

Cattle  Disease,  Precautio^ns  against,  Q.  Mr. 

Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  24,  798 
Lairages.  Qs.  Mr.  Field  ;   As.  Mr.  Gardner 
July  19,  372  ;  July  26,  1011 

Forestry  Education  in  Wales,  Q.  Mr.  Herbert 

Lewis  ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  20,  561 
Journal  for  Agri/'ulture,  Qs.   Mr.  Cobb,  Mr. 

J.   Lowther,    Mr.    Dodl,   Mr.  Tomlinson ; 

As.  Mr.  Gardner  July  19,  378 
Tuberculosis    Commission   Report,     Qs.    Mr. 

Hunter,  Sir  M.  Stewart,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  As. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  20,  548 


Aliens  Bill 

?.  Read  2*  Jw^y  17,  117 

Amalgamation  of  the    City  and  County 

of  London  Commission  Report 

Q.    Sir    A.    RoUit  ;    A.    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 
July  W),  381 

Ambrose,  Dr.  D.,  Louth^  S. 

Ireland — Franchise  Assimilation,  801 

Ambrose,  Dr.  R.,  Mayo,   W, 

V     Glevr  Bay  Disaster,  27 
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America — United  States 

AuHralian  Mails  and  United  States  Rhts, 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  19, 
364 

Nicaragua  Canals  Qb.  Colonel  H.  Vincent, 
Sir  B.  Harland  ;  As,  Sir  B.  Grey  July  16, 
15 

Passengers  from  Steamers  at  Queenstovm,  Q. 
Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce 
July  17,  165 

Anarchist  Placards 

Q.  Mr.  Darling ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  20, 
562 

jinglo'Belgian   Agreement  (see    under 
Africa) 


Ami-  Vaccinationists  (see  Vaccination) 


Argentine  Republic 

Jahez  Balfour^  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Jidy  17,  179  ;  Q.  Sir 
A.  Rollit ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  20,  553 

Argyll,  Dute  of 

Finance  Bill,  2R.,  978 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.,  653,  654 

Armenian  Prisoners 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann  ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  31, 
1407 


ABMY 

Secretary  of  State — Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 

NEBMAN 

Under  Secretary  of    State— Lord    Sand- 

HUBST 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  Woodall 

Africa 
Sierra  Leone,  Defence  of,  Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke  ; 
A.   Mr.   Campbell-Bannerman  July  26, 
1002 

Barracks 
Preston,  Brighton,  Q.  Mr.  Loder ;  A.   Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  26,  1007 

Chelsea  and  Kdinainham  Hospitals — 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates, 
July  18,  316,  &c. 

Chelsea  Hospital  Fnnds,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  23,  670 
Clerical     Department  —  Second     Division 

Clerks — References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 

Estimates,  July  18,  289,  &c. 

Commander-in-Chief — Duke  of  Camhridge^^ 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates, 
July  18,  303,  &c. 

Commissions,  Q.  Mr.  Macdona;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  16,  30 

Icont. 


ARMY— cont. 

Factories 

Woolwich  Arsenal  ^Labourers'  Wages,  Q. 
Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  July  19, 
375 

Foreign  Service,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  24,  803 

Gytnfiastic  Instructors.  Q.  Mr.  Pierpoint;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  23,  666 

India 

Expenditure,  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfarlane ;  A.  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  July  26,  1020 

Home  Pensions  ^Inerea^e,  Q.  Sir  D.  Mac- 
farlane ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  20, 
546 

Military  and  Oiyhan  Funds,  Q.  Sir  G. 
Baden-Powell;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  31,  1399 

Staf  Corps,  Q.  Sir  S.  King  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler  July  19,  357 

Staticn  Hospitals — Savings,  Q.  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  2, 1569 

Troopships,  Qs.  Sir  W.  Wedderburu,  Sir  J. 
Fergusson  ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  2, 
1572 

Waziri  Expedition  Medal,  Q.  Sir  A. 
Acland-Hood;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  23,  671 

Ireland 

Birr  Barrack  Scandal,  Q.  Mr.  Molloy  ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  July  19,  379;  Q.  Mr. 
Brookfield  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
July  24,  801  ;  Q.  Mr.  Molloy ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  26,  1026 

Londonderry  Barracks,  Qs.  Mr.  Rosa,  Mr. 
W.  Johnston ;  As.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  2, 
1561 

Richmond  Prison,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  810  ;  Qs.  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy,  Dr.  Kenny ;  As.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman July  26,  1008 

Malta  Harbour —  Valetta  Sewage,  Q.  Captain 
Grice-Hutchinson  ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  July  17, 
168 

Medical  Staff,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  A.  Mr, 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  31,  1408 

Mitchell,  Colonel,  Q.  Mr.  Naoroji  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  17,  158;  Q.  Mr. 
Naoroji ;  A.  Sir  J.  Rigby  July  20,  553 

Pensions 

Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans — 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Ettimates, 
July  18,  317,  &c. 

Reserve  and  Discharged  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment for,  Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  16,  29 

Rifle  Ranges 
Staines,    Qs.    Mr.     Webster,    Colonel    H. 
Vincent ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
July  31,  1394 
Wimbledon,    Q.    Mr.    Macdona ;    A.    Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  2,  1564 

Straits  Settlements — Military  Contributiens, 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  :  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  26,  1015  ;  Qs.  Mr.  W. 
Johnston,  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton 
July  27,  1117 

Volumteer   Acts,  Select    Committee   Report 
July  17,  275 
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ARMY-— cont, 

Waltham  Ahhey  Powder  Factory 
Colojiel    APClintook^-B/eterencea    to,     in 

Debate   on   the    Ettimates^    July   18, 

308,  &c. 
Expiation    iV9m(m«— Referenoes   to,    in 

Debate    on    the    Estimates,   July    18, 

825,  &c. 
Explosion  Report^  Q.  Mr.  Hanbory;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  2, 1568 

Woolwich  Arsenal  (see  sab-heading  Factories) 

Workshops,  8oldiers\  Q.  Colonel  Murray  ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  81, 1393 

ABMT  ESTIMATES,  1894-5 

£257,600— War  Office,  Salaries,  &c.  Com. 
July  18,  289  ;  Report  July  19,  487 

£1,616,400— Retired  Pay,  Half-Pay,  &c.. 
Com.  July  18,  308  ;  Report  July  19,  487 

£1,355,200— Pensions  and  other  Non-Bffective 
Charges  for  Warrant  Officers,  &c..  Com. 
July  18,  316  ;  Report  July  19,  487 

£164,700 — Superannuation  and  other  Allow- 
ances, Com.  July  18,  325 ;  Report  July  19, 
488 


ABNOLD-FoBSTER,Mr.  H.  0.,  Belfast^  W, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  c^.  1,  1044,  1072,1086 

Ashbourne,  Lord 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  Com.,  1114 
Finance  Bill,  3R.,  1233 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.,  1115  ;  Com.,  1234,  1236 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  E.,  Sheffield, 
Ecclesall 

Balfour,  Jabez — Extradition  of,  179 
Brazilian  Civil  War— British  Officers,  1271 

Corea—Chino- Japanese  Affairs,  1027,   1145» 

1263,  1573 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 

2R.,  758;  Com.,  1183 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  236 

Kassala — Occupation  of  by  Italians,  666 

Siam,  Affairs  of,  552 

Supply 
Chino- Japanese  Affairs,  1365 
Siam,  1355 

Transvaal,  British  Subjects  in,  1461,  1462, 
1475,  1477 

Transvaal 
Franchise  Denied  to    Foreign    Residents, 

1574 
Restricting  Public  Meetings,  &c.,  380,  1019 

ASQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Fife,  E, 
Cemetery  Fees  at  Dalton-in-Furness,  1388 
Coai  3Iines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill,  2R.,  1662 
Cycles,  Registration  of,  1263 

\eont. 


ASQUlTH,  Right  Hon.  H.  'E.^cont. 

Cycling  Regulations,  796 
Factory  Acts,  Exemptions  from,  112S 
Habitual  Inebriates,  26,  162 
Hampstead — House  Construction,  1256 
Inebriates'  Retreat  at  Walsall,  1257 
Lead  Poisoning — Death  at  Greenwich  Work- 
house, 1022 
London    Police    Magistrates  —  Sentence   on 

Elizabeth  Saunders,  1399 
Lord  Walsingham's  Cottage  Tenantry,  1019 

Lunacy 
Commissioners'  Report,  377 
Increase  in,  1563 

Massage  Scandals,  664 

Metropolitan  Police  Boots— Contract,  29,  377 

Mines 
Coal  Dust  Explosions,  1008 
Department  of,  800 
Fatalities — Inquiries,  800 
Lanarkshire  Fatality,  23,  1014 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectoi-s,  1243, 1404 
Practical  Miners  as  Inspectors,  1570 
Scotch  Strike,  1017 
Shot  Firing,  365 
Sub-Assistant  Inspectors,  176 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  792 
Non-Payment  of  Rates,  Imprisonment  for,  664 

Police 

Dismissal  of  H.  Kemp,  22 

Protection  Duty,  168 

Social  Democrats  and  the  Police,  875 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  (No.  2) 

Bill,  2R.,  1663 
Quarter  Sessions — Bar  Practice,  1266 
Religious  Intolerance  in  Hyde  Park,  1267 
Solent  Explosion,  1266 

Supply 

Home  Office,  1308 

Metalliferous  Mines — Appointment  of  Mr. 
Leek,  1449,  1452,  1453,  1457 

Vaccination  Prosecutions,  1247 

Wales 
Cemetery  Consecration  in  Cardiganshire, 

1252 
Colliery  Explosion— Mr.  Boskill,  176 
Halkyn  Mountain  Quarries,  160 
Trade  Dispute  and  the  Police,  23, 177,  381 
Wyndham  Colliery,  1391 


Attorney  General — Sir  J.  Rigby 


Austin,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick,  W, 

Newcastle  West  Board  of  Guardians,  24 


Australasia 

Mails  and  the  United  StateR  Biots;  Q.   Mr. 

Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  19,;364 
Naval  Service^BiscotUenty  Q.  Mr.  Gourley  ; 

k. ^\x  \I. Kay-Shuttleworth  July  30, 1268 
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Baden-Powell,    Sir     G.,    Liverpool^  \  Banbury,  Mr.  F.  6.,  CamberwelU  Peak- 


Kirkdale 

Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  170, 1264 
Business  of  the  House,  288 

Dominica— Sir  K.  Hamilton's  Report,  165, 
1574 

Government  Dockyards,  Wages  in,  1264 

India— Military  and  Orphan  Funds,  1899 

Passengers  from  Foreign  Steamers  at 
Queenstown,  165 

Solent  Explosion,  1265 

Baldwin,  Mr.  A.,   Worcester,  Bewdley 

Borough  Mayors  and  the  County  Bench — 
Chairmen  of  District  Councils,  1003 

Balfour^  Jabez — Extradition  of,  ^c, 

Q.  Sir  B.  Ashmead-Bartlett  ;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  July  17,  179  ;  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ; 
A.  Sir  E.  Grey  JtUy  20,  653;  Q.  Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Aug  2, 
1685 

Balfour,    Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1608, 
1614,  1618,  1625,  1627,  1630,  1642,  1645. 
1649 

Business  of  the  House  (Ministerial  State- 
ment), Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  409,  410 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  1176,  1186,  1187 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A,  J. ^Manckestevy 
E. 

Business  of  the  House,  282,  289,  488,  673 
Ministerial       Statement,       Motion       for 

Adjournment   of  the    House,    398,  415, 

418,  421 
Proce^iure  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland) 

Bill,  Res.,  1411,  1415,  1417,  1419,  1420, 

1427,  1429,  1434,  1437,  1443 
Suspension  of  the  Twelve  o*Clock  Rule, 

563 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  763,  765,  766,  768,  770,  771,  772,  773, 
774.  783  ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1045, 1064, 1067, 1069, 
1070,  1087,  1088,  1091,  1094,  1095,  1154, 
1159,  1162,  1168,  1178,  1204,  1205,  1213, 
1214,  1216 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  55,  57,  59,  61,  73  ;  3R.,  254 

BALFOUR,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Clackmannan,  SfC. 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1613, 
1623,  1626,  1626,  1640,  1643,  1647,  1652, 
1659 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  103 

Insanitary  Dwellings,* Sutherlandshire,  1255 

Loch  Tarbert  Fisheries,  1262 

Salmon  Fishing  Prosecutions  at  Oban,  1262 

Tiree  Crofters — Erection  of  a  March  Dyke, 
359 


ham 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1608, 

1610,  1615,  1626,  1645 

Equalisation  of  Rates  ((London)  Bill,  2B., 
856,  860 

Barrow,  Mr.  R.  V.,  Southwark,  Ber^ 
mondsey 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2B., 
852,  856 

Barry,  Mr.  A.  H.  Smith-,  Hunts,  S. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  638,  640  ;  Com.,  cL  1, 1051 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  N. 

Army  Estimates 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans,  318, 
324 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1608, 

1611,  1614,   1619,  1622,   1624,  1627,  1631, 
1637,  1645,  1665 

Business  of  the  House,  1145,  1556 
Ministerial    Statement — Motion    for  Ad- 
journment of  the  House,  414 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  1121 

Education  Department—"  Warned  "  Schools, 

1139 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,2R.,  832, 

845,  846,  856,  860,  871,  937 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill> 

Com.,  cl,  1,  1498 
Explosives — Shipping  of  at  Plymouth,  547 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  36,  57,  67,  108,  112, 113 
Ireland  —  Occupying    Tenants    and    Death 

Duties,  30 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  Re-com.,  784,  785 

Savings  Banks  (Societies)  Bill,  Withdrawal, 
115 

Supply 
Civil  List  Pensions — Professor  Rhys- Davids, 

1291,  1294,  1296 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1284 
South  Kensington  Museum  Attendants  and 

Messengers,  1298 

Telegraphs— Mistakes  in  Transmission,  16 
West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  362,  363 

Barton,  Mr.  D.  P.,  Armagh,  Mid. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  672,  574,  579,  580 ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1068, 
1074,  1083,  1084,  1101,  1103,  1170,  1180, 
1215 

Ireland 
Carlow  Lunatic  Asylum,  1401 
Mungret  Eviction,  1401 


Bayley,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Camherwell,  N. 
Coldbatli  Ftelds^J&CTaai  Oi^^st  Qi«is»>\55»?l. 
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Bbach,  Right  Hod.  Sir  M.  H.,  Bristol,  \  Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  a884)  Ameui- 


Bristol  Tramways  Bill,  Con.,  999 

Business  of  the  House— Ministerial  State- 
ment, Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  386,  890,  393,  394 

Commercial  Treaties,  552 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  40,  41,  46,  49,  78,  82,  97, 
108 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  2R.,  543,  545 

Bail\^y  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  1019 

BeauforVg,  Duke  of.  Tenants 

Q.  Mr.  Saunders  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  26, 
1018 

Behring  Sea  Arbitration,  Cost  of 
Q.  Mr.  Cremer  ;   A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  2,  1572 

Belgium 

Commercial  Treaties,  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Sir  M. 
H.  Beach  ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  20,  552  ; 
Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  30, 1238 

Benn,   Mr.     J.    W.,    Tower   Hamlets, 

St,  Georg€*s 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
870,  877,  878,  902 

Bethell,    Commander  G.     R.,     York, 
E,R,y  Holderness 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  50,  57 

Supply 
Anglo- Belgian  Agreement,  1310,  1314 
Civil  Servants  and  Civic  Officers,  1304 

Betterment —  Town  Improvements 
Select  Com.  Report  July  19,  336 

BiGwooD,    Mr.   J.,    Middlesex,   Brent- 
ford 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  105,  107 

Billingsgate  Tolls 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  27, 1133 


BiLLsox,  Mr.  A.,  Devon,  Barnstaple 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,   1631, 
1658 


BiRKMYRE,  Mr.  W.,  Ayr,  <^c, 

Scotland 
Campbeltown    Loch — Proposed    Hatchery, 

665 
Secondary  Education  in  Ayrshire,  25,  366 

BiRRELL,  Mr.  A.,  Fife,   W. 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  248 


\ 


ment  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Board  of  Agriculture  (see  Agriculture) 

Board  of  Trade  (see  Trade) 
Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill 

I,  Com. ;    Reported,  and  Re-com.  to  Standing: 
Com.  July  23,  655 
Reported  July  24,  790 
Amendts.  reported  July  26,  998 
Read  3',  and  passed  July  30, 1221 

Bodkin,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Roscommon^  N. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  618 

Ireland 
Malicious  Burning  in  Gal  way,  1126 
Monitorial  System,  1018 
Poor  Rate  Arrears  in  Roficommon  UnioB, 

667 
School  Books,  1017,  1130 

Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St,  Pancras,  N. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.>- 
892,  897,  902,  905 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  240 

Boroagh  Funds  Act  (1872)  Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  Read  1«  July  26,  952 

BoscAWEN,   Mr.  A.  S.  T.  Griffith-* 
Kent,  Tunbridge 

Bamley-in-the- Willows  National  School,  65& 

Hever  Schools,  656 

Post  Office  Envelopes,  1252 

Wales 
Cemetery  Consecration  in  Cardiganshire^ 

1251 
Rhuddlan  School,  St.  Asaph,  1252 

BouLNOis,  Mr.  E.,  Marylehone,  E. 

Equalisation  of   Rates   (London)   Bill,   2R.y 
829,  832,  835 

BousFiELD,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Hackney,  N. 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  75,  94,  98 


Bowles,    Captain    H.    F.,    Middlesex^ 

Enfield 

Army  Estimates 

Waltham    Abbey    Powder    Factory    Ex- 
"^\o%\wv* — V^Tv?\QW9.,  329 
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Bowles,  Mr.  T.  G.,  Lynn  Regis 
Agriculture,  Journal  for,  379 

Army  Estimates 
Colonel  M'Clintock,  316 
Drawing  Pensions  at  Post  Offices,  324 
Duke  of  Cambridge,  303,  306 

Commercial  Treaties,  1239 
Cycles,  Registration  of,  1263 
Cycling  Regulations,  796 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  37,  38,  43,  60,  53,  61,  62, 
66,  73,  81,  84  ;  3R.,  189,  193 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  167 

Government   Newspaper    Publications,    796, 
806 

Gunners'  Pay  in  the  Navy,  1246 

Sombrero  Island  Lights,  1261 

Supply 

Dockyard    Employes    and     District    and 

Parish  Councils,  1302 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1285 


Brazilian  Civil  War 

Exploskni  at  Rh^Compenmtion  for  Death 
of  British  Officers,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  30,  1271 


Brentwood  School  Scandal 

Q.    Major    Rasch  ;     A.     Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 
July  21,  1121 

Bristol  Tramways  Bill 

e.  As  amende  1,  Con.  July  26,  998 

British   Mnseum   (Parchase   of  Land) 
BiU 

c,  Read2®  y^M/y  17,273 
Con.  in  Com.  July  19,  486 
Read  3*^.  and  passed  July  20,  644 
.  Read  VJuly  23,656 
Read  2*  Jidy  31,  1366 
Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Aug  2,  1558 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  John,  Surrey^ 
Guildford 

Army  E-timates 

Colonel  M-Clintock.  315 

Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans,  324 

Pensions,  &c.,  318,  321 

War  Office,  Salaries,  &c.,294,  301,  302,  306 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1048,  1049,  1078,  1177 

Finance  Bill,  Cod.,  87,  88,  89, 90 


Brook  FIELD,   Colonel  A.  M.,    Sussex^ 
Rye 

Birr  Military  Scandal,  801 


BRYCE,  Right  Hon.  J.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade),  Aberdeen^  S. 

Access  to  Mountains  (^Scotland)  Bill,  Motion 
for  Leave,  274 

A<lvertisement8,    Pictorial — Importation    of, 
548 

Billingsgate  Tolls,  1134 

Bristol  Tramways  Bill,  Con.,  1000 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(No.  4)  Bill,  Con.,  1372 

Conciliation  Bills,  381 

Derelicts,  Floating,  174,  175,  551,  668,  1668 

Foreign  Prison-Made  Brushes,  1240 

Great  Western  and  Midland   Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  2R.,  544,  545 

Ireland 
Cattle  Traffic  and  Railway  Companies,  798 
Lights  Board  Contracts  and  Trades  Union 
Wages,  370,  1404,  1583 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  950,  1361, 
1362 

Provident  Association  of  London,  368 

Queenstown  —  Passengers     from     Foreign 
Steamers,  165 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  1019, 1585  ; 
Con.,  1660 

Railways 
Accidents— Departmental  Report,  17 
Hours  of  Labour — Great  Eastern  Railway, 

170 
Preferences  to  Traders,  170 

Scotland 
Coal  Strike,  1016 

Fort  William  Railway  Station,  1253 
Forth  at  Cruickness — Pollution,  1570 
Railway  Hours  of  Labour,  792 

Spirits,  Imported,  793 

Start  Point  Fog  Horn,  26 

Tower  Bridge,  Return.  805 

Training  Boys  for  Sea,  1000 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill, 
Con.,  1378 

Tramways  Onlers  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill 
Con.,  1383 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Aberdeenshire^  E. 

Inebriates  Retreat  at  Walsall,  1256 


BtJOKNiLL,  Mr.  T.  T.,   Surrey,  Epsom 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  599,  601  ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1079,  1080,  1206 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  1362 

Voluntary  School  Fee  Grant,  1560 

Building  Bye- Laws  in  the  Metropolis 

Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  30, 
1256 


Bnilding  Societies  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

0,  As  amended,  Con.,  Aug  2, 1606 
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Building  Societies  (No,  2)  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  Jackson  ;  A.  Mr.  T.  E.  Sllis  July  18, 
330 


Building  Societies^  Return 

Q.  Mr.  Jackson ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  Aug  % 
1582 


BURDETT-COUTTS,  Mr.     W.    L.   A.   B., 
Westminster 

Equalisation  of  Rates    (London)  Bill,  2R., 
918 


Burgh    Police   (Scotlaud)   Act,    1892i 
Amendment  Bill 

U  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Burial  Grounds 

Cemetery  Consecration  in  Cardiganshire^  Q. 
Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
J%ay  30,  1251 

Cemetery  Fees  at  Dalton»in'FurnesSy  Q. 
Mr.  C.  Williams  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  31, 
1387 

Burns,  Mr.  John,  Batter  sea 

Lead  Poisoning— Death  at  Greenwich  Work- 
house, 1023 

St.  James's  Park,  330 

Supply — Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors — Mr. 
Leek,  1459,  1460 

West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  361 

Business    of   the    House     (see     under 
Parliament) 

Butcher,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Vork 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  34,  42,  46,  54,  80,  98 

BUXTON,  Mr.  S.  C.  (Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the   Colonies),    Tower 

Hamlets,  Poplar 

Africa 
Cape  Customs  Duties,  811 
Sir  Francis  Scott's  Expedition,  793 
South  African  Convention,  797 
Swaziland,  668 

Transvaal 

Commandeering,  813 

Franchise  Denial  to  Foreign  Residents, 

1574 
Restricting  Rights  of  Public  Meetings, 
380,  804,  1020 

Chino-Japanese  Affairs,  1145 

Cyprus — Administration,  1260 

Dominica — Sir  Robert  Hamilton's  Report, 
166,  1575 

Fiji,  Taxation  in,  795 

Malta  Harbour,  Sanitary  Condition  of,  168 
New  South  Wales— Dibbs  Ministry,  1407         \ 

\cont. 


Buxton,  Mr.  S.  C^cont, 

New  Zealand  Fiscal  Policy,  367 
Ottawa  Conference  Report,  382,  794,  811 
Prize  Courts  Bill,  2R.,  951,  1105 
Straits  Settlements— Military  Contributions, 
1118 

Supply 
Cyprus— Dr.  Grigsby,  1491,  1492 
Matabelelandand  Mashonaland  Settlement, 

1485 
Transvaal — British  Subjects  in,  &c.,  1467, 

1472,  1474,  1475,  1476,  1477 

Tobago,  Revenue  of,  807 

Byles,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Vork,  W.R.,  Shipley 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1609 
1615,  1618,  1627,  1633,  1634,  1636,  1655i 
1659 

Business  of  the  House,  288 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill 
2R.,  606,  640 

Supply— Professor  Rhys-Davids,  1293 

Byrne,  Mr.  E.   W.,  Essex,   fValtham- 
stow 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  80,  86,  96,  102 

Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford,  E, 
De  Freyne  Estate,  561 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Lanark,  Mid 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Re-com., 
1106 

Lanarkshire  Colliery  Accident,  23,  1014 

Caledoniafi  Caiial 

Paper  pres.  ;  to  be  printed  July  20,  644 

CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,   Right 

Hon.    H.  (Secretary    of    State    for 

War),  Stirling,  SfC, 

Army  Estimates 

Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  Hospitals,  317 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans,  321 
Drawing  Pensions  at  Post  Offices,  323,  324 
Duke  of  Cambridge,  303,  306,  307 
Retired  Pay,  Half  Pay,  &c.,  308 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory — Colonel 

M'Clintock,  811,  312,  314,  315 
War  Office,  Salaries,  &c.,  291,  293,  299,  301, 
305,  306,  307 

Brighton  Barracks,  1007 

Chelsea  Hospital  Funds,  671 

Colonel   Mitchell's  Claim  against  the   War 
Office,  158 

Commissions,  30 

Foreign  Military  Service,  803 

Gymnastic  Instructors,  066 

Ireland 

Birr  Barrack  Scandal.  801 
"^VcNiTxvQwd  V\\SAri^  1009 
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Gampbell-Bankbbman,  Right  Hon.  U.—oont,  T  Canal    Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 


Medical  Staff,  1408 

Reserve  and  Discharged  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment of,  29 

Rifle  Ranges 
Staines,  1394 
Wimbledon,  1564 

Sierra  Leone,  Defence  of,  1002 

Straits  Settlements — Military  ContribntlQns, 
1016 

Waltham  Abbey  Explosions,  Report,  1568 

Workshops,  Soldiers',  1393 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Betterment  —  Town    Improvements,  Select 
Com.  Report,  342 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  Com.,  1113, 1114 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.,  655 

Canada 

Cattle  Importation,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  A. 
Mr.  Gardner  July  19,  366 
(References    to,    in     Debate    on    Supply, 
July  30, 1357,  &c.) 

Ottawa  Conference 
Pacific  Cable  Rovie,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr. 

A.*^  Morley  July  19,  363 
Report ,  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Mr.  J.  Lowther, 

Mr.    W.    Johnston ;     As.     Mr.    Buxton 

July  19,  382;    Q.  Mr.  Hogan;    A.  Mr. 

Buxton  July  24,  794;    Q.   Colonel   H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Baxton  July  24|  811 


Canal  Rates^  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills — Joint  Com- 
mil  tee 

Com  mUsioner  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland — 

Leave  to  Appeal  July  17,  276 
Report,  July  23,  785 

Canal   ToUs  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  Bills 

(No.  1) 

o.  Reported  July  23,  785 
As  amended.  Con.  July  26,  1 106 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  1218 

L  Read  1*  July  30,  1237 

(No.  2) 
c.  Reported  July  23,  785 

As  amended,  Con.  July  26,  1107 

Read  S*",  and  passed  July  27,  1218 
/.Read  l^July  30,  1237 

(No.  3) 

c.  Reported  July  23,  785 
As  amended.  Con.  July  26, 1107 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  27, 1218 

/.  Read  1*  July  SO,  1237 

I  oont. 


Bills — cont. 

(Bo.  4) 

e.  Reported  July  23,  786 

As  amended.  Con,  July  31, 1368, 1369 

Read  3^  and  passed  Aug  1,  1554 
/.  Read  1*  Aug  2, 1558 

(Ho.  5) 

0,  Reported  July  23,  786 

As  amended.  Con.  July  26,  1107 
Read  3«,  and  passed  July  27,  1218 

1,  Read  1*  July  30,  1237 

(Ho.  6) 

0.  Reported  July  23,  786 
(Ho.  7) 

0.  Reported  July  28,  786 

As  amended.  Con.  JtUy  26, 1107 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  1219 

1.  Eeadl^  July  30,  1237 

(Ho.  8) 

c.  Reported  July  23,  786 
As  amended,  Con.  July  26, 1107 
Read  S®,  and  passed  July  27,  1219 

I.  Read  1*  July  30,  1237 

(Ho.  9) 

c.  Reported  July  23,  787 

(Ho.  10) 

0.  Reported  July  23,  787 

As  amended.  Con.  July  26, 1107 
Read  3«,  and  passed  July  27,  1219 

1.  Read  1*  July  30,  1237 

(Ho.  11) 

c.  Reported  July  23,  787 
As   amended,   Con. ;    Read  3°,  and    passed 
Aug  2,  1664 
I.  Read  1'  Aug  2, 1558 

(Ho.  12) 

0,  Reported  July  23,  787 

As  amended.  Con.  July  26,  1107 
Read  3°,  and  passed  July  27,  1219 

1,  Read  1*  July  30,  1238 

Cape  {see  under  Africa) 

Cape  Andrea  Lights 

Q.  Admiral  Field ;   A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  30, 
1260 

Carmarthen,   Marquess   of,    Lambeth, 

Brixton 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  423 


Oar] 


Carson,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  University 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1624, 
1646,  1649,  1653,  1654,  1655,  1660 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill* 
2R.,  460,  461,  462.  463,  464,  465,  467,  468. 
480,  569,  725  ;  Com.,  cL  1,  1036,  1059, 1064, 
1066.  1080,  1082,  1086,  1148,  1165,  1166, 
1174,  1175,  1191 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  46 

Ireland 
Evicted  Farms,  18 
Land-Grabbing    Denunciations — Limerick, 

670 
Quit-Rents,  659 

Cattle  (see  under  Agriculture) 

Cayzer,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Barrow-in-Furness 

Swaziland,  668 

Cemeteries  (see  under  Burial  Grounds) 

Chamberlain,   Mr.   J.   A.,   Worcester- 
shire^ E, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill» 
Com.,  1182,  1184 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 
ham^  W, 

Business  of  the  House,  284 
Ministerial    Statement,    Motion    for    Ad- 
journment of  the  House,  399, 400, 401, 402 
Procedure  —  Evicted    Tenants    (Ireland) 
Arbitration  Bill,  Res ,  1422,  1426,  1429 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  674,  676  ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1037,  1090,  1092, 
1008,  1096,  1098.  1099,  1151.  1152,  1166, 
1167,  1192,  1208,  1211,  1212,  1216,  1217 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  1383 

West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  862 

Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny^  S. 

Ireland — Erasmus  Smith's  Endowment,  661 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  596 

Kettering  Charities,  802 

Ijambeth  School  Accommodation,  1001 

Railway  Accidents — Board  of  Tra<le  Report, 
17 

St.  Augustine's  Boys'  School,  Kilburn,  25 

Vaccination  Prosecutions,  1247 

Westminster  School  Accommodation,  1000 

Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincohishire^ 
Sleaford 

Business  of  the  House,  1271 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill* 
2R..  628,  630,  631,  633,  634.  635,  636 

Supply 
Canmlian  Cattle  Importation,  1357 
r«b3rciiIosfs  Commission  Report,  54^ 
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Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bil^ 

0.  Read  2<>  July  25,  951 

Con.  in  Com.  ;    Reported  ;    Read    8**,    and 
passed  Aug  1,  1554 


CHABITT  COMMISSION 

Parliamentary  Charity  Commissioner — Mr. 
F.  S.  Stkvknbon 

Kettering  Charities^  Q.  Mr.  Channing;  A. 
Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  July  24,  802 

St,  Xatherine's  Hotpital^  Regenfs  Park,  Q. 
Mr.  Cremer  ;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  2, 
1571 

Charity  Commission 
Select  Com.,  Report  July  16,  116 

Chelmsford,  Lord 
Uniforms  Bill,  2R.,  1365,  1366 

Chelsea  Hospital 

(See  under  Army) 

» 

Chesnet,  General  Sir  G.  T.,  Oxford 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  222 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of 
Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  2R.,  789 

Children,      Cruelty    to — Sentence     on 

Elizabeth  Saunders 

Q.  Mr.  P.  Williams ;  A.  Sir  J.  Rigby  July  27, 
1 142  ;  Q.  Mr.  P.  Williams  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
July  31,  1398 

CMmney  Sweepers  Bill 

I.  Order  for  2R.  July  17,  158 
Read  2*  July  24,  789 
Com.  July  27,  1113 
Reported,  &c.,  July  31,  1367 
Amendts.  reported  Aug  2,  1557 

China 

China- Japaneiit'  Affairs,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  26,  1027  ; 
Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  July  27,  1145 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply, 
July  30,  1350,  &c.) 

Opium — Exported  from  ludiu^  Q.  Mr.  J.  B. 
Ellis ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  16,  13 

Upper  Burmah  —  Anglo-ChiiWM  Conven- 
ti^m,  Q.  Mr.  Curzon ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
JulyU,  167 

Cholera  Precautions 

Q.  Mr.  Heneage ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw  -  Lefevre 
July  17,  175 


Church  in  Wales  (see  Wales) 
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ChuToh  Patronage  Bill 

e.  As  amended,  Con. ;  R.P.  JtUy  18,  330 

Ct/y  Rate 

Q.    Mr.    A.    Gibbs ;   A.    Mr.   Shaw-Lefevre 
Au^  2,  1570 

Civil  List  Pensions 

Professor  Rhys^D.zvids—B.eteTencea  to,  in 
Debate  on  Supply,  July  30,  1291,  &c. 

Civil  Service 

District  and  Parish  6'ow;ir«Zrf— References  to, 
in  Debate  on  Supply,  July  30,  1299,  &c. 

General  Register  Office,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple  ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  26,  1012 

War  Office^Second  Division  Clerks— Refer- 
ences to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates, 
July  18,  289,  &c. 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 

Com.,  cL  1,  1068,  1534  ;  cl.  3,   1542,  1543, 

1544;  cl.  4,   1652,  1586,  1592;  cL  6,  1595, 

1596  ;  New  els.,  1603,  1604 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Scotland— Dunne t  School  Board,  J1558 

Clarke,  Sir  E.,  Plymouth 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1648. 
1653 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  1362 

Clayton- Bulwer  Treaty 

Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Sir  E.  Harland  ; 
As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  16,  15 

Closure  of  Debate  {Standing  Order  25) 

Return  ordered  J?/7y  26,  1108 

Olough,  Mr.  W.  O.,  Portsmouth 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1608, 
1612 


Coal  Mines  (see  under  Mines) 
Ck)al  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill 

I.  Com. ;  Reported,  and   Re-com.   to    Standing 
Com.  July  16,  3 

Reported  July  17,  157 

Read  3',  and  passed  July  23,  655 

c.  Real  l*>Jw/y31,1493 

2R.,  Debate  afijoumed  Aug  2,  1662 

Cobb,    Mr.    H.     P.,     Warwick,    S.E., 
Rugby 

Agriculture,  Journal  for,  378 


Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Islington,  E, 

Army  Estimates 
War  Office— Second  Division  Clerks,  289 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
880 

Indian  Four  Per  Cent.  Rupee  Loan  Conver- 
sion, 1584 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  8 

Coldbath  Fields   Money    Order    Office 
(see  under  Post  Office) 

CoLLiNGS,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham, 
Bordesley 

Provident  Association  of  London,  367 

Colonial  Probates  Act,  1892 
Copy  pres.  July  24,  896 

COLONIES 

Secretary  of  State — Marquess  of  RiPON 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  S.  BuxTON 

Commercial  Treaties^  Qs.  Sir  A.  RoUit,  Sir  M. 
H.  Beach  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  20,  552  ; 
Qs.  Sir  A.  RoUit,  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  30,  1288 

Penny  Postage,  Qs.  Captain  Sinclair,  Mr. 
Heaton  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  31,  1397 

{See  also  under  names  of  Colonies) 


Combe,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Surrey,  Chertsey 

Roscommon  County  School  Accommodation! 
557 


Com/nercial  Treaties 

Qs.  Sir  A.  RoUit,  Sir  M.  H.  Beach ;  As.  Sir 
E.  Grey  July  20,  552  ;  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollitr 
Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  G.  Bowles;  As. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  30,  1238 

Commissioners  of  Works  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Committee  of  Council  on  Education  (see 
Education) 

Conciliation  Bills 

Q.  Sir  A.  RoUit ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  19,  381 

Congo  Treaty  (see  under  Africa) 
Consolidated  Fond  (No.  3)  Bill 

e.  Read  V  July  24,  896 

Read2<»J'i/Zy  26,  1107 

Con.  in  Com.  July  27,  1220 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  SO,  1364 

I,  Read  1' ;  Read  2* ;  Com.  negatived  ;  Read  3> 
and  passed  July  30,  1236 

Royal  Assent  July  31 
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Contagioiu    Diseases    (Animals)    Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  July  18,  330 

Contempt  of  Court  Bill 

0.  Intro.,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Read  1®  July  17,  275 

Convention  of  Eoyal  Burghs  (Scotland) 
Act  (1879)  Amendment  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  P.  Smith ;  Read  1*  July  27,  1220 

CoNYBEARE,   Mr.   C.   A.  V.,  Comwall , 

Camborne 

British  Museum  (Purchase  of  I<and)  Bill, 
Com.,  486 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  1361 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  2R., 
1662,  1663 

Supply— African  AfEalrs,  1332,  1486 

Cooke,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Hereford 

Ashperton  and  Canon  Ffrome  National 
Schools,    1129 

Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill 

1,  Reported  July  20,  636 
Com.  July  26,  997 
Amendts.  reported  July  27,  1116 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  30,  1236 

c.  Read  1®  Aug  1,  1654 

COREA 

CliliW' Japanese  Affairs,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  30, 1263  ;  Qs. 
Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Webster  ;  As. 
Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  2,  1573 

(References  to.  in  Debate  on  Supply,  July  30, 
1350,  &c.) 

"  Costa  Rica  Packet " 

Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  20,  547 

Cotton  Trade  (Forty-Eight  Hours)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18,  332 

County  Council 

Building  Bye-lawst  in  the  Metropolis,  Q.  Mr. 
Weir;  A.Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  30,  1256 

Ilampatead — Tfouse  Coni<truHi4)n,  Q.  Mr. 
Weir ;  A.  Mr.  zisquith  July  30.  1254 

County   Councillors    (Qualification    of 
Women)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  19,  48^ 

Courtney,  Right  Hou.  L.  H.,  Cornwall, 
Bodmin 

Business  of  the  House — Procedure  on  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  1430 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill 
Com.,  rl.  6,  1595 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  35,  45  \ 


Cowes  Trinity  Htmse  Employes — Solent 
Explosion 

Q.   Sir  G.   Baden-Powell ;    A.   Mr.  Asquith 
July  30,  1265 

CowPER,  Earl 
Aliens  Bill,  2R.,  144,  146,  156 


Cozens-Hardt,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Norfolk^  iV. 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2B.* 
951 


Cranborne,  Viscount,  Rochester 

Cleckheaton  Schools,  19, 1137 
Darwen  Trinity  Infants*  School,  1267 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill* 
Ck)m.,  cl,  1,  1069, 1183 

Grants    to    Public    Elementary    Schools^ 
"  Warned  "  Schools,  1138 

Prize  Courts  Bill,  2R.,  1105 

Cremer,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditchy  ffayyer- 
ston 

Behring  Sea  Arbitration,  Cost  of,  1672 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1613, 
1643,  1644,  1653 

St.  Katherine's  Hospital,  1571 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 

r.  2R.  deferred  July  30, 1361  ;  Aug  1,  1553 

Crojters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 
Obs.  Dr.  Macgregor  July  30,  1364 

Ckosfield,  Mr.  W.,  Lincohi 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1641 
London  Parks — Sand  Heaps,  1405 
Salem — Criminal  Appeals,  13 

Cross,  Viscount 

Indian  Cotton  Duties,  512,  513 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  3R.,  790 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

r.  Intro..  Sir  J.T.  Hibbert ;  Ueiid  P  July  17,276 
Reportetl  from  Select  Com.  Avg  1,  1554 

CuRZON,    Hon.     G.    N.,      Lancashire^ 

Southport 

Siam — B'rench  Occupation  at  Chantabun,  166 

Supply — B'oreign  Affairs,  1343 

Upper  Burmah — Anglo-Chinese  Convention, 
167 

CUSTOMS,    EXCISE,    AND    INLANB 
REVENUE 

BerwieliAhire  Inland  Itevenue  Business ,   Q. 
Mr.  Jacks :   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  31, 
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CUSTOMS,     EXCISE,     AND     INLAND 
REVENUE-'Qaxit. 

Cugtoms  Outpart  Clerltt^  Q.  Mr.  S.  Wallace  ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  16,  20 

Dog  LiceTice  Prosecutions  in  Scotland  (see 
under  title  Scotland) 

Ineotne  Tax  and  the  Assessment  Tithe  Act, 
Q.  Mr.  FarquhaiBon  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
July  17, 177 

Inland  Revenue  Officers,  Complaints  against, 
Q.  Mr.  Tally ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  16, 
31 

Stamp  Dvty,  Compounding  for,  Qs.  Mr, 
T.  M.  Healy ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  19, 
383;,/ttZy27, 1143 

Cycles 

Registration  of.  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  ♦Mr. 

Asquith  July  30, 1263 
ReguhUians,    Q.    Mr.    G.  Bowles;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  July  24,  796 

Cyprus 

Administration,  Q.  Admiral  Field ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  July  30,  1259 

Cape  Andrea  Lights,  Qs.  Admiral  Field,  Mr. 
G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce  July  30,  1260 

Dr.  Grigshy — References  to,  in  Debate  on 
Supply,  July  31, 1490,  &c. 


Dane,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fermanagh^  N, 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1650, 
1659 

Ireland—Beleek  Floods,  1578 


Darling,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 

Anarchist  Placards,  562 

Business  of  the  House,  287 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1497 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  64,  109,  110 

Darwin,  Major  L.,  Staffbrdshirey  Lich- 

field 

Army  Estimates — War  Office  Salaries.  293, 
297 

Davenport,    Mr.     W.     B.,     Cheshire^ 
Macclesfield 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  Bill,  385 

Denman,  Lord 
Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  2R.,  535 

Derelicts 
Q.  Mr.  Maodona  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  17,  174 
Committee' »  Report,  Q.  Mr.  Macdona  ;  A.  Mr. 
Bryce  Aug  2,  1568 

Flamhorough  Head,   Q.  Mr.  Macdona;    A. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  23,  668 


Devonshire,  Duke  of 

Aliens  Bill,  2B.,  151 
Finance  Bill,  2B.,  956 

Diamond,  Mr.  C,  MonaghaUy  N. 
Kensington  Local  Examinations,  550 

DiLKE,   Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.,  Glow 
cester,  Forest  of  Dean 

Anglo>Belg^an  Agreement — Correspondence, 
378 

Business  of  the  House,  282,  283,  286 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.y 
912,  938,  939 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  2R.,  538,  540,  545 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  12, 
13 

Sierra  Leone,  Defence  of,  1002 

South  African  Convention,  797 

West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  362 


Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  740,  744,  746,  748,  752,  753 ;  Com., 
cl.  1,  1043,  1181,  1182,  1184,  1186,  1517, 
1523  ;  cl.  3,  1544 

Ireland 
De  Freyne  Estate,  559 
Evictions  in  County  Sligo— Case  of  Mul- 
larkey,  1576 


Diplomatic  Service 

Appoi/Um^fit  of  Sir  M.  Durand — References 
to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  July  30,  1340,  &c. 

Disraeli,   Mr.    C.    R.,    Cheshire,  AU 

trincham 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  744 

District  aiid  Parish  Councils 

Borough    Mayors   and  the  County  Bench, 

Q.   Sir.  Baldwin;    A.    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 

July  26,  1003 
Civil  Servants — References  to,  in  Debate  on 

Supply,  July  30,  1298,  &c. 
Elections — Local  Government  Board  Rulesi 

Q.  Mr.    Jeffreys ;    A.    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 

July  24,  797 
Rural  ParUhes^Meetings,  Q.  Mr.  Heneage  j 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  17,  172 


Divisions  of  the  House 
Return  ordered  July  31,  1496 

Dixon,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham^  Edgbaston 

New  Zealand— Fiscal  Policy,  366 
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DoDD,  Mr.  C.  J.  S.,  Essexy  Maldan 

County  Magistrates,  178 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  460 ;  Com.,  1532,  1648 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  1019 

Dogs  BiU 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18, 330 

DOMIXICA 

Sir  B.  Hamilton's  Report,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  July  17,  165 ; 
Qs.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell,  Sir  T.  Esmonde, 
Mr.  O'DriscoU;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  Aug  2, 
1575 

DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J.  C,  Cork^  E. 

Kinsale  Harbour  Revenues,  163 

Naval  Contracts — Passage  Docks  Company, 
556 


DoRiNGTON,    Sir    J.     E.,     Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  2R.,  542 

Douglas,  Right  Hon.  A.  Akers,  KnU, 
St,  Augustine*s 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill,  1555 

DuNRAVEN,  Earl  of 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  2R.,  789  ;  Com., 
1113,  1114 

Finance  Bill,  2R.,  970 

Dynamite  at  Plymouth  (see  Explosives) 

East  India  {see  India) 

EDUCATION     DEFAETMENT  (ENGh 
LAND  AND  WALES) 

Lord  President — Earl  of  Rosebery 

Vice  President — Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Ac  land 

Anderhy  Clnin-h  School,  Lincolivihire,  Q. 
Mr.  Talbot  :  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  30,  1261 

Affhpcrtnn     and     Canon    F/romc     Xatloiuil 

Srliofils,     Q.     Mr.      R.      Cooke ;     A.      Mr. 

Acland  July  27,  1129 
liuniley'tu-th'-Willowji    yotionol  SchooK  Q. 

Mr.     (friffith-Boscaweii  ;     A.    Mr.    Acland 

July  2H,  ()5<> 

ClcckJicaton  Schools,  Qs.  Viscount  Craii borne  ; 
As.  Mr.  Acland  July  1«>,  19 ;  July  27, 
1137 

Darwen  Tr'niity  Infants'  School,  Q.  Vis- 
count Cranborne  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  30, 
1257 

Ferlienltam  National  School,  Q.  Mr.  Talbot ; 
A.  Mr.  AcJand  July  23,  661  y 

{cont. 


EDUCATION     DEPARTMENT      {ENG- 
LAND  4*  WALES)-<x>iit. 

OrafUs 
Public    Elementary    Schools — "  Warned" 

Schools,  Q.  Viscount  Cranborne ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  July  27,  1138 
Rural  Districts,  Q.  Mr.  Talbot;  A.   Mr. 

Acland  July  23,  660 

Hever  {Edenhridge^  Schools,  Q.  Mn  Griffith- 
Boscawen  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  23,  656 

Kensington  Local  Examinations,  Q.  Mr* 
Diamond  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  20,  550 

Lambeth  School  Accommodation,  Q.  Mr. 
Channing  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  26, 1001 

Lowestoft — Christ  Church  Infant  School,  Q8« 
Mr.  H.  Foster,  Mr.  MacNeill;  As.  Mr* 
Acland  July  27,  1131 ;  Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster; 
A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  2,  1580 

St,  Augustine's  Boys'  School,  Kilbum,  Q.  Mr- 
Channing ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  16,  25 

Voluntary  Schools 
Educatio-n  Department  Requirements,  Jj'C, 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  2, 
1580 
Fee    Chant,    Q.    Mr.    Bucknill;    A.    Mr. 
Acland  Aug  2,  1560 

Wales 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  Mr,  Acland,  Q. 

Mr.  Humphrejs-Owen ;  A.  Mr.  Acland 

Aug  2,  1575 
Grants  to  Public  Elementary  Schools,  Q. 

Viscount  Cranborne ;      A.    Mr.   Acland 

July  27,  1188 
Intermediate  Education  Scheme,  Denbigh* 

shire,    Q.    Mr.    H.    Roberts  ;    A.    Mr. 

Acland  J?^^y  27,  1136 
Rhuddlan     School,     St.    Asaph,    Q.    Mr. 

Griffith-Boscawen  ;     A.      Mr.      Acland 

July  30,  1262 

*'  Warned"  Schools,  Q.  Viscount  Cranborne  ; 
A.  Mr.  Acland  July  27,  1139 

West  mi  luster  School  Accommodation,  Q.  Mr. 
Channing  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  26,  1000 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion (London)  Bill 

c.  As  amended,  Con.  July  30,  1363 
Read  S^,  and  passed  July  31,  1493 

Egypt 

Sanitary  Condition  of,  Q.  Mr.  Seton-Karr  ; 
A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  23,  672 


Electric    Lighting   Provisional  Orders 
Bills 

(No.  3) 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  4) 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No-  5) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 
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Elementary  Education  Bill 

c.  2B.  further  adjoarned  July  16,  115 


Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  OBarry,  &o.) 
BiU 

e.  Read  2*  July  20,  644 
As  amended,  Con.  July  30,  1364 
Read  S",  and  passed  Jtdy  31,  1493 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Rush' 
cliffe 

Canadian  Cattle  Inquiry,  366 
Mines— Shot  Firing,  365 
Opium  Exported  to  China,  13 

ELLIS,  Mr.  T.  E.  (Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury),  Merioneth- 
shire 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  330 
Business  of  the  House,  1555,  1556 

Equalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill 

c,  2R. ;  Debate  adjourned  July  24,  813 
Read  2«  July  25,  897 

EsMONDE,  Sir  T.  a.,  Kerry,  W, 

Dominica — Sir  R.  Hamilton's  Report,  1575 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18,  331 

Everett,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge 

Business  of  the  House,  288 
Farm  Assessments  in  Suffolk,  802 
Finance  Bill,  3R.,  203,  208 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration 
BiU 

c,  2R.;  Debate  adjournetl  July  19,  433  \July  20, 
563 

Read  2«  July  23,  673 

Con.  in  Com.,  July  26,  1029 

Ch  1 ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  Hanbury's),  1032  ; 
DicUion ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Brodrick's), 
1050  ;  Dwisimi ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Han- 
bury's), 1062;  Negatived;  (Mr.  W. 
Kenny's),  1065  ;  Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  Bar- 
ton's), 1068;  Negatived;  (Mr.  Han- 
bury's), 1070  ;  Division  ;  Negatived  ; 
(Mr.  Barton's),  1085  ;  Division ;  Nega- 
tived ;  (Mr.  Barton's),  1103  ;  R.P. 

Debate  resumed  on  Mr.  Barton's  Amendt. 
July  27,  1146;  Divisiim;  Negatived; 
(Mr.  W.  Kenny's),  1156  ;  Divis^ion; 
Negatived  ;  (Viscount  Wolmer's),  1159  ; 
Division  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Barton's), 
1164  ;  Division  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr. 
Hanbury's),  1 174  ;  Division ;  Negatived ; 
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Evicted  Tenants  (^Irelcund)  Arbitration  BUU-^ 
cent. 


(Mr.  Barton's),  1181;  Division;  Nega- 
tived; (Mr.  Hanbury's),  1199  ;  Amendt. 
to  the  propose<l  Amendt. ;  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  1212  ;  Agreed  to;  Amendt. 
to  the  proposed  Amendt.  ;  (Mr.  Barton), 
1215  ;  Agreed  to ;  Division  on  Mr.  Han- 
bury's Amemlt ;  Negatived  ;  R.P. 

Debate  resumed  Aug  1,  1497  ;  Amendts. ; 
(Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1498;  Agreed  to; 
(Mr.  Sexton's),  1506;  Division]  Nega- 
tived; (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1533;  Agreed 
to;  (Sir  R.  T.  Reid's),  1535;  Agreed 
to ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CI,  2  ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  Sexton's),  1536 ; 
Withdrawn  ;  (Dr.  Kenny's),  1541  ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1541 ; 
Agreed  to 

CI.  3 ;  Amendts.  ;  (Sir  R.  T.  Reid's), 
1641 ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley's), 
1542 ;  Amendt.  to  the  pro])08ed  Amendt.  ; 
(Mr.  Clancy),  1542  ;  Division  ;  1545  ; 
Mr.  J.  Morley's  Amendt.  agreed  to ; 
(Mr.  Hayden's),  1546 ;  Withdrawn ; 
(Mr.  Sexton's),  1550  ;  Withdrawn  ; 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CL  4  ;  Amendts. ;  (Sir  R.  T.  Reid's),  1552  ; 
Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Clancy's),  1552  ;  R.P. 

Debate  resumed  Aug  2,  1586  ;  Mr. 
Clancy's  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  Amendts. ; 
(Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1586 ;  Agreed  to ; 
(Mr.  Clancy's),  1587  ;  Withdrawn ; 
(Mr.  Clancy's),  1592;  Division;  Nega- 
tived ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CI.  5  ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1594  ; 
Agreed  to ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed 
to 

CL  6  ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1594  ; 
Agreed  to;  (Dr.  Kenny's),  1595;  With- 
drawn ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CL  7  ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1597  ; 
Withdrawn  ;  Clause  agreed  to 

CL  8  ;  Amendts. ;  (Sir  A.  Hayter's),  1600 ; 
Title  amended ;  Clause,  as  amended, 
agreed  to 

New  Clauses;  (Sir  R.  T.  Reid's),  1600 
Amendt.  ;  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy's).  1601 
Withdrawn ;  Clause  agreed  to ;  (Mr 
Clancy's),  1603  ;  Withdrawn  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  J.  Morley's),  1605 ;  Agreed  to 
Bill  reported 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill 

Qs.  Sir  D.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  J.  Redmond  ;  As. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  27,  1144 

Evicted   Tenancies^  Q.   Mr.  Fisher  ;  A.    Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  31,  1403 

Procedure^  Res.  and   Debate  (Sir   W.   Har- 
court) July  31,  1409 

Evicted   Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration 
[^Guarantee  and  Expenses^ 

Com.  ;  R.P.  July  26,  1106 

Con.  in  Com.  July  27,  1220  ;  July  31,  1494 

Res.  reported  Aug  1,  1497 


Ivi] 
Eridenoe  in  Criminal  Caies  Bill 

U  Bead  2*  July  28, 646 


Explosives 

Shipping  of  at  Plymouth,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley  > 
A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July  20,  547 

Solent  Explosion,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ; 
A.  Mr.  Ajsquith  July  30, 1265 
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Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick's 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1646, 

1653, 1654,  1660 
Business  of  the  House,  284 
Great  Western  Bailway  (No.  1)  Bill,  Lords 

Amendts.  to  Commons  Amendts.,  791 


Factories   (see   under   Labour    Depart- 
ment) 

Faetoriet  and  Workshops  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18, 331 

Farm    Assessments     in     Sujffolk    (see 
under  Local  Government  Board) 

Farquharsox,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dorset^  TV, 

Pictorial  Advertisements,  Importation  of,  548 

Farrer,  Lord 
Finance  Bill,  2R.,  967 

Fatal    Accidents    Inqnirv    (Scotland) 
Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  July  18,  331 


Fbrgusson,  Right   Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man- 

Chester,  N.E. 

Army  Estimates — Duke  of  Cambridge,  305, 
306 

Indian  Troopships,  1572 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  1383 

Feus  and  Building  Leases  {Scotland) 

Select  Com.  Report  July  26,  1108 

Feversiiam,  Earl  of 
Finance  Bill,  2R.,  953 

Ffrench,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford,  S. 

New  Ross  Postal  Arrangements,  1013 
Wexford  Grand  Jury,  1564 

Field,    Admiral     E.,     Sussex,     East- 
bourne 

Cape  Andrea  Lights,  1261 
Cyprus  Administration,  1259 

Sui)ply 

British  East  Africa  Company,  1317,  1318 
Dockyaixl    Employes    and     District     and 

Parish  Councils,  1304 
Subsidised  Foreign  Steamers,  1484 


Ireland 
Bray  Harbour,  799 
Cattle  Transit  and    Railway  Companies, 

797 
Cholera  Precautions,  368 
Dublin  Sorting  Office,  1397 
Irish  Language  in  Schools,  358 
Land  Agents  as  Magistrates,  1390,  1562 
Lights  Board  Contracts,  370,  1403,  1583 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  369 

Mersey  Docks 
Cattle  Disease,  798 
Lairages,  372,  1011 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  Re-com.,  784 
Spirits,  Imported,  793 


Fiji 


Tarnation,  Q.  Mr.   Hogan; 
July  24,  794 


A.   Mr.  Buxton 


Finance  Bill 

c.  As  amended,  Considered 

(^Sixth  Ni^hty-July  16,  31  ;  Amendts. ;  (Sir 
J.  Lubbock's),  32 ;  Withdrawn ;  (Mr. 
Bartley's),  36  ;  Negatived  ;  (Sir  W.  Har- 
court's),  37 ;  Amendts.  to  the  proposed 
Ameudt.  (Mr.  G.  Bowles's),  38  ;  Nega- 
tived  ;  (Sir  J.  Lubbock's),  41 ;  Negativai  ; 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt's),  43 ;  Agreed  to  ; 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock's),  43  ;  Agreed  to ; 
(Mr.  Freeman-Mitford's),  44  ;  Negiitived  ; 
Amendt.  to  the  proposed  Amendt.  to  the 
proposed  Amendt.  (Mr.  Courtney's),  46  ; 
Words,  as  amended,  inserted  ;  Amendts. 
cinit.;  (Sir  W.  Harcourt's,  46  ;  Agreed  to  ; 
(Mr.Thornton'8),48;  DivhiAyn;  Negatived; 
(Mr.  G.  Bowles's),  50  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr. 
Butcher's),  54  ;  Negatived  ;  (Sir  M.  H. 
Beach's),  57  :  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Butcher's), 
57  ;  Divmum  ;  Negatived ;  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's),  66,  67  :  Agreed  to  ;  .  (Mr. 
Bartley's),  69  ;  Biruion  ;  Negatived  ; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  78  ;  Agreed  to ;  (Sir 
M.  H.  Beach's,  79  ;  Withdrawn  ;  (Mr.  R. 
T.  Reid's),  82,  83  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  G. 
Bowles's),  86  ;  Negatived ;  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's),  87  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Urodrick's), 
88 ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Bousfield's),  96  ; 
Negatived;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  96; 
Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Byrne's),  97  ;  Division  ; 
Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Boustield's),  98  ;  Nega- 
tived ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  101,  102; 
Agreed  to;  (Mr.  Bvrne's),  102;  Nega- 
tived ;  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour's),  103,  104  ; 
Agreed  to;  (Mr.  G.  Murray's),  104; 
Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  105 ; 
Agreed  to:  (Mr.  Bigwood's),  106:  With- 
dra^^^^  :  (Mr.  Round's),  107  :  Withdrawn  ; 
(Mr.  Darling's),  109 ;  Agreed  to ;  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt's),  113;  Agreed  to;  (Mr. 
Bart  ley's),  114  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's),  114  ;  Agreed  to 
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Finmnee  BUl^cont. 

Third  Beading 

July  17,  180 ;  DivUian ;  Ayes  283  ;  Noee 
263 ;  BiU  read  3^  and  passed,  273 

I.  Read  1*  July  19,  363 

Read  2*  July  26,  953 

Com. ;  Reported ;  Standing  Com.  negatived 
July  27,  1109 

Read  3%  and  passed  Jf%  30,  1222 

Royal  Assent  July  31 

Finance  Bill 

IrUh  Probate  Registry  Officials^  Q.  Mr. 
Thomas  Healy;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt 
July  24,  806 

Fisher,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 

Coopers'  Wages  at  Deptford,  1266 

Evicted  Tenancies  in  Ireland,  1403 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  733,  736,  737,  739 ;  Com.,  cU  1,  1057, 
1077,  1186,  1190 

FitzGerald,  Mr.  R.  U.  P.,  Cambridge 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  1361, 1362 

Flamhorough  Head — Derelicts 

Q.  Mr.  Macdona ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  23,  668 

Fi;ynn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork^  N. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1154,  1200 ;  el,  4,  1553 

Irish  Lights  Board  Contracts,  1584 
Kinsale  Harbour  Revenue,  164 
Lead-Poisoning^Death  at  Greenwich  Work- 
house, 1022 

Food  Products  Adulteration 

Select  Com.  Report  Aug  1, 1555 


FOBEIGN  AFFAIBS 

Secretary  of  State— Earl  of  Kimbebley 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Sir  B.  Gbey 

(See  under  names  of  Foreign  Countries) 

Foreign  and  Colonial  Heat  Gf  o.  2)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  31,  1494 

Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act 
Copy  pres.  July  24,  896 

Forestry  Education 

Q.  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis;    A.     Mr.   Gardner 
July  20,  561 

VOL.  XXVII,    [fourth  sbbies,] 


Foster,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Suffolk,  Lowestoft 

Billingsgate  Tolls,  1133 

Christ    Church    Infant    School,    Lowestoft, 

1131,  1580 
Finance  Bill,  3R.,  245 
National  Telephone  Company,  1134, 1395 
Supply — ^Voluntary  Schools,  1489 

Voluntary   Schools — Education  Department 
Requirements,  &c.,  1580 

FOSTER,  Sir  B.  W.  (Secretary,  Local 

Government  Board),   Derby,  Hkes' 

ton 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
860 

FOWLER,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Wolver^ 
hampton,  E. 

Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  812 

Bengal  Legislative  Council,  1 561 

Cotton]Goo<l8 — Import  Duties,  1141 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  215,  219,  221,  222 

Forest  Service  Department,  1400 

Four  Per  Cent.  Rupee  Loan  Conversion,  1684 

Home  Pensions,  Increase  in,  546 

Kine,  Slaughter  of,  1026 

Military  and  Orphan  Funds,  1399 

Military  Expenditure,  1021 

Mitchell,  Mr.,  Appointment  of,  549 

Opium 
Exports  to  China,  13 
Reports,  1130 

Public  Service  Commission,  1026 

Salem — Criminal  Appeals,  14 

Staff  Corps,  357 

Station  Hospitals — Savings,  1569 

Troopships,  1572 

Waziri  Expedition  Medal,  671 

France 

Congo  Free  State  (see  under  Afbiga— 
Anglo^Belglan  Agreement) 

Franco- Siamese  Question 

Q.  and  Obs.  Lord  Lamington,  Earl  of  Kim- 
berley  July  19,  333 

Occupation  at  Chantahun,  Qs.  Mr.  Curzony 
Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  17, 
166 

(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply ^  July  30, 
1348,  &c.) 

Freeman-Mitford,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Warwick, 
Stratford 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  43,  46 

Fbte,  Mr.  F.  C,  Kensington,  N, 
Richmond  PocVl^  Bta3zL!^\ii^^^^ 

4D 
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GARDNER,  Right  Hon.  H.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Essex^ 
Saffron  Walden 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  366 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Con.,  330 

Forestry  Education,  662 

Journal  for  Agriculture,  378 

Mersey  Docks 
Cattle  Diseases,  798 
Lairages,  372,  1011 

Supply — Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1490 

€hu(  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  D  Bill 

Z.  xwoyal  Assent  July  20 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

General  Register  Office 

Q.  Sir  R.  Temple;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
July  26,  1012 

Germany 

Commercial  Treaties^  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Sir 
M.  Hicks- Beach  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  20, 
552  ;  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Colonel  H.  Vincent, 
Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  30, 
1238 

Prison- Made  Ooods — Importation  into  Eng" 
land,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grev  July  20,  545 ;  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  30,  1240 

GiBBs,  Mr.  A.  G.  H.,  London 

City  Rate,  1570 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
825 


GLADSTONE, RiGUT  Hon.H.  J.  (First 

Commissioner  of  Works),  Leeds,  W, 

building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1607, 

1612,  1614,  1615,   1616,    1620,  1621,  1627, 

1630,  1638,  1642,   1646,  1051,  1653,  1654, 
1659 

Houses  of  Parliament,  Ventilation  of,  1269 

Hyde  Park,  1127 

Parks — Sauds  Heaps  for  Children,  1406 

Richmond  Park,  Brakes  in,  554 

St.  James's  Park,  360 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St.  PancraSf  S. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
878  ;  Motion  for  Select  Com.,  942 

Evicte<l  Tenants  Ireland  Bill  (^Rulings  ax 
Dcjmty  Chairman),  1083,  1084,  1088,  1089, 
1091,  *1092,  1093,  1094,  1095,  1096,  1097, 
1098 

iS^uppi J'— Rating   of    Government    Property, 
1277 


60LDSWORTHY,   Major-General  W.  T., 

Hammersmith 

Bqualisation  of    Bates  (London)  Bill,  2B^ 
884 

Supply— British     East     Africa     Companyy 
1336 


60SCHEN,  Right  Hon.G.  J.,  St.  George* s^ 

Hanover  Square 

Business  of  the  House — Procedure  on  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  1436 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2B^ 
925,  935,  937,  939 ;  Motion  for  Select  Com., 
946 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  35,  42,  63,  71 

Lidian  Finance,  Debate  on,  1586 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  950 

Prize  Courts  Bill,  2R.,  950 

GouRLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Australian  Station — Naval  Service,  1268 
Rabat,  British  Representation  at,  1246 
Torpedo  Catcher  Flues,  1244 

Government  Contracts 

Metropolitan  Police  Boats  drntraMs^  Qs. 
Captain  Norton ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  16, 
28  ;  July  19,  377 

Government  Newspaper  Publications 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
July  24,  795  ;  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Sir  J. 
Rigby  July  24,  805 

Government  Property,  Ratijig  oj 

Q.  Mr.  Hanbury;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
Jnly  31,  1406 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply ^  July  30» 
1276,  &c. 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway 
Companies  Bill 

c.  Rea<l  20  July  20,  540 

Great  Western  Eailway  (No.  1)  Bill 

c.  Lords  Amendts.  to  Commons  Amendts.,  con., 
Jvly  24,  791 

Greenwich  Hospital  (see  under  Navy) 

Greenwich  Workhouse  (see  under  Local 
Government  Board) 

GREY,    Sir   E.    (Under    Secretary   of 

State  for  Foreign    Affairs),  North- 

umherland,  Berwick 

Africa 
Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  28,  30,  170,  174, 

878,  1265 
¥^«kS«8X?^— Oc^-vt^^Uqvsl  oi  by  Italians,  666 
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Ombt,  Sir  E.—cant. 

Armenian  Prisoners,  1407 

Balfour,  Jabez^Bxtradition  of,  663, 1686 

Behring  Sea  Arbitration,  Cost  of,  1672 

Brasilian    Civil    War  —  Death    of    British 
Offioers,  1271 

CSiino-Japanese  Affairs,  1027 

Commercial  Treaties,  662, 1238 

Corea— ChinoJapanese  AfEairs,  1268, 1676 

"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  648 

Egypt,  Sanitary  Condition  of,  672 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  166,  662 

Oerman    Prison-Made    Goods  —  Importation 
into  Bngland,  646 

Nicaragua  Canal,  16 

Babat,  British  Representation  at,  1246 

Bamoans,  Exiled,  1386 

Bupply 

Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  kc.,  1314, 1320, 

1321   1322 
East  Africa,  1831,  1332,  1339 
Foreign  Office,  1362, 1353,  1366 

Upper  Burmah — Anglo-Chinese  Convention, 
167 


Grove,  Mr.  T.  N.  A.,  West  Ham,  N. 

Finance  BUI,  Con.,  Ill 

flours  of  Labour — Great  Eastern  Railway, 
170 


Habitual  Inebriates 

Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  16, 
26;  Q.  Mr.  Wharton;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
July  17,  162 


Haldane,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Haddington 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  482,  484,  664,  669,  674  ;  Com.,  cl.  1, 
1079,  1168, 1170 

Halsburt,  Lord 

Aliens  Bill,  2R.,  166,  166 

Betterment — Town  Improvements,  Select 
Com.  Report,  336,  346,  348 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  2R.,  646 

Finance  Bill,  2R.,  993 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  2R.,  336 

Halset,  Mr.  T.  F.,  Herts^  Watford 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  1120 

Hammond,  Mr.  J.,  Carlow 
Carlow  Lunatic  Asylum,  366 

Hampstead — House]  Construction 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  30, 1264 


Hanburt,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Army  Estimates 
Colonel  M'Clintock,  308,  311,  812,  314,  816 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans,  320 

324 
Duke  of  Cambridge,  307 
War  Office  Clerks,  &c.,  298,  303 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  ol,  1,  1029,  1030,  1060,  1061,  1062, 
1069,  1070,  1076,  1172,  1197,  1199,  1498  ; 
oL  4, 1691 

Government  Property,  Rating  of,  1406 

India — Station  Hospitals — Savings,  1669 

National  Telephone  Company,  1136 

Supply 
Civil    Servants  and  District  and    Parish 

Councils,  1298,  1300,  1303 
House  of  Lords  Officials*  Salaries,  1289 
Professor  Rhys-Davids,  1297 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1279, 1282, 
1287 
Waltham  Abbey  Explosions,  Report,  1668 

HARCOUBT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 

V.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 

Derby 

Anarchist  Placards,  663 

Balfour,  Jabez— Extradition  of,  179 

Compounding  for  Stamp  Duty,  383 

County  Magistrates,  178 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  942 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
1146 ;  Com.,  1093 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  32,  33,  34,  35,  37,  38,  40» 
41,  42,  44,  46,  48,  53,  61,  63,  76.  94,  100, 
106,  108,  109 ;  3R.,  187,  269 

House  of  Lords— Rejection  of  Bills,  662 

Incidence  of  Taxation,  806 

Income  Tax  Assessment,  178 

Indian  Finance,  Debate  on,  1020,  1586 

Inland  Revenue  Officers,  31 

Ireland 
Occupying  Tenants  and  Death  Duties,  31 
Probate  Registry  Officials,  806 

Liquor  Traffic  (I^ocal  Veto)  Bill,  386 

Local  (Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1144 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,«806 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1146, 
1271, 1666 

Procedure  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ire- 
land) Arbitration  Bill,  Res.,  1409, 1416, 
1434,  1436 

Public  Business  (Ministerial  Statement), 
Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  House, 
393,  394,  395,  398,  400,  402,  410,  418 

Statement,  280,  282,  283,  284,  285,  286, 
287, 288,  289 

Suspension  of  the  Twelve  o*Clock  Rule,  663 

Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  277 

Poet  Laureateship,  179 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  1585 

Scotland— Law  Officers*  Salaries,  383 

Stamp  Duty,  Compounding  for,  1143 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill, 
Con.,  1880 
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Hakdie,  Mr.  J.  Keib-,  JVe$t  ffatn^  S. 

Social  Democrats  and  the  Police,  874 
Woolwich  Artenal — Labourers*  Wages,  876 

Habland,  Sir  E.  J.,  Belfast^  N. 
Nicaragua  Canal,  15 

Habrington,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin^  Harbour 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  467,  679,  580 

Ireland 
De  Freyne  Estate,  560 
Lights  Board,  370 
Lunatics— Inspectors'  Report,  378 

Lunacy  Commissioners'  Report,  377 
Scotch  Lunacy  Board  Report,  377 

Hatden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Roscommon^  S. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  oL  3,  1545,  1647 

Ireland 
De  Freyne  Estate,  561, 1666 
Labourers'  Cottages,  1024 
Teachers'  Pensions,  1024 

Hayter,  Sir  A.  D.,  Walsall 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill) 
Com.,  cL  8, 1600 

Healy,  Mr.  Thomas  J.,  Wexford,  N, 

Ireland 
Probate  Registry  Officials  and  the  Finance 

Bill,  806 
Wexford,  State  of,  1013 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Louth^  N. 

Army  Estimates — Text  Books,  298 

Britisli  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land)  Bill, 
Com.,  486,  487 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1655 

Business  of  the  House — Procedure  on  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Res.,  1426 

Compounding  for  •Stamp  Duty,  383,  1143 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  691,  695,  698,  699,  722,  723,  765,  766, 
767,  774  ;  Com.,  cL  1,  1030,  1031,  1034, 
1036,  1044,  1061,  1088,  1085,  1089,  1091, 
1093,  1102,  1103,  1150,  1171,  1177,  1179, 
1212,  1534  ;  cl.  2,  1541  ;  cl.  3,  1542,  1543, 
1544  ;  cl.  4,  1552,  1586,  1587,  1588,  1591  ; 
cl.  6,  1595,  1596 ;  cl,  8,  1600 ;  New  els., 
1601,  1602,  1604 

Industrial  Schools  Bill,  Com.,  1492 

Ireland 

Carlow  Lunatic  Asylum,  365 

Downpatrick  Water  Supply,  558 

Dublin  and  Cork  Travelling  Post  Office 

Sorting  Clerks,  554 
Dublin  Botanic  Gardens,  658 
Educational  Endowments,  1247 
Evicted  Farms  on  the  Masaereene  Estate, 
1581 
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Healy,  Mr.  T.  U.—cowt. 
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Leighlinbridge   Female   National  School, 

1266 ;  Bes.,  1272 
Limerick  Water  Bailiff,  657 
Meath  (South)  Voting  List,  1244 
Model  Farms,  1249 
Phoenix  Park  Begulations,  809 
Police — Lunacy,  657 
Quit-Rents,  669 
Richmond  Prison,  810, 1008 
Warrants  and  Summonses,  Issue  of,  1241 
Wexford,  State  of,  1012 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  1363 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  812 

Letter  Boxes  on  Trains,  1127 

National  Telephone  Company,  1136 

New  South  Wales— DIbbs  Ministry,  1406 

Penny  Postage  and  the  Colonies,  1398 

Straits  Settlements — Military  Contribution, 
1015, 1117 

Heneage,      Right     Hon.     E.,    Great 
Grimsby 

Cholera  Precautions,  176 

District  and  Parish  Councils — Bural  Districts 
Meetings,  172 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  64,  72 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.,  Croydon 

Tramways  Ortlers  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill, 
Con.,  1380,  1381 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  1383 


Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  July  16, 116 

Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  July   23,  788 ;  July   26, 
1106 


HERSCHELL,  Lord  (Lord  ChanceUor) 

Aliens  Bill,  2R.,  147 

Betterment  —  Town    Improvements,    Select 
Com.  Report,  339 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  2R.,  645, 646 

Finance  Bill,   2R.,  984;    Com.,  1109;    3R., 
1229,  1232 

Indian  Cotton  Duties,  532 

Industrial  Schools  Bill,  3R.,  790 

Land  Transfer  Bill,  156 

Licensing  Bill,  Pres.,  1112 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  2B., 
646 


Her  Majesty^s  Theatre^  Pall  Mall 
Q.  Mr.  Knox  ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  2, 
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HIBBERT,   Right  Hon.  Sir    J.   T. 

(Secretary      to      the       Treasury), 

Oldham 

Acts  of  Parliament,  Dilatory  Publication  of, 
360 


Anglo-Belgian   Agreement — Correspondence, 
171 

Berwickshire  InJand  Revenue  Business,  1396 
British  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land)  Bill,  2R., 
273  ;  Com.,  486,  487 

Customs  Outport  Clerks,  20 
General  Register  Office,  1012 
Government  Newspaper  Publications,  795 
Government  Property,  Rating  of,  1406 
Her  Majesty's  Theatre,  Pall  Mall,  1579 

Ireland 

Beleek  Floods,  1678 

Board  of  Works  Contracts— Cement,  1140 

Drainage  Loans,  1564 

Kinsale  Harbour  Revenue,  164 

Linn  and  Black  River  Drainage,  364 

Lough  Key  Floods,  1005 

National  Gallery,  1577 

Phoenix  Park  Regulations,  809 

Quit-Rents,  659 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  369 
National  Gallery— Purchase  of  Pictures,  1140 
Royal  Liver  Friendly  Society,  1119 
Scotland— Dog  Licence  Prosecutions,  23 

Supply 
Ci^il    Servants   and  District   and  Parish 

Councils,  1299,  1300,  1301,  1303 
House  of  Lords  Officials'  Salaries,  1290 
Professor  Rhys- Davids'  Pension,  1295 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1279, 1280, 

1281,  1282,  1283, 1287 
Wicklow  Harbour,  1288 


HiOKMAX,  Sir  A.,  Wolverhampton^  W. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(No.  4)  BiU,  Con.,  1370 


HoQAN,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Tipperary,  Mid, 

Australian  Mails  and  United  States  Riots,  364 

"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  547 

Fiji,  Taxation  in,  794 

New  Zealand  Fiscal  Policy,  367 

Ottawa  Conference  Report,  794 

Pacific  Cable  Route,  363 

Rural  Postmen,  1387 

Samoans,  Exiled,  1386 

Holland,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Salford,  N. 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  235 

HOME  BEPAETHEHT 
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Under  Secretary    of    State— Mr.  G.  W.  E. 
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HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancashir^^  SkE.9 
Middleton 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con*,  1611, 
1612,  1614,  1616, 1621,  1629,  1657    ; 

Non-Payment  of  Rates,  Imprisonment  for, 
664 


iEIouLDSWORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester^ 

N.W. 

India 
Cotton  Duties,  1141 
Finance,  Discussion  on,  1020 

Home  oj  Lords  (see  under  Parliament) 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Bor- 
rowing Powers)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  ;  Read  1°  July  26, 
1027 

Howard,  Mr.   J.,    Middlesex^   Totten^ 

ham 

Lead-Poisoning— Death  at  Greenwich  Work 
house,  1022 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Greeny  N.E^ 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1627, 

1637, 1641 
Business  of  the  House,  282 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  3 
Supply— Professor  Rhys- Davids,  1294 

HoziER,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire^  S. 

Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,    1144, 
1565 

Huddersjield  (Polling  Districts) 
Copy  pres.  July  19,  488 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 
Army  Estimates— Waltham  Abbey  Powder 

Factory  Explosion— Pensions,  329 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  BiU,  Con.,  1606, 

1611,  1616,  1618,  1620,   1623,  1625,  1627, 

1629,  1640,  1643,  1644,  1646,  1651,   1652, 

1653, 1654,  1656 

Hdmphrey3-0wen,  Mr.  A.  C,  Mont* 
g ornery  Co, 

Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  Mr.  Acland,  1675 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  34 
Incidence  of  Taxation,  806 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen^  N. 
Police  Pensions  in*Scotland,  1007 
Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  548 
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Hutchinson,  Captain  W.   6.  Grice-, 
Aston  Manor 
Malta  Harbour— Yaletta  Sewage,  168 
Police  Protection  Duty,  168 

Jlyde  Park 

Q.  Mr.  Spicer ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  July  27, 
1127 

Religwus  Intolerance^  Q.  Mr.  W.  Johnston  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  30,  1267 

Income   Tax  (see  under  title   Customs^ 
Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue) 

INDIA 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlbb 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Lord  Beay 
Anui/ 
Ej^pendUvrcy  Q.   Sir    D.  Macfarlane ;    A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  26,  1020 
Home    Pefi^lans,  Increase    in^   Q.   Sir   D. 

Macfarlane  ;    A.    Mr.    H.    H.    Fowler 

July  20,  546 
Military  and   Orphan  Funds^   Q.   Sir  G. 

Baden-Powell;    A.   Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

July  31,  1399 
Staff  Corps,  Q.  Sir  S.  King ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  July  19,  357 
Station     Hospitals  —  Savings,     Q.     Mr. 

Han  bury  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  2, 

1569 
Troopships,  Qs.   Sir   W.  Wedderburn,  Sir 

J.   Fergusson ;  As.  Mr.   H.    H.  Fowler 

Aug  2,  1572 
Waziri     Expedition     Medal,    Q.    Sir    A. 

Acland-Hoo(l ;     A.   Mr.    H.  H.    Fowler 

Jitlf/  23,  671 

Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 
A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  24,  812 

Bengal  Legislntire  Counril,  Q.  Sir  W. 
Wedderburn  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  2, 
1560 

Burma h,  Upper — Anglo-Chinese  Convent i^n, 
Q.  Mr.  Curzon  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  17, 
167 

Cotton  Buties,  Q.  and  Obs.  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  Lord  Ueay,  Lord  llolDcrts 
of  Kandahar,  Viscount  Cross,  Karl  of 
Kimberley,  Earl  of  Northbrook.  Lord 
Herschell  July  20,  490  :  Q.  Sir  W.  Houlds- 
worth  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  27, 
1141 

Finnnrr,  Biscusftion  on,  Q.  Sir  VV.  Houlds- 
wortli  :  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  2(1, 1020  : 
Q.  Mr.  Goscheu ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
All 'J  2.  1585 

Forfeit  Servirr  Bcparfmcnt,  Q.  Sir  R. 
Tenii)le  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  31, 
1400 

Four  Per  Cent.  Tin  pec  Loan  Conrersivn,  Q. 
Mr.  Cohen  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  2, 
1584 

Kinc,  Slaiuihtcr  of,  Q.  Sir  \V.  Wedderburn  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  n.  Fowler  July  20,  1026 
Jficltrll,    Mr. — Appointment    of,   Q.    Sir  W   : 

Vredderbuni ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. Fowler  July  20  ! 
54V 

\cout. 
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MUUary  and  Orphun  Funds,  Q.  Sir  0» 
Baden-Powell ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  31,  1399 

Opium 
Bepartment — Beparts  of  Administratitm, 

Q.  Mr.  Webb;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

July  27, 1130 
ExpoHs  to  China,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  16, 13 
Rewinue,  Return  pres. ;  to  be  printed  Aug  1, 

1655 

Public    Servi^ie     Commission,     Q.     Sir   W. 

Wedderburn;    A.    Mr.    H.    H.    Fowler 

July  26,  1026 
Salem— Cnminal  Appeals,  Q.  Mr.  Crosffeld  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  16,  13 

Industrial  Schools  Bill 

/.  Com. ;  Reported,  and  Re-com.  to  Standings 
Com.  July  16,  2 
Reported  fron  Standing  Com.  July  17,  157 
Amendts.  reported  July  23,  665 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  24,  790 
c.  Read  l°JwZy  26, 1107 
Read  2»  July  30,  1363 

Con.  in  Com. ;  Read  3',  and  passed  JWy  31, 
1492 

Inebriates 

HabUiud  Inebriates  (see  that  title) 
Betreat  at  Walsall,  Q.  Mr.  Buchanan  :    A, 
Mr.  Asquith  July  30,  1256 

Injured  Animals  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

IRELAND 

Lonl  Lieutenant — Lord  HOUOHTON' 

Chief  Secretary — Mr.  J.  MORLEY 

Army 
Birr  Barrack  Scandal,  Q.  Mr.  Molloy  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July   19,  379  ;    Q.   Mr. 

BrooklieJd  :  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

July  24,  801  ;  Q.  Mr.  Molloy  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  26,  1026 
Londonderry  Barracks,  Qs.  Mr.  Ross,  Mr. 

W.  Johnston  ;  As.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  2, 

1561 
Pick  mond  Prison,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.   Healy  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  810  ;  Qs.  Mr. 

T.    M.    Healv,     Dr.    Kennv ;    As.    Mr. 

Campbell- Haiinermau  July  26,  1008 

AtJn/  Prosecutions.  Q.  Mr.  Minch  ;    A.   Mr 
J.'Morlev  ,///7^26,  1003 

Bvleck    Flood  it.    Qs.  Mr.  Knox,    Mr.  Dane ; 
As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  2,  1577 

Board  of   Works  Contracts — Cement,  Q.  Dr. 

Kenny;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  27,  1139 
Boyle  Police  Proxecutions,  Q.  Mr.  Tully  ;  A. 

Mr..!.  Morley  Jw/// 30,  1269 

Bray  Hnrhotir.  Qs.  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Kilbride* 
Mr.    W.    Johnston:    As.    Mr.    J.   Morley 
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Qutletawn  Dispentaru  Residence^  Q.  Mr.  D. 

Sullivan ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  17, 162 
Cattle  Transit  arid  Eailioay  Companies,  Q. 

Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  24,  797 

Cholera  Precautions,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr- 
J.  Morle>  July  19,  368 

Clanriearde  Aaent,  Qs.  Mr.  Roche,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Field  ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  31, 1388 

Clanriearde  Agent  and  Colonel  Longbourny 
R.M.y  Q.  Mr.  Roche;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  31,  1390 

Clanriearde  Estate,  Qs.  Mr.  Roche,   Mr.  J. 

Dillon  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  30,  1253 
Clew  Bay  Disaster,  Q.  Dr.  R.  Ambrose ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  16,27 

Cottier  Tenements,  Q,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  A.  Mr* 
J.  Morley  July  24,  807 

County  Cess  —  Rathlin  Island,  Q.  Mr. 
M'Cartan ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  1124 

CruUt  Harbour,  Q.  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan ;  A- 
Mr.  J.  Morley  July  17,  159 

De  Freyne  Estate,  Qs.  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Har- 
rington, Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Caine  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20, 
659;  Qs.  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  DiUon,  Mr. 
Macartney ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2, 
1566 

Downpatricit  Water  Supply,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ,  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  20,  558 

Drainage  Loans,  Q.  Mr.  Ross ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  Aug  2,  1564 

Dublin  Botani/'  Gardens,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  23,  658 

Edueation 
Books,     Qs.    Mr.     Bodkin ;     As.     Mr.    J. 

Morley  July  26,  1017  ;  July  27,  1130 
Building    Grants,    Return    pres.  ;    to    be 

printeil  Aug  I,  1555 
CotninissUmcrs^  Bepitrt,   Q.  Mr.  Jackson  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2,  1560 
Copy  pres.  of  Annual  Report  July  20,  644 
Endow nientM — Erasniujt  Smithes,  ,^'C.,  Q.  Mr. 

Chance ;  A.  Mr.  J  Morley  July  23,  661  ; 

Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  30,  1247 
Female  Assistant  Teachers,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  30,  1258 
Iriith  Language,  Q.   Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Jtdy  19,  358 

Leighlinhridge  Female  Nati^mal  School,  Q. 
'  Dr.  Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 
1140  ;  Qs.  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 
As.  Mr.  .J.  Morley  July  30,  1266 
Motion  for  Return  July  30,  1272 

Monitor i/il  System,  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  A- 
Mr.  J.  Morley  July  26,  1018 

Moufitjoy  Dcmcitnr  Bequest,  Q.  Mr.  M. 
Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  19,  368 

Boscommon  County  School  Accommoda- 
tion. Qs.  Mr.  Comlxj,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20,  557 

Teachers'  Penxions,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ;  A .  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  26,  1024 

Ennixkillen  Assizes  —  '*  JVo  Bills,^^  Q.  Mr. 
M'Gilligan;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 
1130 

[cont. 
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EnniskUlen  Roj/Ul  School  Estate  Tenanty,  Q. 
Mr.  M»GiUigan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 
1128 

Erasmus  Smithes  Endowment,  Q.  Mr.  Chance  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  23,  661  ;  Q.  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  30, 1248 

Evictions 
Bodyke — Police    Assistance,    Q.    Mr.    W, 

Redmond;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31, 

1392 
County  Westmeath,  Q.  Mr.  D.  Sullivan ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20,  546 
Evicted  Tejiancies,  Q.  Mr.  Fisher ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  31,  1403 
Fa/rms,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Carson  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  16,  18  ;  Q.  Mr.  T. 

W.  Rossell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  17, 

175;   Qs.   Mr.   T.   W.   Russell,    Mr.   W. 

Kenny  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  2^,  812 
Massereene  Estate,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A.. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2,  1581 
Mungret,  Qs.  Mr.  Barton,  Mr.  Macartney  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31,  1401 
Outdoor  Relief,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  16, 19 
Sligo  County — Case  of  Mulla/rkey,  Q.  Mr. 

Dillon  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2,  1576 

Fisheri'CS 

Limerick    Water  Bailiff,  Q.   Mr.   T.   M. 

Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  23,  667 
Poaching    on    the    Shannon,   Q.    Mr.    W. 

Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  19,  373 

Franchise  Assimilation,  Q.  Dr.  D.  Ambrose  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  801 

Godley  Estate,  Qs.  Mr.  TuUy  ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  26,  1004  ;  Aug  2,  1559 

Gun  Licences — Case  of  Mr.  Bracken,  Q.  Mr. 
J.  Redmond ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20, 556 

Infant  Insurance,  Qs.  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  W. 
Johnston  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 1123 

Kinsale  Harbour  Revenues,  Qs.  Captain 
Donelan,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
July  17,  163 

Labowrers'  Cottages 

Dungannon  Union,  Q.  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Moriey  July  27,  1122 
Dunshaughlin  Uniim,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  26,  1024 
Killough    Dispensary    District,    Q.    Mr. 

M'Cartan  ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  23, 

663 

Land  Agents  as  Magistrate*  (see  sub-heading 
Magistracy^ 

Land' Grabbing  Denunciations 

Alleged    Suppression    of    Meeting    near 
Nenagh,  Q.  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  19,  385 
Limerirk,    Q.     Mr.    Carson  ;    A.    Mr.    J. 
Morley  July  23,  670 

Land  Purchase 

EnniskUlen  Royal  School  Estate,  Q.  Mr. 

M'Gilligan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 

1128 
Godley  Estate,  Qs.  Mr.  Tull}' ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  26,  1004;  Aug  2.  15.59 
Ponsonby  Estate,   Qs.  Mr.  t.  W.  Russell, 

Mr.    Brodrick ;      As.     Mr.    J.    Morley 

July  16,  17 
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Lights  Board  ContracU  —  Trades  Union 
WageSy  Qs.  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Harrington  ;  As. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  19,  370 ;  C^.  Mr.  Field ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Bryce  July  31, 
1403;  Qs.  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Flynn;  As.  Mr. 
Bryce  Aug  2, 1583 

Limerick  Lord  Lieutenancy^  Q.  Mr.  O'KeefEe ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  30, 1264 

Local  Ooremment  Board  Inspector — Mr. 
Macfarlane^  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  19,  374 

Lough  Key  Floods^  Q.  Mr.  TuUy  ;  A.  Sir  J. 
T.  mhh&ct  July  26,  1005 

Lunatics  and  Lunatic  Asylums 

Belfast     Workhouse    Lunatics^    Q.     Mr. 

Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  30,  1258 
Carlow  Asylum,  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Hammond,  Mr. 

T.  M,  Healy  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  19, 

365 ;  Q.  Mr.  Barton ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  31, 1401 
Inspectors'  Beport,  Q.  Mr.  Harrington  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.   Morley  July   19,  378;    Q.   Dr. 

Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  26,  1006 
Londonderry  Asylum,  Qs.  Mr.  rinkerton, 

Sir  T.  Lea ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 

1118;  Q.  Sir  T.  Lea ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  SO,  1270 
Police,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;   A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  20,  557 

Macfarlane,  Mr.  H,  J^Case  of,  Q.  Mr.  W. 
Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  19,  374 

Magistracy 

Clare,  Mr.  Wakely,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31,  1393 
Land  Agents  as  Magistrates,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2,  1562 
Leitrim  County — Roman  Catholic  Magis- 
trates, Q.  Mr.  TuUy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  17,  169 
Longhourn,      Colonel,    and     Clanricarde 

Agent,  Q.  Mr.  Roche ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July^l,  1390 
Lo7'd  Clanricarde' 8  Agent,  Qs.  Mr.  Roche, 

Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Field  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31,  1388 

Malicious  Burning  in  Oalway,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Bodkin ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  27,  1126 

Meath  (South)  Voting  Li^,  Q.  and  Obs.  Mr* 
Jordan,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 
July  30,  1243 

Model  Farms,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  30,  1250 

Naas  and  Newbridge  Police  Prosecutions,  Q. 
Mr.  Kennedy ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31, 
1385 

National  Gallery,  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ;  A.  Sir  J- 
T.  Hibbert  Aug  2,  1577 

NcTiagh,  Public  Meeting  Near — Alleged  Sup- 
pression of  Q.  Mr.  P.*  J.  O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  19.  385 

O'Callaghan,  Colonel — Threatening  Notices, 
Q.  Mr.  Macartney ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  30,  1257 

Occupying  Tenants —Death  Duties,  Q.  Mr. 
Bariley;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  16,  30 

\cont. 
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IBBLAND—cont. 

Orange  Outrages — Case  of  the  Bte.  A.  B. 

R.  Young,  Q.  Mr.  O'DriscoU ;    A,  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  23,  669 
Pheenix    Park  Begtdatio-ns,  Q.  Mr.  T.   M. 

Healy  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  24,  809 

Police 
Athy  Prosecutions,  Q.  Mr.  Minch  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  26,  1003 
Bodyke  Jihictions,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31,  1392 
Boyle  Prosecutiofis,  Q.  Mr.  Tully ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  30, 1269 
Be  Freyne  Estate,  Qs.  Mr.  Dillon,    Mr. 

Harrington,    Mr.    W.    Redmond,    Mr. 

Hayden,  Mr.  Caine ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  20,  559 
Lunacy,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  20,  557 
Naas  and  Newbridge  Prosecutions,  Q.  Mr. 

Kennedy;    A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  31, 

1385 
Right  of  Search,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;   A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  808 

Ponso7iby  Estate — Purchase  of  Holding s^  Qs. 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Brodrick ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  16,  17 

Poor  Law 

Administratiim    Irregularities,     Q.    Mr. 

Mains  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  17,  163 
Castletown  Dispensary  Residence,  Q.  Mr. 

D.  Sullivan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  17, 

162 
NewcaMle    West    Chiardians,  Q.    Mr.    M. 

Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  16,  24 
Outdoor  Relief  to  Evicted  Tenants,  Q.  Mr. 

T.  W.  Russell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  JwZy  16, 

19 

Poor  Rates 

Collect ian  of  in  Dublin,  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ;   A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  1141 
Roscommon     Union  —  Arrears,    Q.     Mr. 

Bodkin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  23,  667 
South  Leitrim  Colle-ctians,  Q.  Mr.  Tully  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  1125 

Post  Office 

Belfast    School    of    Telegraphy,    Q.    Mr. 

Young  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  19,  384 
Belfast  Telegraph  Office,  Q.  Mr.  Young  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  19,  384  ;  Q.   Mr. 

Knox  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  2,  1579 
Dublin  and  Cork  Travelling  Post    Office 

Sorting  Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy";  A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  July  20,  534 
Dublin  Sorting   Office ,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;    A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  July  31,  1397 
Neut  Ross  Arrangements,  Q.  Mr.  Ffrench  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  26,  1013 
Stranorlar  and  Strabane  Ruilway,  Q.  Mr. 

Mac  Neill ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27, 

1119 

Prisofis 

Mat'Mahing,   Q.    Mr.   Quilter ;  A.   Mr.   J. 
Morley  July  16,  26 

Probate  Registry  Officials  and  the  Finance 
Bill,  Q.  *Mr.  Thomas  Healy;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  July  24,  806 

i^uit -Rents,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Carson  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T,  Hibbert  July  *23,  659 
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Babies — Destruction  of  Animals,  Jj^e,,  Q.  Mr. 
Knox  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2,  1578 

JRaUuxiys 
Cattle    Transit,    Q.    Mr.  Field;    A.    Mr. 

Bryce  July  24,  797 
Stranorlar  and  Strabane,  Q.  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27,  1119 

Bates  in  Dublin,  Collection  of,  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  1141 

Bathlan  Island 
County  Cess,  Q.  Mr.  M^Cartan ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  27,  1124 
Voters,  Q.  Mr.  M*Cartan ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  27,  1124 

Begistry  of  Deeds  Office,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  19, 369 

Biohmond  Prison  (see  under  sub-heading 
Army) 

Binn  and  Black  Biver  Drainage,  Q.  Mr. 
TuUy ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  19,  364 

Swine  Fever  in  Antrim  Union,  Q.  Mr. 
Macartney  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  17, 167 

Totcn  Improvements  Acts — Police  Proseou- 
tians,  Q.  Mr.  Tully ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  30,  1269  ;  Q.  Mr.  Kennedy  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  31,  1385 

Warrants  and  8umm,onses,  Issue  of,  Q.  Mr. 

T.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  30, 

1241 
Wexford  Grand  Jury — Mr,  Percival,  Q.  Mr. 

Ffrench  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  2,  1564 

Wexford,  State  of,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Thomas  Healy ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  26, 
1012 

Wi^^JUow  Harbour,  References  to,  in  Debate 
on  Supply,  July  30,  1287 

Young,  Bev.  A.  B.  B. —  Oram^e  Outrage,  Q. 
Mr.  O'Driscoll ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  23, 
669 


Italy 

Kassala,  Occupation  of,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  23,  666 


Jacks,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 

Berwickshire  —  Inland  Revenue  Business, 
1396 

Railways— Preferences  to  Traders,  169 

Royal  Liver  Friendly  Society,  1119 

Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.,  Leeds,  N. 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1609, 
1615,  1622,  1626,  1631,  1633,  1646,  1647, 
1658 

Building  Societies  Returns,  1582 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  BilL 
2R.,  582,  592 

National  Education  Report,  1560 

Japan 

ChiiM'Japanese  Affairs  (see  that  title) 


Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,  Basingstoke 

Army  Estimates 

Duke  of  Cambridge,  307 
Pensions,  323 

District  and    Parish    Councils    Blectiona— 

Local  Government  Board  Rules,  797 
Supply— Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1489 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S, 

Ireland 
Downpatrick  Water  Supply,  559 
Infant  Insurance,  1124 
Londonderry  Barracks,  1562 

Ottawa  Conference  Report,  382 
Religious  Intolerance  in  Hyde  Park,  1267 
Straits   Settlements— Military  Contribution, 

1117 
Transvaal  —  Restricting    Rights    of    Public 

Meetings,  805 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Meath,  S, 

Meath  (South)  Voting  List,  1243 

Kassala  {see  under  Africa) 

KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,    Clitheroe 

Australian  Station— Naval  Service,  1268 

Contracts 
Manufacturing  Goods  on  the  Premises  of 

the  Firm  Tendering,  376 
New  Ships,  Return,  556 

Explosives— Shipping  of  at  Plymouth,  547 

Gunners*  Pay,  1246 

Malta,  Fever  at,  171 

Torpedo-Catcher  Flues,  1245 

Kennedy,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Kildare,  N. 

Naas    and  Newbridge  Police    Prosecutions, 
1385 

Kenny,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Dublin,  College, 
Green 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill 
Com.,  cl,  1,  1534  ;  cL  2,  1540 ;  cl.  5,  1695 

Ireland 
Board  of  Works  Contracts— Cement,  1139 
Collection  of  Rates  in  Dublin,  1141 
Leighlinbridge    Female    National    School, 

1140,  1266  ;  Res.,  1272 
Lunacy  Reports,  1()06 
National  Gallery,  1577 
Richmond  Prison,  1009 

Lunacy,  Increase  in,  1563 
National  Gallery  Pictures,  1140 
Supply— Wicklow  Harbour,  1289 

K  bnny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid, 

Mountjoy    Demesne    Educational     Bequest, 
358 
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Kbnnt,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St.  Stephen's 
Green 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2B.,  443,  445,  447,  450,  453 ;  Com.,  cl.  1, 
1033,  1034, 1065,  1067,  1076,  1086,  1165 

Ireland 
Bvicted  Farms,  Return,  813 
Macfarlane,  H.  S.— Case  of,  374 
Poaching  in  the  Shannon,  373 

Kensington  Local  Examinations 

Q.  Mr.  Diamond;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  20, 
550  ^ 


Kenyon-Slaney,  Colouel    W.,    Shrop- 
shirCy  Newport 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  77,  101  ;  3R.,  224 

Kettering  Charities 

Q.  Mr.  Channing;   A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson 
July  24,  802 

Kew  Gardens 

Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  23, 
658 

Keay,    Mr.    J.    Seymour,   Elgin    and 
Nairn 

House  of  Lords— Rejection  of  Bills,  562 

Kilbride,  Mr.  D.,  Kerry,  S. 

Bray  Harbour,  799 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1510 

KIMBERLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
Finance  Bill,  IR.,  354,  355  ;  2R.,  978 
Franco- Siamese  Question,  334 
Indian  Cotton  Duties,  515,  524 
Zanzibar  Indemnity  Bill,  2R.,  336 

King,  Sir  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 

Indian  Staff  Corps,  357 

Knox,  Mr.  P].  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 

Her  Majesty's  Theatre,  Pall  Mall,  1579 
Ireland 

Keleek  Floods.  1577 

Belfast  Telegraph  Office,  1579 

Rabies,  1578 

Labouciieke,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Business  of  the  House 

Ministerial     Statement,    Motion    for    Ad- 
journment of  the  House,  411 
Procedure  on   Evicted   Tenants   (Ireland) 
Arbitration  Bill.  Kes..  142S,  1429 

National  TeJc]>hoiie  Company,  1135 


LABOUB  DEPAETMEHT 

Coneiliatian  BUls,  Q.  Sir  A.  Bollit ;   A.  Mr. 

Bryce  July  19,  381 
Factory  Acts,  JSxemptian,  from^  Q.  Sir  H. 

Maxwell ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  27, 1133 

Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1878,  Copy  pres. 

July  19,  488 
Scotch  Coal    Strike,    Qs.    Mr.  Wason,  Mr. 

Stuart-Wortley,  Mr.  J.  Wilson,    Mr.   H. 

Smith ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  26, 1016 

Labourers'*  Cottages    in    Ireland    (see 
under  Ireland) 

Lamington,  Lord 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  333 

Land  Registry  Report,  July  26,  997 

Land  Values  (Taxation  of  Local  Autho- 
rities) Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18,  332 

Lansdowxe,  Marquess  of 
Indian  Cotton  Duties,  490,  492 

Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Head  1«  July  27,  1220 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  ANB  POLICE 

Magiitrates 

Appointment  of  (\ninty  Magifst rates,  Q.  Mr. 

Doild  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  17,  178 
Borough  Mayors  and  th^  County  Bench — 

Cluilrmen  of  District  Councils,  Q.  Mr. 

Baldwin  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  26, 

1003 
Londtm    Police     Magi  At  rates  —  Case    of 

Elizabeth  Saunders^  Q.  Mr.  P.Williams  ; 

A.   Sir  J.  Rigby  July  27,  1142;  Q.  Mr. 

P.  Williams;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  31, 

1398 

Non'Payment  of  Rutes^  Iinprisonuient  for, 
Q.  Mr.  Hopwood  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  23, 
664 

Police 

Dismissal      of     Henry     Kemp,     Q.    Mr. 

Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  16,  21 
Mcti'optditan  Police  Boots   Contract,   Qs. 

Captain      Norton  ;     As.     Mr.     Asquith 

July  16.  28  :  Jnly  19,  377 
Protection     Duty^     Q.      Captain     Grice- 

Hutchinson  ;  A.    Mr.    Asquith  July  17, 

168 
Social  Drm4W rats  and  the  Police,  Qs.  Mr. 

K.    Hardie.     Mr.    Webster  ;     As.     Mr. 

Asquith  July  19,  374 

Qua  rter     Sessions— Ba  rristers 
before   their  Fathers,    Q.    Mr. 
Mr.  As(iuith  July  30,  1266 

Saunders,  Elizabeth — Sentence  oji,  Q.  Mr. 
P.  Williams:  A.  Sir  J.  Riufbv  ./v/y  27. 
1142  ;  Q.  Mr.  P.  Williams  ;  A.  Mr.  Asijuith 
July  31,  1398 


Practising 
Weir ;    A. 
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LAW  AND   JUSTICE  AND   P0Z;7^.S^  f  Lbpbvbb,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw cont. 


oont. 

Vaccination  ProsenutioM,  Q.  Mr.  Channing ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  30,  1247 
Wale^ 
Trade  Dispute  aitd  the  Police,  Qs.  Mr.  D. 
Randell;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  16,  22  ; 
July  17,  177  ;  July  19,  380 

Winter  Assizes  Acts,  1876  and  1877,  Copies 
pres.  July  24,  896 

Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool, 
Abercromby 

Supply— British  Bast  Africa  Company,  1315, 
1322 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  Gloucester, 
Cirencester 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  906 

Lawsox,  Mr.   J.    Graat,    Fork,   N.R., 
Thirsk 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  33,  34,  55,  81 

Lea,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry,  S. 

Business  of  the  House,  288 

ETicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1056 

Londonderry  Asylum,  1270 

Lead-Poisoning — Death  at  Greenwich 
Worhhouse 

Qs.  Mr.  Howard,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  J.  Burns : 
As.  Mr.  Asquith  Jtdy  26, 1022 

LEFEVRE,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  SHAW- 
(President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board),  Bradford^  Central 

Brentwood  School  Scandals,  1122 
Building  Bye-Laws  in  the  Metropolis,  1256 
Cholera  Precautions,  175 
City  Rate,  1670 

District  and  Parish  Councils 
Borough  Mayors  and  the  County  Bench, 

1003 
Local  Government  Board  Rules,  797 
Rural  Districts — Meetings,  172 

Equalisati(m  of  Rates  (Loudon)  Bill,  2R., 
813,  816,  819.  820,  821,  905,  935 ;  Motion 
for  Select  Com.,  946 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  463 

Farm  Assessments  in  Suffolk,  803 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing 
Powers)  Bill,  Intro.,  1027 

Local  Government  Act  —  Translation  into 
Welsh,  804 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  9 

Newton  Abbot  Workhouse  Inquiry,  1117 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  Lords  Amendts.,  1218 

[cont» 


Pauper  Children,  1240 
Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  548 
Unification  of  London,  382 
West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  361 

Legh,  Mr.  T.  W.,   Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton 

Business  of  the  House,  285 
Parochial    Electors    (Registration   Accelera- 
tion)  Bill,  Lords  Amendts.,  1218 

Supply 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors — Mr.  Leek, 

1458 
Sir  Mortimer  Durand,  1340 

Leigh,  Lord 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  3R.,  790 

Leightox,       Mr.       S.,        Shropshire, 
Oswestry 

Brynmawr  Postmaster  and  Political  Organisa- 
tions, 160 
Malta,  Fever  at,  171 

Leng,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 

Acts  of  Parliament,  Dilatory  Publication  of^ 
359 

Chelsea  Hospital  Funds,  670 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flint,  SfC, 

Forestry  Education  in  Wales,  561 

Local    Government    Act  —  Translation   into 
Welsh,  804 

Lioensing  Bill 

I,  Pres.,  Lord  Norton  ;   Read  1»  July  27,  1110 

Lighthouses 

Start  PoitU  Fog  Horn.,  Q.  Mr.  Mildmay  ;   A, 
Mr.  Bryce  July  16,  26 

Limitation  of  Actions  Bill 

r.  Withdrawn  July  18,  332 

Limited  Liability  Companies 

Compoundlny  for  Stamp  Duty,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  19,  388 

Liquor  Traffic  {Local  Veto)  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  B.  Davenport;    A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
July  19,  385 

lAverpool  Lairages  (see  under  Agricul^ 
turc — Mersey  Docks) 

Lloyd,  Mr,  Wilson,  Wednesbury 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional   Older 
(No.  4)  Bill,  Con.,  1371 
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Local  Government  Act^  1894 

Translation  of  into  Welsh,  Q.  Mr.  Herbert 
Lewis  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  24,  804 

LOCAL  OOYEBITMENT  BOAEB 

President — Mr.  Shaw-Lefevbe 
Secretary — Sir  W.  Fostee 

Brentwood  School  Scandal^  Q.  Major  Rasch ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  27,  1121 
Cholera  Precautions^  Q.  Mr.  Heneage ;    A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  17,  175 

City  Bate,  Q.  Mr.  A.  Gibbs ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre  Au^  2,  1670 

Farm  Assessments  in  Suffolk,  Q.  Mr.  Everett ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  24,  802 
Greenwich  Workhouse — Death  from    Lead- 

Poisoning,  Qs.  Mr.  Howanl,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 

J.  Burns  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  JvZy  26,  1022 
Newton  Abbot  Workhouse  Inquiry,  Q.  Sir  S. 

Northcote  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  27, 

1117 

Pauper  Children,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre  July  30,  1239 

West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  Qs.  Mr.  J. 
Burns,  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Webster ;  As.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre  July  19,  361 

Looal  Oovenunent  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  Bills 

(So.  1) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  5) 

I,  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  Amend ts. 
agreed  to  July  17,  157 

Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  13) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  14) 

c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  17,  275 
I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
Bills 

(No.  7) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  9) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  10) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  11) 

I.  Read  3*,  with  Amendts.,  and  passed  July  16, 1 
c.  Lords  Amendt.  agreed  to  July  18,  331 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

\cont , 


Local  6hvernment  Provisional  Orders  BiUi~~ 

cent. 

(No.  12) 

/.  Reported  from  Standing  Com.  July  17, 157 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  19,  857 
Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  13) 

I,  Read  3*,  with  Amendts.,  and  passed  Jyiy  16,  2 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  18,  331 
I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

OTo.  14) 

I,  Com, ;   Reported,  &c.  July  19,  856 
Amendts.  reported  July  20,  537 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  23,  655 

0.  I^rds  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  25,  951 
Royal  Assent  July  31 

(No.  15) 

1,  Reported,  &c.,  July  20,  536 
Com.  July  24,  791 
Amendts.  reported  July  26,  997 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  1116 

(No.  16) 

I,  Returned  from  the  Commons,  with  Amendts. 
agreed  to  July  17, 157 

Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  17) 

L  Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  19,  356 

Amendts.  reported  July  20,  537 

Read  8»,  and  passed  July  23,  655 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  25,  951 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  31 

(So.  18) 

L  Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  19,  356 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  20,  537 
Royal  Assent  July  31 

(No.  19) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Local  Oovernment   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  BiU 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Local  Oovernment  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Reported    from    Standing   Com.  (Scotland) 
July  27,  1219 

Local  Government  (^Scotla?id)  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  G.  Murray,  Mr.  Hozier  ;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  July  27,  1144;  Qs.  Mr.  Ren- 
shaw,  Mr.  Hozier,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane  ;  As. 
Sir  W.  flarcourt  Aug  2,  1565 

Local  Taxation,  Incidence  of 

Q.  Mr.  Humphreys-Owen  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court July  24,  806 
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Vol. 

LocKwooD,  Lt.-Colonel  A.,  Essex, 
Epmng 

Army  £)8timates 
Colonel  M*Clintock,  313,  314 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explosion 

— Compensation,  &c.,  808,  325 
War  Office  Clerks,  &c.,  298,  308 

LocKWOOD,  Mr.  F.,  Vork 

Svicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2B.,  454,  459 

Looomotive  Threshing  Engines  Bill 

h  Amendts.  reported  July  16,  2 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  July  19,  357 

LoDER,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.,  Brighton 

Preston  Barracks,  Brighton,  1007 

London  (see  Metropolis) 

London  Police  Magistrates  (see  under 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — 
Magistracy) 
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London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill 

e.  Con. ;  Read  3°,  and  passed  July  16,  3 
;.  Read  2*  July  28,  645 

Long,    Mr.    W,    H.,    Liverpool,    West 

Derby 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  816, 
876,  888,  891 

Finance  Bill,  3R.,  207,  208,  219 

Liverpool  Telegraph  Clerks'  Grievances,  1392 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  BilL 
Con.,  1373,  1376,  1379 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  1384 

Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 

Lord  Chancellor — Lord  Herschell 

Lough,  Mr.  T.,  Islington,  W, 

Equalisation  of  Rates   (London)  Bill,  2R., 
832,  861 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  BilL 
.      Com.,  cl,  1,  1530,  1531 

LoWTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland^  Pen- 
rith 

Anglo-Belgian    Agreement,    Correspondence 
on,  173 

Metalliferous    Mines    in    Cumberland,    In- 
spectorship of,  1241,  1404 

Sir  Francis  Scott's  Expedition,  793 

Supply 
Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  &c.,  1325 
Diplomatic  Service,  1342 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspector,  1447, 1448, 
1449, 1453 


LowTHER,    Right    Hon.  James,  Kent, 
Thanet 

Agriculture,  Journal  for,  379 

Business  of  the  House,  1271 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1040,  1055,  1089,  1097,  1098, 
1158 

Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  London 
University 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1605, 
1613,  1623,  1624,  1627,  1636,  1637 

Bhsiness  of  the  House  (Ministerial  Statement), 
Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  House, 
413 

Cape  Customs  Duties,  811 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
838  ;  Motion  for  Select  Com.,  948 

Finance  BUI,  Con.,  31,  36,  40,  41,  44,  74 ;  3R., 
118,  187,  221,  222 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  18 

Lunacy 

CommisHoners*  Report,  Q.  Mr.  Harrington  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  19,  377 

Increase  iti^  Q.  Dr.  Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
Aug  2,  1563 

Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  (see  under  titles 
Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  A?itrim,  S. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  708,  709;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1052,  1075, 1157, 
1203 

Ireland 
Clanricarde  Agent,  1389 
De  Freyne  Estate,  1567 
Mungret  Eviction,  1403 
O'CaUaghan,  Colonel — Threatening  Notices, 

1257 
Swine  Fever  in  the  Antrim  Union,  167 

Macdona,  Mr,  J.  C,  Southwark,  Bother' 
hithe 

Army  Commissions,  30 
Derelicts,  174.  175,  551,  668,  1568 
Transvaal  Commandeering,  813 
Wimbledon  Rifle  Range,  1568 

Macdonald,   Mr.    J.    A.   M.,     Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow 

Naval  Contracts — New  Ships,  656 

Macfarlane,  Sir  D.  H.,  Argyll 

Business  of  the  House,  281,  285 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill} 
1144 

India 
Home  Pensions,  Increase  in,  546 
Military  Expenditure,  1020 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1566 
Poet  Laureateship,  179 
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Macfablane,  Sir  D.  H^-^ont, 

Scotland 
Loch  Tarbert  Fisheries,  1262 
Lough  Fyne — Sunday  Fishing?,  lOlB 
Salmon    Fishing    Prosecutions   at    Oban, 

1261 
Tiree  Crofters — Erection  of  a  Biarch  Dyke, 
369 
Supply— Dockyard    Employes   and  District 
and  Parish  Councils,  1.S04 

Macgrsgor,  Dr.  D.,  InvemetS'Shire 

Business  of  the  House,  280 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bai,  1364 ;  2R., 
1861,  1553 

Scotland 
Fisheries— Trawling,  27 
Fort  William  Railway  Station,  1253 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal^  S. 

Stranorlar  and  Strabane  Railway,  1119 

M'Cartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down^  S. 

Army  Medical  Staff,  1408 

Central  Telegraph  Office  Promotions,  1014 

Ireland 
Cottier  Tenements,  807 
County  Cess—Rathlin  Island,  1124 
Downpatrick  Water  Supply,  558 
Infant  Insurance,  1123 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Killough,  663 
Voters— Rathlin  Island,  1125 

M*GiLLiGAN,  Mr.  P.,  Fermanagh,,  S. 

Enniskillen  Assizes— "  No  Bills,"  1130 

Enniskillen  Royal  School  Estate  Tenantry, 
1128 

Magistrates  (see  under  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

(For  Irish  Questions  see   under  title   Ire- 
land) 

Mains,  Mr.  J.,  Dojiegaly  N. 

Irish  Poor  Law  Administration  —  Irregulari- 
ties, 163 

Malta 

Fever,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  17,  171 

Valetta  Sewage^  Q.  Captain   Grice-Hutchin- 
son  ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  Jidy  17,  168 

Maple,  Sir  J.  B.,  Camberwell,  Dulwich 

Equalisation   of   Rates  (London)    Bill,    2R., 
855,  856,  922 

Market  Gardeners*  Compensation  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  26,  1108 

Marriage  Laws  {United  Kingdom) 
Address  for  Return  July  24,  89ft 


Massage  Scandals 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith;  A.  Mr.  Asquith/kZy  23, 
663 


Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wigton 
Business  of  the  House.  1566 
Factories  Acts,  Exemptions  from,  1123 

MELLOR,  Right  Hon  J.  W.  (Chairman 

of  Committees  and  Ways  and  Means, 

and  Deputy  Speaker),  Yorkj  W.R,^ 

Sowerhy 

Bristol  Tramways  Bill,  Oon.,  999 

Tramways  Orders  Ck>nfirmation  (No.  1)  Bill^ 
Con.,  1375 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  BUI, 
Con.,  1382,  1384 

(Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees 

and  Ways  and  Means) 

Byicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Billt 
1029,  1030,  1031, 1084. 1047, 1048, 1068» 
1498, 1548 

The  Amendt.  was  out  of  Order,  as  the  Com. 
had  come  to  a  decision  on  the  point  in- 
cluded in  the  Amendt,  July  26,  1108, 
1104 

It  was  out  of  Order  to  move  an  Amendt. 
to  a  Schedule  which  had  not  been 
brought  up.  The  Member  brought  np 
an  Amendt.  and  a  new  Schedule  July  26, 
1061 

Merchandise  Harks  (Prosecutions)  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

HEECHAITT  SHIFPIITO 

DerelU'ts,  Qs.  Mr.  Mactlona  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce 
JuXy  17,  174  ;  July  20,  551  ;  July  23,  668 

Explosives — Shipping  of  at  Plymouth,  Q.  Mr, 
Bartley  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
July  20,  547 

Pas^ngersfrom  Foreign  Steamers  at  Queens* 
toimiy  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Bowell ;  A.  Mr, 
Bryce  July  17,  165 

Training  Boys  for  fhs  Sea,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit » 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  26,  1000 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  ;  R.P.,  July  25,  950  ; 
July  30, 1361 

Mersey  Docks 

(See  under  Agrintltnre') 

Metalliferous  Mifies  (see  under  Mines) 


HETEOPOLIS 

Aifialganiation  of  tJw.  City  and  County   of 
London  (see  that  title) 

Billingsgate  Tolls,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster ;  A.  Mr. 
^Tjc^  July  27,1133 
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METROPOLIS— Qont, 

BuOding  Bye-laws,  Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefeyre  July  30,  1256 

CUy  Bate,  Q.  Mr.  A.  Gibbg ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefeyre  Aug  2,  1570 

Hampttead  House  Construction,  Q.  Mr. 
Weir ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  July  30, 1254 

Parks  (see  that  title) 

Police  Boots  Contraet,  Qs.  Captain  Norton ; 
As.  Mr.  Asqnith  July  16,  28  ;  July  19,  377 

MiLDMAY,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Devon^  Totnes 

Coast  Communication  between  Start  Bay  and 

Dartmouth,  1023 
Salcombe    Ferry — Carrying    Postmen    and 

Biails,  1025 

Start  Point  Fog  Horn,  26 

MiNCH,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kildarcy  S. 
Police  Prosecutions  at  Athy,  1003 

Mines 

Albion  Colliery  Explosion  (see  under  title 
Walks) 

Coal  Bust  Explosions,  Qs.  Mr.  Woods,  Mr.  D. 
A.  Thomas  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  26,  1007 

Coal  Strike  in  Scotland,  Qs.  Mr.  Wason,  Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley,  Mr.  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  H. 
Smith ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  26,  1016 

Bepa/rtment  of  Mines,  Q.  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  24, 800 

Fatalities — Inquiries,  Q.  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  24,  800 

Lanarkshire  Accident,  Qs.  Mr.  Caldwell ;  As. 
Mr.  Asquith  July  16,  23  ;  July  26, 1014 

Metalliferous  Mines,  Inspectorship  of—Mr, 
Leek,  Q.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  July  30, 1242 ;  Qs.  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther,  Mr.  Woods,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ; 
As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  31, 1404 

(References  to,    in     Debate    on    Supply, 
July  31, 1447,  &c.) 

Practical  Miners  as  Inspectors,  Q.  Mr.  D.  A. 
Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  2,  1570 

Shot  Firing,  Q.  Mr.  J.  B.  Ellis;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  July  19,  365 

Suh-Assistant  Inspectors,  Q.  Mr.  D.  A. 
Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  17,  176 

Wyndham  Colliery,  Q.  Mr.  Woods ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  July  31,  1391 


Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas  ;  As. 
Mr.  Asquith  July  24,  792 ;  Q.  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  24,  806 

MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  C,  King^s  Co,y  Birr 
Birr  Barrack  Scandal,  379,  1026 

MoNKSWELL,  Lord 
Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  Com.,  1114 


Montagu,    Mr.    S.,     Tower    HamhtSj 
Whitechapel 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  39 

Morgan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  6.  Osborne, 

Denbighshire^  E, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl,  4,  1594 

Telegraphic  Mistakes,  16 

MORLEY,  Earl  op  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Betterment  —  Town   Improvements,   Select 
Com.  Report,  343,  348 

Land  Transfer  Bill,  156 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  2R.,  645 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  A.  (Postmaster 

General),  Nottingham^  E, 

Australian  Mails  and  United  States  Riots, 
364 

Brynmawr  Postmaster  and  Political  Organi- 
sations, 161 

Classification  in  the  Post  Office,  1010 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  1121, 
1582 

Ireland 
Belfast  School  of  Telegraphy,  384 
Belfast  Telef2:raph  Office,  384, 1579 
Dublin  and  Cork  Travelling  Post  Office 

Sorting  Clerks,  555 
Dublin  Sorting  Office,  1397 
New  Ross  Postal  Arrangements,  1013 
Stranorlar  and  Strabane  Railway,  1120 

Letter  Boxes  on  Trains,  1127 

National  Telephone  Company,  1135, 1396 

Pacific  Cable  Route,  363 

Penny  Postage  and  the  Colonies,  1397 

Post  Office  Envelopes,  1253 

Re-direction  of  Postal  Matter,  880 

Rural  Postmen,  1387 

Salcombe    Ferry — Carrying    Postmen    and 
Mails,  1025 

Savings  Banks  (Societies)  Bill — Withdrawal, 
115 

Scotland—Perth  Post  Office,  802 

Telegraphs 
Central  Office  Promotions,  1015 
Coast  Communication  between  Start  Bay 

and  Dartmouth,  1023 
Liverpool  Clerks'  Grievances,  1392 
Mistakes  in  Transmission,  16 

Wales 
Post  Office  Appointments,  1251 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  John  (Chief 

Secretary  for  L'eland),  Newcastle' 

upon-  Tyne 

Birr  Barracks — Charges  against  Officers,  880, 
1027 

Boyle  Police  Prosecutions,  1270 

Bray  Harbour,  799 
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MoJUdiT,  Bight  HoxL  Joim^cont. 

BoBinefls  of  the  House,  488,  673 
Procedure  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland) 
Bill,  Be&,  1418,  1419,  1420, 1421,  1426 

Castletown  Dispensary  Residence,  162 

Cholera  Precautions,  368 

Clanricarde  Agent,  1389 

Clanricaide  Estate,  1254 

Clew  Bay  Disaster,  27 

Collection  of  Bates  in  Dublin,  1142 

Cottier  Tenements,  808 

CruiU  Harbour,  159 

De  Freyne  Estate,  559,  1567 

Downpatrick  Water  Supply,  558 

Education 

Books,  1018, 1131 

Commissioners*  Report,  1560 

Endowments — Erasmus  Smith's,  &c.,  662, 
1248 

Female  Assistant  Teadiers,  1258 

Irish  Language  in  Schools,  359 

Leighlinbridge  Female  National  School, 
1140, 1266  ;  Res.,  1273 

Monitorial  System,  1018 

Mountjoy  Demesne  Bequest,  358 

Roscommon  County  School  Accommoda- 
tion, 557 

Teachers*  Pensions,  1024 

EnnisklUen  Assizes~*'No  Bills,**  1130 

Enniskillen  Royal  School  Estate  Tenantry, 
1128 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  424,  429,  445,  462,  468,  476,  480,  592, 
601,  617,  634,  676,  736,  737,  739,  773,  781, 
783  ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1041,  1046,  1050,  1062, 
1063,  1065,  1066,  1067,  1068,  1074,  1081, 
1082,  1087,  1088,  1095,  1097.  1104,  1167, 
1175,  1190,  1195,  1207,  1215.  1498,  1506, 
1532,  1533,  1534,  1535  ;  cl.  2,  1538,  1539. 
1541  ;  cl.  3,  1542,  1546,  1548,  1550  ;  cl.  4, 
1553,  1586,  1587,  1588,  1589,  1592,  1593, 
1594  ;  cl.  6,  1594,  1595,  1596,  1597  ;  cl.  7, 
1597 ;  cl.  8,  1600 ;  Xew  els.,  1603,  1604, 
1605 

Evictions 

Bodyke — Police  Assistance,  1392 

County  Sligo— Case  of  Mullarkey,  1576 

County  Westmeath,  547 

Farms,  18,  175,  813 

Massereene  Estate,  1582 

Mungret,  1402 

Tenancies,  1403 

Fisheries 
Limerick  Water  Bailiff,  658 
Poaching  on  the  Shannon,  373 

Franchise  Assimilation,  801 
Godley  Estate  Tenantry,  1004,  1559 
Gun  Licences — Case  of  Mr.  Bracken,  556 
Infant  Insurance,  1124 

Labourers'  Cottages 
Dungannon.  1122 
Dunshaughlin,  1024 
Killough  Dispensary  District,  663 

Land-Grabiing  Denunciations  —  Limerick, 
670 

Lights  Board  Contracts,  1404 

\e<ynt. 


MOBLET,  Right  Hon.  John— 0<m^. 

Longboum,  Colonel,  and  Clanricarde  Agent 

1390 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Limerick,  1264 

Lunatics  and  Lunatic  Asylums 
Belfast  Workhouse  Lunatics,  1258 
Carlow  Asylum,  365,  1401 
Inspectors^  Report,  378,  1006 
LcModondeny  Asylum,  1118,  1270 

Macfarlane,  H.  J.,  Case  of,  374 

Magistracy 
Clarfr— Mr.  Wakely,  1393 
Land  Agents  as  Magistrates,  1562 
Leitrim  County— Roman  Catholic  Hagis 
trates,  169 

Malicious  Burning  in  Gal  way,  1126 

Meath  (South)  Voting  List,  1244 

Model  Farms,  1250 

Naas  and  Newbridge    Police    Prosecutions 

1386 
O'Callaghan,  Colonel— Threatening  Notioefl 

1258 
Orange  Outrages — Case  of  the  Rev.  A.  B.  R 

Young,  669 

Police 
Lunacy,  557 

Prosecutions  at  Athy,  1003 
Right  of  Search,  808 

Poor  Law 
Administration  Irregularities,  163 
Newcastle  West  Board  of  Guardians,  24 
Outdoor  Relief  for  Evicted  Tenants,  19 

Poor  Rates 
Arrears  in  Roscommon  Union,  667 
Dublin  Collection,  1141 
South  Leitrim  Collections,  1125 

Prison-Made  Mats,  26 

Public  Meetings — Alleged  Suppression  of  nea 
Nenagh,  385 

Rabies — Destruction  of  Animals,  ifcc,  1578 

Rathlin  Island 
County  Cess,  1124 
Voters,  112:) 

Richmond  Prison,  810 
Swine  Fever  in  the  Antrim  Union,  167 
Warrants  and  Summonses,  Issue  of,  1242 
Wexford  Grand  Jury — Mr.  Percival,  1564 
Wexford,  State  of,  1013 

Morocco 

British   Rrpre^entat'um   at    Btihat.    Q.    M; 
Gourley ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Julf/  30,  1245 

Mortgagees'  Costs  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Neville  ;  Read  I*>  July  18,  332 


Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 

Bristol  Tramways  Bill,  Con.,  098 
Linn  of  Dee,  665,  1002 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  7 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bil 
Con.,  1373,  1380 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bil 
Con.,  1381 
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Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devonport 

I    JSvioted  Tenaats  (Irelaad)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  cl.  1, 1071 

;  Stonehoose  Naval  Ordnance  Empley^s,  1014 

dupply  —  Dockyard    Employes    and    Civic 
Offioe«,  1299,  1301 

MouLTON,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Hackney^  S. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R., 
885,  888 

MowBRAT,  Mr.  R.  6.  C,  Lancashire^ 
Prestwich 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  58 

IMuNDBLLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 
Brightside 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Be-com.,  1362 

MuBKAT,  Colonel  C.  W.,  Bath 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Vetemns,  817 
fioldiers'  Workshops,  1393 

MuBBAT,  Mr.  A.  G.  Buteshire 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  102,  104 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1144 

Scotch  Law  Officers*  Salaries,  382 

MuBsel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  July  19,  488 

Naoboji,  Mr.  D.,  Finshury^  Central 

Colonel  Mitchell,  158,  558 

National  Gallery 

Purchase  of  Pictures,  Retv/tn^  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  27,  1140 

National    Gallery^   Dublin   (see  under 
Ireland) 

National  Telephone  Company  (see  under 
Post  Office) 

V antical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill 

^.Bead  2*  July  16,116 

Con.  in  Com.  ;  Read  3®,  and  passed  July  24* 
896 

{.  Bead  1*  July  26,  998 

Read  2*  •Tit/y  27,  1114 

Com.  July  30,  1236 

Reported,  &c.  July  31,  1367 

HAVY 

First  Lord'Earl  Spbnobb 
Secretary — Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlbwobth 
Civil  Lord — Mr.  E.  Robbbtson 
Australian,    Station    Namd     Service^Bis- 
oontetU,  Q.  Mr.  Gourley ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
ShntUeworth  July  30,  1268 

VOL.  XXVII.  [foubth  series.]  [oont. 


N      18  9  4}  [Vol 

NA  ry—cont. 

CaiUra^ts 
Manufacturing  Goods  on  the  Premises  cf 

the  Firm    Tendering^    S^c,    Q.   Bir.    C. 

Shaw;    A.    Sir    U.    Eay-Shuttleworth 

July  19,  376 
New  Ships,  Return^  Qs.  Mr.  Maodonald, 

Captaiti    Donelan  ;    As.    Sir    tJ.    Kay- 

Shnttleworth  July  20,  566 

Coopers'  Wages  at  Deptford,  Q.  Mr.  Fisher  ; 
A.  Mr.  B.  Robertson  July  30,  1266 

Dockyards 
Employis  and  the  District  and  Parish 

Councils — References  to,  in  Debate  on 

Supply,  July  30,  1299,  &c. 
Wages,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  A.  Mr.  B. 

Robertson  July  30, 1264 

Engineers'  Examinations,  Q.  Mr.  Schwann; 
A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  July  23,  671 

Explosives  "Shipping  of  at  Plym4futh,Q.  Mr. 
Bartley  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
July  20,  547 

Greenwich  Hospital  and  Tracers'  Founda^ 
tian,  Copy  pres.  July  17,  276 

Gunners'  Pay,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Sir  U. 
Kay-Shuttleworth  July  30,  1246 

Malta  Harbour,  Fever  at,  and  Sanitary  Con- 
dUion  of,  Q.  Captain  Grice-Hutchinson ; 
A.  Mr.  Buxton  July  17,  168;  Q.  Mr.  S. 
Leighton;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
July  17,  171 

Stonehouse  Ordnance  Employis,  Q.  Mr.  B.  J . 
C.  Morton  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  July  26, 
1014 

Torpedo  Catcher  Flues,  Q.  Mr.  Gourley ;  A. 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July  30,  1244 

Training  Boys  for  Sea,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  26,  1000 


Neville,  Mr.  R.,  Liverpool^  Exchange 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill, 
Con.,  1377,  1379 

New  South  Wales 

Dibbs  Ministry,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  Heaton,  Mr.  W, 
Redmond  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  July  31,  1406 

New  Zealand 

Fiscal  Policy,  Qs.  Mr.  Dixon,  Mr.  Hogan ; 
As.  Mr.  Buxton  July  19,  366 

Legislature,  Q.  Earl  of  Onslow  ;  A.  Marquess 
of  Ripon  July  30,  1236 

Newton  Abbot  fVorkhouse  Inquiry 

Q.  Sir  S.  Northcote ;    A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefcvre 
July  27,  1117 

Nicaragua  Canal 

Qs.  Colonel   H.  Vincent,  Sir    E.   Harland ; 
As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  16,  15 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway^  iVt 
Business  of  the  House,  282 

4  E 


NoBTHBROOK,  Earl  of 

Indian  Cotton  Duties,  523,  524 
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NoRTHCOTE,  Hon.  Sir  S.^  Exeter 

Newton  Abbot  Workhoose  Inquiry,  1117 
Supp^— Sir  Mortimer  Dnrand,  1542 

Norton,  Captain  C.  W.,  Newingtanj  W^ 

Metropolitan    Police    Boots    Contract,   28, 
377 

Supply— Dockyard  Employ^  1303 

NOBTON,  Lord 
Licensing  Bill,  Pres.,  1110 

Votioe  of  Aeoidents  Bill 

0.  Lords  Amendts.  con.,  and  agreed  to  July  19, 

487 

h  Boyal  Assent  July  20 

0*Bbien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary^  N. 

Irish  Public  Meetings,  Alleged  Suppression 
of,  385 

O'Bbiex,  Mr.  W.,  Cork 

Svicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2B.,  622,  633,  685,  636,  748,  771,  772 

Labourers'    Cottages  —  Dungannon    Union, 
1122 

O'Dbiscoll,  Mr.  F.,  Monaghariy  S. 

Dominica — Sir  R.  Hamilton's  Report,  1575 

Orange  Outrage — Case  of  the  Rev.  A.  B.  R. 
Young,  699 

O'Kbeffe,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick 

Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Limerick,  1264 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Betterment —  Town     Improvements,    Select 
Com.  Report,  362 

Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill,  333 ;  3B.,  1221 

New  Zealand  Legislature,  1236 

Ottawa  Conference  (see  under  Canada) 

Outdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill 

1,  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Pacific  Cable 

Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  19, 
363 

Parks 

Hyde.  Q.  Mr.  Spicer  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone 

Jnly  27,  1127 
Richmond — Brakes  t»,  Q.  Mr.  F.  Frye;  A. 

Mr.  H.  Gladstone  JvZy  20,  554 

\cowt. 
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St,  James%  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Bums,  Mr.  Pierpoiii 
As.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  July  19,  860 

Sand  ffeaju/or  Children,  Qfi,  Mr.  CFOsfiel 
Mr.  Tomlinton ;  As.  Mr.  •  H.  Gladstoi 
July  31, 1405 


larliami^nt 

LOBDS^ 

Business  of  the  House 

Standina   Order  XXXTX.  con.  and  d 
pensed  with  July  30,  1221 

Officials^  Salaries 

Beferences  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  July  I 
1289,  &C. 


Rejection  of  Bills 

Q.  Mr.  8.  Keay ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haioourt  «/My  1 
562 


Representative  Peers  for  Scotland 

Lord  Ibrphiehen  and  Viscount  StrathmlU 
Gertiacate  delivered  July  19,  38S 

Viscou/nt  Falkland  and  Lord  Torphii^ 
Minutes  of  Election  July  26,  953 

Sat  First 
July  19 — Lord  Forester 

Aug   2 — Lord  Coleridge,  after  the  dea^ 
of  his  father 

Took  the  Oath 

July  19 — Lord  Vaux  of  Harrowden 

COMMONS— 

Business  of  the  House    and   Pubi 
Business 

July  18 — Course  of  Public  Business 
Ministerial  Statement^  277 

July  19 — Public  Business  —  Minister 
Statement  —  Motion  for  A 
journment  of  the  House  ( 
M.  H.  Beach),  385 

July  20 — Suspenjfi4)n  of  the  Twelve  o*Cli 
Rule,  Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ; 
Sir  W.  Harcourt,  563 

July  23— Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ;  A.  Mr 
Morley,  673 

July  27— Q.  Mr.  Bartley ;  A.  Sir  W.  H 
court,  1145 

July  80— Obs.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  The 
ton,     Mr.    J.     Lowther, 
Chaplin,  Mr.   T.  W.    Buss 
1271 

July  31 — Procedure  on  the  Evicted  Tena 
^Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  1409 
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PARLIAMENT^Commons-'Cxmt, 

Avg  1  —  Qs.  and  Obs.  Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Mr.  T.  B.  Ellis,  Mr. 
Hartley,  Sir  H.  Maxwell,  Mr. 
ToDilizison,  1555 

Days  Occupied  by  Government  (i,nd  by 
Private  Members,  Beturn  ordered 
July  31, 1495 


Committees 

Public  Accounts,  Reports  July  18,    332 ; 
July  31, 1498 

Publu:  Petitions,  Reports  July  18,  332 

Select  Committees,  Return  ordered  July  26) 
1108 


Miscellaneous 

Acts  of  Parliament,  Dilatory  Publicatian 
of,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
July  19,  359 

A^ournment  Motions  under  Standing 
Order  17,  Beturn  ordered  July  26,  1108 

Closure  of  Debate  (Standing  Order  25), 
Beturn  ordered  July  26,  1108 

Divisions  of  the  House,  Beturn  ordered 
July  31,  1496 

■   Private  Bills,  Return  ordered   July  31, 
1495 

Public  Bills,  Return  ordered  July  31 1 
1496 

Public  Petitions,  Return  ordered  July  HI, 
1496 

Ventilation  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  July  30, 
1268 

Sittings  and  Adjournments   oj    the 

House 

Sittings  of  t/i^  House,  Return  ordered 
July  31,  1496 

Suspension  of  the  Tmelve  o^Clock  Rule 
— Evicted  TenajUs  (Ireland)  BUI, 
July  20,  56S 


Parliamentary  Elections 

Empenses,   Q.   Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;   A.  Sir  W* 
Harcourt  July  18,  277 

Polling  Districts  (Huddersjield) — Copy  pres. 
July  19,  488 


Paroohial  Electors  (Begistration  Acce- 
leration) Bill 

I.  Read  2*  July  19,  334 

Com. ;  Reported ;  and  Relcom,  to  Standing, 
Com.  July  20,  537 

Reported  July  24,  790 

Amendts.  reported  July  26,  99S 

Bead  8*^  and  passed  July  27, 1116 

c.  Jjords  Amendts.  con.  and  agreed  to  July  27» 
lil8 

Z.  Royal  Assent  July  31 


Passenger  Steamers  (see  under  Merchant 
Shipping) 

Patent  Agents  Bill 

c.  Select  Com.  Special  Report  July  25,  952 
Reported  without  Amendts.  July  25,  952 

Patent  Agents  Begistration  Bill 

c.  Reported,  &c.  July  25,  952 

Paul,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Edinburgh,  S. 

Forth  at  Cruickness,  Pollution  of,  1569 
Poet  Laureateship,  178 

Paulton,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland 

Industrial    Schools    Bill,  2R.,    1363 ;   Com., 
1492 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  807 

Pease,   Mr.    J.    A.,    Northumberland, 
Tyneside 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BiU,  806 
Supply— African  Affairs,  1336,  1338 

Pease,  Sir  J.   W.,  Durham,  Barnard' 

Castle 

Business  of  the  House,  287 

Peebles   Foot  Pavements   Provisional 
Order  Bill 

c.  Reported  July  18,  331 

Read  3°,  and  passed  July  19,  487 
I,  Read  1*  July  20,  537 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker^ 
The) 

Period  of  Qnalification  and  Elections 
Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18,  332 

Persia 

Sir  M,  Duraad,  Appointment  of,  Referencee- 
to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  July  30,  1340,  &c» 

Petroleum  Select  Committee 
Report  July  27,  1219 


PiCKERSGiLL,     Mr.    E.    H.,    Bethnal 
Green,  S.  W. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  870^ 

871,  890 
Habitual  Inebriates,  26 

4;   E.    2 
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Pictorial  AdvertitementSf  Importation  of 

Q.  Mr.  FarquharsoQ  ;  A.  Mr.  Brvce  July  20, 
548 


Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
Bills 

(No.  2) 

I,  Royal  Assent  JtUy  20 

<Ho.3) 

I,  Read  3%  and  passed  July  16, 1 
Royal  Assent  July  20 

(No.  4) 

Z.  Read  3»,  and  passed  Jf^Zy  16,  1 
Royal  Assent  July  20 

.PiEBPOiNT,  Mr.  R.,  Warrington 

Army— Gymnastic  Instructors,  666 
London  Parks,  361 

PiNKERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Galway 

Londonderry  Asylum,  1118 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  23,  788 

PLAYFAIR,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waiting) 
Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill,  3R.,  1221 

Poet  Laureateship 

Qs.  Mr.  D.  Thomas,  Mr.  Paul,  Mr.  W.  R. 
fihaw,  Mr.  Macfarlane  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
July  17,  179 

I 

Police  (see  under  title  Law  and  Justice 

and  Police) 

(For  Scotch  and  Irish  questions  see  wider 
titles  Scotland  and  Ibeland) 

Polling/  Districts  {Huddersfield) 

Copy  pres.  July  19,  488 

Poor    Law  (see  under    Local    Govern- 
ment Board) 

(For  Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  see  under 
titles  Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Poor   Law   Union     Officers    (Ireland) 
Superannuation  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  Jtily  23,  788 

POST  OFFICE 

Postmaster  General — Mr.  Arnold  Morley 

AufitralinN  Jfaih  and  the  United  States 
liiots,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
July  19,  364 

J3rynmawr  —  J/r.  Inane  and  Political 
()ryanisati(ms,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  July  17, 160 

\^oout. 


POST  OFFICE— QovLt, 

Cliusifieation,  Q.  Visoonnt  Wolmer ;  A.  Mr. 
A  Morley  July  26,  1010 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Ojffiee,  Qs.  Mr. 
Halsey,  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  As.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  July  27,  1120 ;  Q.  Mr.  B.  H. 
Bayley  ;  A  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  2,  1682 

Envelopes^  Q.  Mr.  Griffith- Boscawen  ;  A.  Mr. 
A  Morley  July  80, 1252 

Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  lBEi«Am>) 

Letter  Boxes  on  Trains,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton ; 
A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27, 1127 

National  Telephone  Company,  Qs.  Mr.  H« 
Foster,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  H.  Heaton» 
Mr.  Hanbury ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27, 
1134  ;  Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
July  HI,  1395 

Pacific  Cable  Route.  Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;  A.  Mr* 
A.  Morley  July  19,  363 

Penny  Postage  and  the  Colonies,  Qs.  Captain 
Sinclair,  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  July  31,  1397 

Post  Cards  —  Be -ad  dressing,  Q.  Mr.  W. 
Whitelaw  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  19,  880 

Rural  Poxtmen,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  July  31, 1387 

Salcomhe  Ferry --Carrying  Postmen  and 
Mails,  Q.  Mr.  Mildmay ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
July  26,  1025 

Scoteh  Questions  (see  under  title  Scotland) 

Telegraphe 
Central  Office  Promotions,  Q.  Mr.  M^Cartan; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  26,  1014 
CiHist  Communication  between  Start  Bay 

and  Dartmouth,    Q.    Mr.  Mildmay;   A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  July  26,  1023 
Liverpool  CUer/fJt'   Grievances,  Q.  Mr.   W. 

Long ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  31,  1392 
Mistakes    in     Transmission,     Qs.     Sir    Q. 

Osborne  Morgan.  Mr.  Bartley  ;   As.    Mr. 

A.  Morley  July  16,  16 

Wales^ Appointments,  Q.  Mr.  Spicer ;  A, 
Mr.  A.  M()rley  July  30,  1250 

Powell,  Sir  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Church  Patronage  Bill,  Con.,  330 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  BilU 
Com.,  1179 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  43,  45 

Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2R.,  1863 

Rivers  Pollution  Prevention  Bill,  2R.,  331 

Supply 

Home  Office,  1305 

Rating  of  Government  Property,  1286 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill 

I.  Reail  3%  with  Amendts.  July  17,  157 

c.  Lords  Amentlts.  con.  and  agreed  to  July  19, 

487 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Prevention  of  Crnelty  to  Children  Bill 

U  Pres.,  Lord  Herschell ;  Read  1»  July  19,  357 
Read  2»  July  23,  645 
Reported  July  26,  997 
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JRreverUion  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill— cont. 

Com.  July  27,  1116 
Amendts.  reported  JtUy  30, 1236 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  31,  1368 
c.  Read  1®  July  31,  1493 
2R.  deferred  Aug  2,  1662 

Prison- Made   Goods  (see  under   Trade, 
Board  of) 

Prisons  (see  under  title  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

Private  Bills 

Returns  ordered  July  31,  1495 

Prize  Courts  Bill 

c.  2R.  deferred  July  25,  950 ;  July  26,  1105 
Read  2°  July  30,  1364 
Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  July  31,  1494 

Provident  Association  of  Lo7idon 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Collings  ;  A.  Mr,  Bryce  July  19, 
367 

Public  Accounts  Committee  (see  under 
Parliament —  Committees) 

Public  Bills 

Return  ordered  July  31,  1496 

Public  Income  and  Expenditure 

Return  pres.  July  20,  644 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Reported    from    Select  Com.  and    Re-com. 
July  17,  275 

Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  July  23,  784 

Con.  in  Com.  and    Reported ;  Read  3%  and 
passed  July  24,  896 

I,  Read  1*  July  26,  998 

Read  2*  ./w/y  27,  1115 

Com.  July  30,  1234 

Reported,  &c.  July  31,  1367 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill 

Z.  Royal  Assent  July  20 

Public  Petitions 

Return  orJeretl  July  31,  1496 

Quarries  Bill 

L  Reported  from  the  Standing  Com.  July  17, 
167 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  23,  655 

c.  Read  l^  July  31,  1493 


QuiLTER,  Mr.  W.  C,  Suffolk^  Sudhurtf 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  39 
Irish  Prison-Made  Mats,  26 

Rabat 

British  Bepresentativn  at,  Q.  Mr.  Oourley  | 
A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  30, 1245 

Rabies 

Muzzling  for  ('auiue  RabieJt,  Q.  and  Obs. 
Earl  of  Rosse,  Lord  Ribblesiale  July  23, 
647 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

c.  Com.  deferred  Aug  2,  1660 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Dodd,  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Sir  A.  Rollit ; 
As.  Mr.  Bryce  July  26,  1019;  Qs.  Mr. 
Tomlinson  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr. 
Bryce  Aug  2,  1585 

Railwat/s 

Accidents — Board  of  Trade\Report8^  Q.  Mr. 
Channing;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Jtt/y  16,  17 

Hours  if  Labour — Great  Eastern  Builway, 
Q.  Mr.  A.  Grove  :  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  17, 
170 

Letter  Boxes  on  Trains,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 
A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27,  1127 

Preferences  to  Traders^  Q.  Mr.  Jacks ;  A. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  17,  169 

Return  pres.  July  24,  896 

Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  (see  under  titles 
Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Randell,  Mr.  D.,   Glamorgan^    Gower 

Wales — Trade  Dispute  and  the  Police,  22  > 
177,  380 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S,E. 

Brentwood  School  Scandals,  1121 

Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment of,  29 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  58 

Supply— Dr.  Grigsby,  1490 

Rates,  No7i'Payment  of — Imprisonment 

for 

Q.  Mr.  Hopwood  ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  July  23f 
664 

Rathbone,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire, 

Arfon 

Business  of  the  House — Procedure  on  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Res.,  1437 

REA Y,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  India) 
Indian  Cotton  Duties,  607,  512,  518 
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•     •  • 

Eedmqnd,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Waterjord 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill 
1144  ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1613  ;  cl.  4,  1598 

Gun  Licences  in  Ireland — Mr.  Bracken,  556 


[Bot 


Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Clare^  E. 

•  Business  of  the  House,  286,  287, 289 

Evicted  Tenants  (Iceland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  693,  748 ;  Com.,  cl,  1,  1524,  1531  ; 
rl.  3,  1649 ;  cl.  4,  1590,  1592,  1694 

Ireland 
Bodyke  Evictions— Police  Assistance,  1392 
Clare  Magistracy— Mr.  Wakely,  1393 
De  Freyne  Estate,  561 
Police— Right  of  Search,  808 

New  South  Wales— Dibbs  Ministry,  1407 

HEID,   Sir   R.  T.   (Solicitor  General), 

Dumfries^  Sfc, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  723,  725;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1032,  1035, 
1070,  1085,  1086,  1088,  1153,  1169,  1163, 
1174,  1185,  1186,  1199,  1533,  1535;  oL  3, 
1541,  1543,  1550;  cl.  4,  1552;  eU  7, 1599  ; 
New  cl.,  1600,  1601,  1602 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  56,  66,  79,  81,  86,  88,  91, 
93,  96,  97, 101 

Prize  Courts  Bill,  2R.,  1106 

Religious  Intolerance  in  Hyde  Park 
Q.    Mr.    W.    Johnston ;     A.     Mr.     Asquith 
Jvly  30,  1267 

Renshaw,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Renfrew^  W. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1565 

Rentoul,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Doioiiy  E. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R..  603 

Representative  Peers  for  Scotland  (see 
under  Parliament — Lords) 

RiBBLESDALE,  Lord 

Muzzling  for  Canine  Rabies,  650 

Richmond  Park^  Brakes  in 

Q.  Mr.  F.  Frye;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone 
Jnly  20,  554 

RIGBY,    Sir    J.    (Attorney  General), 
Forfar 

'  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill? 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1156,  1166,  1536 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  55,  58.  71,  102 

Government  Newspaper  Publications,  805 

London  Police  Magistrates — Case  of  Eliza- 
beth Saunders,  1143 

Mitchell,  Colonel  E.— Case  of,  554 

Wills  in  Welsh  Language,  1409 

RIPON,   Marquess  op    (Secretary   of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 
New  Zealand  Legislature,  1236 


Bayers  Pollution  Preyention  Bill 

c,  2R.  deferred  July  18,  831 


Roberts  of  Kandahar,  Lord 

Indian  Cotton  Duties,  510 

Roberts,   Mr.   J.    B.,  Carnarvonshire^ 
Eifion 

Wills  in  Welsh  Language,  1408 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Denbighshire^  W. 

Denbighshire  Intermediate  Education  Scheme, 
1136 

ROBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Dundee 
Coopers*  Wages  at  Deptford,  1267 
Dockyards,  Wages  in,  1264 
Engineers*  Examinations,  671 
Stonehouse  Ordnance  Employ^,  1014 

Robinson,  Sir  T.,  Gloucester 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  2R.,  543 

Roche,  Mr.  J.,  Galwat/y  E, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill* 
Com.,  cl.  1,  1523 

Ireland 
Clanricarde  Agent,  1388,  1390 
Clanricarde  Estate,  1253 

Rollit,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  S. 

Balfour,  Jabez — Extrailition  of,  553 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  1121 

Commercial  Treaties,  552,  1238 

Conciliation  Bills,  381 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  rl.  4,  1589:  rl.  6,1597;  Neio  els., 
1604 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  34 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  2R.,  541 

Ottawa  Conference  Report,  382 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  1019  ;  Con., 
1660 

Siam,  Affairs  of,  552 

Supply — Rating  of  Government  Property, 
1276.  1286 

Training  Boys  for  Sea,  ICOO 

Unification  of  London  Report,  381 

ROSEBERY,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  and  Lord  President  of 

the  Council) 

Aliens  Bill,  2R.,  117, 122,  lf6,  137,  139,  140 

Betterment — Town  ImpDvements,  Select 
Com.  Report,  348,  349,  852 

British  Museum  (Purchafe  of  Land)  Bill,  2R., 
1366 

Finance  Bill,  IR.,  363 
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Boss,  Earl  of 

Muzzling  for  Caniae  Rabies,  647 

Ross,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 

Ireland 
Drainage  Loans,  1564 
Londonderry  Barracks,  1561 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury^  £. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  882 

Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  277 

Supply—Rating  of  Government  Property, 
1279 

Tower  Bridge  Return,  805 

Royal  Liver  Friendly  Society 

Q.  Mr.  Jacks  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  27, 
1119 

RUSSELL,  Mu.  G.  W.  E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), North  Beds, 
Building  Societies,  Return,  1582 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  S. 

Business  of  the  House,  285 
Procedure  on  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland) 
Arbitration  Bill,  Res.,  1445 

Evictetl  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R..  429,  631,  699,  716,  722,  723;  Com., 
cl.  1,  1043,  1052.  1062,  1063,  1066,  1075, 
1082,  1089,  1104,  1146,  1160,  1164,  1178, 
1190 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration 
[Guarantee  and  Expenses],  Com.,  1105 

Ireland 

Evicted  Farms,  18,  175,  812 
Evicted  Tenants — Outdoor  Relief,  19 
Malicious  Burning  in  Galway,  1126 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  2R., 
1663 

Supply— Civil  List  Pensions,  1297 

Rutland,  Duke  of 
Finance  Bill,  2R.,  974  ;  Com.,  1109 

St,  Jameses  Park 

Qs.  Mr.  J.  Burns,  Mr.  Pierpoint ;  As.  Mr.  H. 
Gladstone  July  19,  360 

St.  Katherine^s  Hospital,  Regent'*s  Park 

Q.  Mr.  Cremer  ;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Avg  2$ 
1571 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 

AUens  Bill,  2R.,  132, 135,  137,  139,  140, 146, 
147 

Betterment  — .Town  Improvements,  Select 
Com.  Report,  340,  349 

Finance  Bill,  IR.,  353,  354,  355,  356;  3R., 
1222,  1232,  1234 


Samoa  ^  ^ 

Exiled  Samoan4Sy  Q.  Mr.   Hogan  ;  A.  Sir .  fi. 
Grey  July  31,  1386 

Sandhurst,  Lord 
Uniforms  Bill,  2R.,  1366 


Saunders,  Mr.    W.,  Newington,   Wal- 
worth 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  915 
Lord  Walsingham's  Cottage  Tenantry,  1018 


Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 

Business  of  the  House — Procedure  on  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Res.,  1438,  1441 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R.,  435,  694,  695 ;  Com.,  ol,  1,  1053,  1189, 
1190,  1200,1202 


Savings  Banks  (Societies)  Bill 

f.  Withdrawn  July  16,  115 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Manchester, N. 

Armenian  Prisoners,  1407 
Dismissal  of  Police  Officer  Kemp,  21 
Naval  Engineers*  Examinations,  671 


SCOTLAND 

Secretary  for— Sir  G.  0.  Trevelyan 

Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR 

Ayrshire  Secondary  Education  Grant  (see 
sub-heading  Education') 

Berwiclnthlre  Inlatid  Ilevenve  Business,  Q. 

Mr.  Jacks ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  31, 

1396 
Bravery,  Treasury  Appreciation  of — Case  of 

JIcM^roll,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan  July  26,  1005 
Coal    Strike,   Qs.    Mr.  Wasou,    Mr.  Stuart- 

Wortley,  Mr.  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  H.  Smith  ;  As. 

Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Asquith  July  26,  1016 

Crofters 

Tiree — Erection  of  a  March  Dyke,  Q.  Sir  D. 
Macfarlane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 
July  19,  359 

Dog  Licence  Prosecution — Ca>se  of  Donald 
Macrae,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
July  16,  23 

Education 
Ayr  County  Committee—Secondary  Orant, 

Qs.  Mr.  Birkmyre ;  As.  Sir  Q.  Trevelyan 

July  16,  25  ;  July  19,  366 
Dunnet  School  Board,  Q.  Dr.  Clark;   A. 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  2,  1558 

Feus  and  Building  Leases,  Select  Oom. 
Report  July  26, 1008 
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Fiiheries 
Hatchery  at   Campheltoum  Loch,  Q.  Mr. 

Birkmyre ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Ju?ie  23, 

665 
Loch  ISfne — Sunday  FUhing,  Q.   Sir  D. 

Macfarlane ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  26, 

1015 
Loch  Tarbert,  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfarlane ;   A. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  July  30,  1262 
Oban  Proiecutiongf  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfarlane ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  July  30,  1261 
TVawlingt  Q.   Dr.  Macgregor;    A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan  July  16,  27 

Forth  at  Cruicknets,  PolhUlon  of,  Q.  Mr.  Paul ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  2,  1569 

Lafuirkshire    Mining     Acrjdentj     Qs.     Mr 
.     Caldwell ;   As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  16,  23 ; 
July  26,  1014 

Law  Officers'  Salaries,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Murray ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  19,  382 

^  Linn  of  Dee,  Qs.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;    As.  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan  July  23,  665 ;  July  26, 1002 
Lunacy  Report,  Qs.  Mr.  Harrington  ;  As.  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan  July  19,  377  ;  Q.  Dr.  Kenny ; 
A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  26,  1006 

Police—Perth  City,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw, 
Viscount  Wolmer,  Mr.  Hunter  ;  As.  Sir  G. 
Trevelyan  July  26,  1006 

Poift  Office,  Perth,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw  ;  A. 
Mr.  A.  Morley  July  24,  801 

Railways 

Fort  William  Station,  Q  Dr.  Macgi'egor ; 

A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  30,  1253 
SerrafUs    Hours  of  Labour,  Q.   Mr.  W. 

Whitelaw  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  24,  791 

Svtherlandfshire  Iivfanitary  Dwellings,  Q. 
Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  July  80, 
1266 

Sea  Fisheries  (SheU  Fish)  BiU 

I.  Reported  from  Standing  Cora.  July  17,  157 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  19,  357 
Royal  Assent  July  20 

Select  Committees 

Return  onlered  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  July  26, 
lies 

Seton-Karr,  Mr.  H.,  St,  Helen's 

Egypt,  Sanitary  Condition  of,  672 

Settled  Land  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
BiU 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy ;  Read  1°  July  18, 
332 

Withdrawn  Jug  I,  1554 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Kcrry^  N, 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
2R..  468  ;  Com.,  cl.  1,  1038,  1065,  1066, 
1U67,  1069,  1162,  1161,  1163,  1187,  1209, 
1210,  1211,  1498,  1533,  1534,  1535,  1536; 
cl.  2.  1536,  1639,  1541  ;  ch  3,  1544,  1545, 
1647,  1548,  1549,  1551  ;  cl.  4.  1553,  1587, 
1588,  1591 ;  cL  6,  1595,  1697  ;  cl.  7,  1698  ; 
el.  8,  1600  ;  jXew  els.,  1603, 1604, 1605 


Sexton,  Mr.  T.^cont, 

Ireland 

Clanricarde  Agent,  1388 
Female  Assistant  Teachers,  1258 
Lunatics  in  Belfast  Workhouse,  1258 
Roscommon   County  School  Accommoda- 
tion,  557 

Shaw,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Stafford 
Navy  Contracts,  376 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Hah/ax 

Poet  Laureatesliip,  179  * 

Siam 

Affairs  of,  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  20,  551 

French  Occupation  at  Chantabun,  Qs.  Mr* 
Curzon,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey 
July  17, 166 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  Q.  and  Obs.  Lord 
Lamington,  Earl  of  Kimberley  July  19 , 
333 
(References    to,    in    Debate    on    Supply^. 
July  30,  1348,  &c.) 

Sierra  Leone  (see  under  Africa) 

Sinclair,  Captain  J.,  Dumbartonshire 
Penny  Postage  and  the  Colonies,  1397 


Sittings  of  the  House 
Return  ordered  July  31,  1496 

Smith,  Mr.  Harry,  Falhirh,  S^c. 

Scotland— Coal  Strike,  1017 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

Halkyn  Mountain  Quarries,  160 
Massage  Scandals,  663 
Pauper  Children,  1239 

Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.,  Strand,    West- 
minster 

Equalisation   of   Rates   (London)    Bill,    2R., 

874,  876 

Snape,  Mr.  T.,  Lancashire,  S.E,,  Hey^ 
wood 

Business  of  the  House,  285 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  BilU 
1375,  1376 

Solent  Explosion 

Q.  Sir  G.   Baden-Powell;    A.   Mr.    Asquith 
July  30,  1265 

Solicitor  General — Sir  R.  T.  Reid 
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South  Kensington — Science  and  Art 
Department 

Kentington    Local    ExanUfuUionSy    Q.    Mr« 
Diamond ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  20,  550 

&9tAfitVf  Cfl^  (Right  Hon.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

Committees^  Instructions  to 

The  iQstr.  for  the  division  of  the  Bill 
(^Evicted  Tenants  ^Ireland)  Arbitration 
BilV)  into  two  parts  was  not  in  Order. 
An  Instr.  was  necessary  before  a  Bill 
could  be  divided ;  but  the  question 
whether  such  an  Instr.  could  be  moved 
depended  upon  the  nature  of  the  Bill, 
and  whether  the  Instr.  could  properly 
perform  the  operation  or  not  July  26, 
1028 

Miscellaneous  Rulings^  1381,  1667 

Rules  and  Order  of  Debate 

The  Amendt.  being  similar  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's,  the  Member 
should  raise  the  discussion  on  that 
Amendt.  In  point  of  Order  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
precedence  Jtdy  16,  109 

Lords  Amendts.  to  Commons  Amendts. — A 
general  objection  to  the  Bill  could  not 
be  taken  at  that  stage  July  24,  791 

The  clock  was  striking  12,  and  no  discus- 
sion  could  take  place  upon  the  Order 
(2R,,  Crofters'  Holdings  BdV),  July  SO, 
1361 

Private  Members  moving  Government  Bills 
Aug  1,  1553 

A  Member  could  not  move  the  clause 
standing  in  the  name  of  another  Member 
Aug  2,  1605 

Motion  to  add  words  to  an  Amendt.  that 
had  been  withdrawn — The  Member  could 
bring  up  the  words  as  a  separate  Amendt. 
Aug  2,  1643 

Titles  of  Bills 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration 
Bill — A  Bill  had  always  two  titles  :  the 
long  title  was  the  governing  title  of  the 
Bill,  and  leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the 
measure  according  to  the  long  title  ;  the 
short  title  which  appeared  on  the  Order 
Book  was  to  be  regarded  as  a  marginal 
-  note  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  July  1 9,  424 


Spencer,  Mr.  Ernest,  West  Bromwich 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(No.  4)  Bill,  Con.,  1368,  1369 

Spicer,  Mr.  A.,  Monmouth^  S^c. 
'Hyde  Park,  1127 
Post  Office  Appointments  in  Wales,  1250 


SpiritSy  Imported    (see    under    Trader 
Board  of) 


Stamp  Duty  (see  under  title  Customs^ 
Exdscy  arid  Inland  Revenue) 


Statute  Law  Revision   and  Consolidam 

tion  Bills 

Joint  Committee,  Reports  July  20,  536,  544  ; 
July  25,  952  ;  Additions  to  Com.  July  27, 
1116;  JulySh  1494 


Statute  Law  Eevision  Bill 

2.  Read  2'  July  16,  2 


STEVENSON,  Mr.  F.  S.  (Parliamentary 
Charity  Commissioner),  Suffolk^ 
Eye 

Kettering  Charities,  802 

St.  Katherine's  Hospital,  1571 


Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Business  of  the  House,  287 
Tuberculosis  Commission,  Report,  549 


Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Supply — District    and   Parish   Councils  and 
Government  Employ^,  1302,  ldQ4 


Straits  Settlements 

Military  Contributi^m,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton » 
A.  Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman  July  26* 
1015 ;  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  H. 
Heaton  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  July  27,  1117 


Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch^  Hoxton 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  834, 

835 
London    Streets  and    Buildings    Bill,    Con.> 

11.  12 


Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S. 

Ireland 
Castletown  Dispensary  Residence,  162 
Evictions  iu  County  Westmeath,  547 


Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Donegal,  W. 
Ireland — Cruitt  Harbour,  159 

Superannuation  Act^  1887 
Copy  pres.  July  17,  276 
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SUPPLY 

Army  Estimates  (see  that  title)    . 
CiYiL   Services   And   Revenue    Depabt- 

MENTS. 

Vote  on  Account,  1894-5. 

i^3, 583,150— Com.,  Jvly  30,  1273  ;  Amendts, 
(Sir  A.  Rollit's) — Bating  of  Oovernment 
Property,  1277 ;  Withdrawn ;  (Mr. 
Hartley's)  —  avil  List  Pensions,  1291 ; 
•  JHvisi07iy  1298;  (Commander  Bethell's)— 
Anglit'Belgiayi  Agreementf  1310 ;  With- 
drawn; (Mr.  Curzon's) — Foreign  Qffipe, 
1351 ;  Withdrawn ;  Original  Question 
agreed  to  ;  Report  JtUy  31, 1447  ;  Amendt. 
(Colonel  H.  Vincent's) — Matahelela/nd  and 
Mashonaland  Agreement,  ^c,  1484  ;  N^a- 
tived  ;  Vote  agreed  to 


Supreme  Coort  (Officers)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18,  332 


Snrveyors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  18,  331 
Swaziland  {see  under  Africa) 

SWEETMAN,    Mr.  J.,    WickloWj  E, 

Supply— Wicklow  Harbour,  1287 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 

Andcrby  Church  School,  Lincolnshire,  1261 
Education  Grants  for  Rural  Districts,  560 
Feckenham  National  School,  661 


Temple,  Sir  R.,  Surrey,  Kingston 

Army  Estimates — War  Office    Salaries,   &c., 
297 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill, 
Com.,  el.  1,  1071,  1072,  1074,  1179 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  82,  114  ;  3R.,  230 
General  Register  Office,  1012 
India 
Forest  Service  Department.  1400 

Supply 
British  East  Africa  Company,  &c.,    1328, 

1331,  1332 
Pamirs,  A:c.,  1356 
Rating    of    Government    Property,    1282, 

1283 
Transvaal — British  Subjects  in,  &c.,  1465, 

1467,  1474 


Teherax 

Sir    Mortimer    Diirand — References    to,   in 
Debate  on  Supply,  July  30,  1340,  &c. 

Telegraphs  (see  under  Post  Office) 


Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Coal  Dust  Explosions,  1007 
Colliery  Explosion  in  Wales— Mr.  Boskill,  176 
^Department  of  Mines,  800 
Inspectors  of  Mines,  176,  1570 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  792 
Mining  Fatalities— Inquiries,  800 
Poet  Laureateship,  178 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Clapham 

Army  Estimates— War  Office  Clerks,  297 
Business  of  the  House,  1271 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  46 

Tobago 

Revenue  of,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr* 
Buxton  July  24,  807 

ToMLiNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Agriculture,  Journal  for,  379 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  BiU,  Con.,  1624, 
1649,  1655 

Business  of  the  House,  1556 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill,  2R.,  1662 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  792 

Parks— Sand  Heaps,  1406 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  2R., 

1663 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  1585 
Supply — Mines  Inspectors,  1459 
Transvaal— British  Subjects,  &c.,  804,  1574 

Tower  Bridge^  Return 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  24 
805 

TowNSEND,  Mr.  C,  Bristol,  N. 
Bristol  Tramways  Bill,  Con.,  999 

TRADE,  BOABD  OF 

President — Mr.  Bryce 

Secretary— Mr.  T.  Burt 
Billingsgate    TolU.    Q.    Mr.   H.   Foster;   A. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  27,  1133 

Conciliation  Bills,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A.  Mr. 
Bryce  July  19,  381 

Derelicts  (see  that  title) 

Foreign  Prison- Made  Brushes,  Q.  Colonel 
H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  30,  1240 

Ocrman  Prison- Made  Goods — Importation 
into  England,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  20,  645 

Merchant  Shipping  (see  that  title) 

Pictiyrial  Advertisements,  Importatiirn  oj,  Q. 
Mr.  Farquharson  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  20, 
548 

*•  Provident  Associ/ition  of  London,^''  Q.  Mr, 
J.  Ceilings  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  19,  367 

Railways  (see  that  title) 

Spirits.  Imjwrted,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr, 
Bryce  July  24,  793 

Toioer  Bridge,  Return,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  24,  805 
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Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) 
Copies  pres.  July  31, 1496 

Tramways  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  23,  788 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No-  1) 
Bill 

e.  Read  2«  July  17,  276 
Reported  July  25,  951 
Ab  amended,  Con.  July  31,  1373 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  1,  1554 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Vo.  2) 
BiU 

<?.  Read  2*  July  17,  275 
Reported  July  25,  952 
As  amended,  Con.  July  31,  1381 

Transvaal  (see  under  Africa) 

Treaties  J  Commercial 

Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Sir  M.  H.  Beach  ;  As.  Sir  B. 
Grey  July  20,  552;  Qs.  Sir  A.  Rollit, 
Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  30,  1238 

TEEVELYAN,  Right  Hon.  SieG.  0. 
(Secretary  for  Scotland),   Glasgow, 
Bridgeton 
Bravery,  Treasury  Appreciation  of,  1006 

Edacation 
Dunnet  School  Board,  1559 
Secondary  Education  in  Ayrshire,  25,  366 

Fisheries 
Campbeltown  Loch — Proposed  Hatchery, 

665 
Lough  Fyne — Sunday  Fishing,  1015 
Trawling,  27 

Linn  of  Dee,  666,  1002 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1565 

Lunacy  Reports,  378,  1006 

Perth  City  Police,  1007 

Trout  Fishing  CScotland)  Bill 

6'.  Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  July  23,  788 

Trusts  Administration 
Select  Com.  nominated  Aug  \,  1555 

Tuberculosis  Commission  Report 
Qs.  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Chaplin,  Sir  M.  Stewart ; 
As.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  20,  548 

TuLLY,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrimj  S. 

Inland  Revenue  Officers,  31 

Ireland 
Drunkenness  at  Boyle — Prosecutions,  1269 
Godley  Estate  Tenantry,  1004, 1659 
Leitrim — Roman  Catholic  Magistrates,  169 
Lough  Key  Floods,  1006 
Poor  Rate    Collections  in  South  Leitrim, 

1125 
Rinn  and  Black  River  Drainage,  364 


Turkey 

Armenian  Prisoners  (see  that  title) 

TWEEDMOUTH,  Lord  (Lord  Privy 
Seal  and  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster) 

Betterment  —  Town  Improvements,  Select 
Com.  Report,  844 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.,  1114 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  2R.,  834 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.,  1115;  Com.,  1235 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.,  536 ;  Com.,  654 

Unijication  of  London 

Q.    Sir   A.    Rollit;    A.    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 

July  19,  381 

Uniforms  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  July  16, 116 

Read  3«,  and  passed  July  23,  788 
L  Read  2*  July  31,  1365 

Vaccination 

ProseeutionSj  Q.  Mr.  Channing ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  July  30,  1247 

Valuation  (Metropolis)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  July  25,  952 

Valuation   of   Lands   (Scotland)    Aots 
Amendment  Bill 

Z.  Read  2*  July  20,  536 

Com. ;  Reported ;  and  Re-oom.  to  Standing 
Com.  July  23,  653 

Reported  July  24,  790 

Read  3*,  and  passed  July  26,  998 
e.  Read  1"  Aug  1, 1555 

Vincent,  Colonel  C.  E.  H.,  Sheffield^ 
Central 

Commercial  Treaties,  1239 
Foreign  Prison-Made  Brushes,  1240 

(Jerman    Prison- Made    Goods — Importation 

into  England,  545 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  1362 
Nicaragua  Canal,  15 
Ottawa  Conference,  811 
Staines  Rifle  Range,  1394 

Supply 

Diplomatic  Service,  1343 
Matabeleland  and  Mashonaland  Agreement  ^ 
&c.,  1480 

Tobago,  Revenue  of,  807 
Volunteers  (see  under  Army) 
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Wales 

Albion  Colliery  Explosion — Mr.  Boskill,  Q. 
Mr.  D.  Thomas  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  17, 
176 

Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  Mr,  Acland^  Q.  Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  2, 
1575 

Brynmawr  Postmaster  and  Pvliiieal 
Organisations,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  July  17, 160 

-  Cem4ftery  Consecration  in  Cardiganshire,  Q. 
Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
July  30,  1251 

Forestry  Education,  Q.  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis ; 
«     A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  20,  561 

Glebe  and  Tithe,  Return  reatl,  and  discharged, 
and  instead  thereof.  Church  in  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire,  &c.  July  17,  276 

Grants  to  Public  Elementary  Schools,  Q. 
Viscount  Cranborne  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland 
July  27,  1138 

JIalkyn  Mounttii7i  Quarries,  Q.  Mr.  8.  Smith  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  17,  160 

Intermediate  Educati<m  Scheme,  Denbigh' 
shire,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts ;  A.  Mr.  Acland 
July  27,  1136 

Local  Government  Act — Translation  of  into 
Welsh,  Q.  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 
LefevreJ'tt/y  24,  804 

^ines — Sub'Asxistant  Inspectors,  Q.  Mr.  D. 
''    Thomas  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  17,  176 

Mining  Fatalitiex,  Inquiries  into,  Q.  Mr.  D. 
A.  Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  24,  800 

Post  Office  Appointments,  Q.  Mr.  Spicer  ;  A. 
Mr.  A.  Morley  July  30,  1250 

Rhufhlhrn  School.  St.  Asaph,  Q.  Mr.Griffith- 
Boscawen  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  30,  1252 

Trade  Dispute  and  the  Police,  Qs.  Mr.  D. 
Randell ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  16,  22 ; 
July  17,  177;  Jwiy  19,  380 

Wills  in  Wehh  Language,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Roberts  ; 
A.  Sir  J.  Rigby  July  31,  1408 

Wyndluim  Colliery,  Q.  Mr.  Woods  :  A.  Mr. 
Asquith Vw/?/  31,  1391 


Wallace,   Mr.  J.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets^ 

Limehouse 

Customs  Outport  Clerks,  20 

Walsall  Inebriates'  Retreat 

Q.  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  30, 
1256 


Wat  sing  hain^  Lord — Cottage   Tenantry 

Q.  Mr.  Sauuders ;   A.   Mr.  Asquith  July  26, 
1018 


IV ar  Office  (see  Army) 

Warmingtox,    Mr.   C.  M.,  Monmouth^ 
fV. 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  1612 


\ 


Warner,  Mr.  T.  C.  T.,  Somerset,  N. 

Supply — Government  Employ^  and  District 
and  Parish  Councils,  1301 

Wason,  Mr.  E.,  Ayrshire,  S. 
Scotch  Coal  Strike,  1016 

Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  20,  489 

fTAVS  AND  MEANS 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Bill 

Res.  to  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
towards  making  good  Supply  for  the 
year  ending  31st  day  of  March,  1895, 
£17,715,650  ;  Com.  July  23,  788  ;  Report 
July  24,  896 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterford,  W. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  BilU 
Cora.,  cl.  1,  1524 

Indian  Opium  Reports,  1130 

Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St,  Pancras,  E, 

Corea — Chi  no-Japanese  War,  1573 
,  Equalisation  of    Rates   (London)  Bill,  2R., 

819,  821,  878,  909,  912  ;  Motion   for  Select 

Com.,  949 
Meeting    Places    for     Religious    and    other 

Bodies,  375 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  2R., 

1663 
Staines  Rifle  Range,  1394 
West  Ham  Town  Clerkships,  3«)H 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  Isle  of  Wight 

Supply— Rating    of    Govern nient     Property, 
1278 

Wedderburn,  Sir  W.,  Banffshire 

Business  of  the  House  (Ministerial  Statement). 
Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  House,  413 

India 

Bengal  I^^gislative  Council,  1560 
Kine,  Slaughter  of,  1026 
Mitchell,  Mr.,  Appointment  of.  o49 
Public  Service  Commission,  1026 
Troopships,  1572 

Weik,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 
Building  Bye- Laws  in  the  Metropolis,  1256 
Business  of  the  House,  285 
Hampstead — House  Construction.  1254 
Houses  of  Parliament,  Ventilation  of.  1268 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Con.,  10 
Quarter  Sessions — Bar  Practice,  126<I 

Scotland 

Dog    Licence    Prosecution  —  Case    of     D. 

Macrae,  23 
Insanitary    Dwellings  in  Sutherlan«lshire, 
1255 


